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THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Tuesday,  April  28th,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

PUBLIC    AFFAIRS    OF    THE    DO- 
MINION. 

ORDER  POSTPONED. 

The  order  of  the  day  having  been  read, 
that  he  (Mr.  Alexander)  will  call  attention 
to  the  present  state  of  the  Public  Affairs 
of  the  Dominion,  and  will  ask  the  Govern- 
ment how  they  propose  to  remedy  existing 
evils  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER  said:  At 
the  request  of  different  hon.  members  of 
this  House,  I  would  ask  permission  to 
postpone  this  motion  until  Friday,  ist 
May. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  or- 
der of  the  day  was  discharged,  and  fixed 
for  Friday  next 

THE  SENATE  DEBATES. 

THE  report  of  THE  COMMITTEE  ADOPTED. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE 
moved  theadoption  of  the  first  report  of  the 
select  committee  on  the  reporting  of  the 
Debates  and  Proceedings  of  the  Senate. 
He  said  :  Before  proposing  the  adoption 
of  the  report  I  wish  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  a  difference  in  the  French 
and  English  versions  of  this  report     In 


the  English  version — in  the  eighth  clause 
in  the  tender  of  the  Messrs.  Holland — it  is 
stated  that  for  every  page  after  the  600 
pages  they  are  to  receive  $2.50;  in  the 
French  version  it  is  stated  as  being  $3.50. 
The  arrangement  actually  made  is  for 
$2.50.  Therefore,  this  error  must  be 
corrected. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
French  is  to  be  corrected. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— 
We  propose  an  increase  in  the  rate  to  be 
paid  to  the  contractors ;  but  on  the  other 
hand,  we  have  arranged  that  instead  of  a 
minimum  of  500  pages,  it  will  be  600. 
Instead  of  paying  $3.50  for  eveiy  page 
extra  it  shall  be  only  $2.50,  and,  in  addi- 
tion, the  reporters  are  to  arrange  with  the 
proprietors  of  the  Citiun  and  I^ree  Press 
to  report  and  publish  a  synopsis  of  the 
Debates  in  this  House  in  their  daily  issues* 
I  simply  move  the  adoption  of  the  report* 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  re- 
port was  adopted. 

THE  COX  DIVORCE  BILL. 

THIRD  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ  moved  the  adoption 
of  the  report  of  the  select  committee  to 
whom  was  referred  Bill  (H),  "An  Act  for 
the  relief  of  George  Brantford  Cox."  He 
said:  The  evidence  is  now  before  the 
House  and  it  is  so  conclusive  that  I  think 
there  can  be  no  doubt  in  anybody's  mind 
that  the  conclusion  arrived  at  by  the  com- 
mittee was  a  proper  one.  If  necessary, 
the  adoption  of  the  report  can  be  post- 
poned for  a  day  or  two,  as  the  evidence 
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was  only  distributed  to  day ;  but  if  hon. 
gentlemen  have  looked  over  it — it  is  very 
short — they  will  see  that  there  could  be 
no  doubt  at  all  m  the  minds  of  the  com- 
mittee. I  may  say  the  committee  were 
unanimous  ;  they  did  not  occupy  over  an 
hour,  or  an  hour  and  a  half  in  examining 
the  witnesses,  and  it  is  the  most  conclu- 
sive case  that  has  ever  been  presented  to 
the  Senate,  so  far  as  I  am  aware. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  on  a  division. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ  moved  that  the  Bill 
he  read  the  third  time  presently. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

WEST    ONTARIO    PACIFIC    RAIL- 
WAY CO'S  BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  O'DONOHOE,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  Mr.  Plumb,  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (94),  "An  Act  to  incorpor- 
ate the  West  Ontario  Pacific  Railway 
Company," 

The  motion  was  agreed,  to  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

PAWNBROKERS'  BILL. 

IN    COMMITTEE. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (R),  "An  Act 
Ko  make  further  provision  respecting 
Pawnbrokers." 

In  the  Committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  GOWAN— The  first  and 
only  clause  in  this  Bill  is  very  short.  The 
House  is  already  in  posession  of  the 
principles  upon  which  this  Bill  is  based, 
and  the  enactment  is  short  and  simple, 
and  will  provide  a  remedy  which  has 
been  suggested  by  the  court  and  judges 
as  necessary  in  order  to  secure  those  who 
are  very  open  to  fraud  aud  impositions 
from  being  defrauded  and  imposed  upon 
by  persons  who  are  disposed  to  do  so. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
What  is  the  rate  of  interest  authorized  by  I 
law?  I 

Hon.  Mr.  READ. 


Hon.  Mr.  GOWAN — I  cannot  exactly 
say  the  rate ;  it  requires  some  computa- 
tion. It  is  five-sixths  of  a  cent  per  month 
on  sums  not  exceeding  four  dollars,  and 
I  think,  so  far  as  I  can  state  without  com- 
putation, it  is  equal  to  about  17  per 
cent. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— The  Committee 
will  be  entitled  to  some  further  informa- 
tion on  this  Bill.  It  evidently  refers  to 
some  existing  law.  As  far  as  I  know  there 
is  no  law  applicable  to  the  whole  Domin- 
ion at  present  on  our  statute  book.  There 
is  the  proposed  consolidation  of  the  sta- 
tutes of  the  late  province  of  Canada,andthe 
acts  passed  in  the  province  of  New  Bruns- 
wick, but  this  is  an  act  that  applies  to  the 
whole  Dominion,  and  the  reason  I  call  my 
hon.  friend's  attention  to  it  is  that  this 
Bill  provides  fhat — "Every  pawnbroker 
who  charj:es'  in  respect  of  any  goods 
pawned  any  higher  rate  than  is  authorized 
by  law  shall,  on  conviction  be  fined,  etc" 
Now,  as  regards  the  application  of  this  in 
parts  of  the  Dominion  where  there  is  no 
existing  law  respecting  pawnbrokers,  it 
would  be  nugatory  and  would  introduce 
rather  an  element  of  confusion  into  the 
statute.  I  also  submit  to  the  Mmister  of 
Justice  that,  with  regard  to  this  Bill,  it 
would  very  properly  be  an  amendment  to 
the  Act,  or  a  clause  to  be  introduced  in 
the  consolidation  of  the  laws,  if  there  is  a 
chapter  relating  to  this  subject  of  pawn- 
brokers brought  in — I  suppose  on  the 
idea  that  it  is  within  the  purview  of  the 
Dominion  Parliament — and  this,  certainly, 
would  be  a  proper  matter,  if  at  all  to 
be   dealt   with,    to   be   included   in   that 

section. 

* 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
Should  it  pass  both  Houses,  it  will  form 
part  of  the  consolidation. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  do  not  know 
exactly  about  that  Looking  at  the  Bill 
in  its  present  form,  and  without  knowing 
whether  the  other  chapters  are  to  be 
passed,  it  is  very  confusing  and  incom- 
plete, because  it  speaks  of  charges  now 
entitled  to  be  made  by  law,  and  at  the 
same  time  there  is  no  law  particularly  ap- 
plicable to  that  subject  except  the  general 
law  of  interest,  and  the  law  ot  interest 
would  be  the  one,  in  the  absence  of  any 
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law  on  the  subject,  that  I  presume  would 
regulate  this  matter. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— In 
the  absence  of  any  other  law.  As  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill,  I  leave  the  hon. 
member  from  Barrie  to  defend  his  own 
measure ;  but  should  the  Bill  pass  both 
Houses  of  Parliament,  the  provision  we 
propose  to  put  in  the  Act  for  making  the 
consolidation  of  the  law  would  embrace 
it,  and  would  embrace  any  other  change 
which  is  made  during  the  present  session. 
They  would  be  included  in  the  consolida- 
tion and  form  part  of  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— Should  they 
pass. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  GOWAN — I  think  my  hon. 
friend  will  find  that  the  provision  with 
regard  to  the  remuneration  to  be  taken  by 
pawnbrokers  is  to  be  found  in  the  consoli- 
dated statutes  of  Canada,  and  applies  to 
Ontario  and  Quebec-  It  is  also  found  in 
the  revised  statutes  of  New  Brunswick.  I 
am  not  aware  that  it  is  in  the  statutes  of 
the  other  provinces.  It  is  the  present  law 
of  New  Brunswick,  and  is  so  treated  by 
the  consolidators. 

With  regard  to  the  power  of  the 
Dominion  to  enact  laws  respecting  pawn- 
brokers, it  is  quite  clear ;  it  is  a  matter  of 
interest,  and  has  been  so  treated  by  the 
consolidators,  in  the  consolidation.  If 
there  is  no  law  in  force  in  the  provinces  to 
which  it  will  extend  no  doubt  it  would 
not  apply,  but  I  rather  think  there  is.  I 
have  no  objection  to  meet  the  views  of  my 
hon.  friend  to  say  "  by  any  act  or  acts 
relating  to  pawnbrokers"  if  that  would 
help  it  at  all,  but  I  do  not  know  that  that 
would  make  any  difference.  The  Bill  is 
framed  with  a  view  to  be  worked  into  the 
consolidation,  should  it  pass  both  Houses. 
The  consolidators  propose  to  make  this 
law  general.  In  treating  of  the  subject 
they  thought  it  was  a  valuable  law,  and 
that  there  should  be  one  law  for  the  whole 
Dominion,  as  the  Dominion  has  power  to 
deal  with  interest,  and  they  have  consoli- 
dated with  a  view  to  applying  it  to  the 
whole  Dominion  of  Canada,  and  this  Bill 
is  in  keeping  with  that.  Of  course  if  it 
passes  it  will  be  engrafted  with  it.  I  can- 
Wi 


not  see  myself  any  practical  difficulty  to 
arise. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — I  may  state  that 
there  is  no  pawnbroker's  place  of  business 
in  Halifax,  and  I  doubt  if  there  is  in  Nova 
Scotia.  My  hon.  colleague  will  corrobor- 
ate this ;  whether  he  attributes  it  to  the 
National  Policy  which  has  taken  away 
poverty  and  distress,  I  do  not  know,  but 
that  is  the  face ;  there  is  no  pawnbroker's 
establishment  in  Halifax. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  regular  pawnbroker's  establish- 
ment in  Halifax. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ— That  is  the  effect 
of  the  National  Policy. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— They  had  not 
any  before  the  National  Policy. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— The  hon.  gentle- 
man is  mistaken.  I  remember  when  there 
was. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  was  before 
I  was  born  perhaps.  There  has  not  been 
any  within  my  recollection.  I  took  the  pre- 
caution to  inquire  into  this  subject,  as  I 
said  I  should  yesterday,  and'I  have  satis- 
fied myself  that  there  is  not  anything 
ultra  vires  in  the  Bill. 

I  rise  now,  in  addition  to  corroborating 
my  hon.  colleague,  for  the  purpose  of 
suggesting  that  a  few  words  might  be 
added  to  this  Bill,  which  I  think  would 
improve  it.  The  object  of  the  Bill  is  to 
remove  a  defect  in  a  chapter  of  the  con- 
solidated statutes.  That  chapter  does 
not  provide  any  penalty  for  a  violation  of 
the  regulations  which  it  makes  as  to  the 
rate  of  interest  to  be  taken  by  a  pawn- 
broker. This  little  Bill  provides  a 
punishment  for  violating  that  provision  of 
the  statute,  but  I  think  it  would  be  well 
to  add  a  few  words.  A  party  is  liable  to 
a  penalty  not  exceeding  $50,  and  I  think 
we  should  add,  "or  in  default  to  imprison- 
ment for  a  period  not  exceeding  30  days. ' 
I  think  there  should  be  that  alternative  to 
enforce  the  payment  of  the  $50.  My  hon. 
friend  probably  thinks  that  is  provided 
for  by  other  statutes.  I  looked  into  the 
matter  this  forenoon,  and  I  think  it  would 
puzzle  the  proverbial  Philadelphia  lawyer 
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to  find  where  that  provision  is,  and  what 
its  exact  meaning  is  when  found  ;  and  I 
think  it  would  make  the  law  a  great  deal 
clearer,  and  remove  difficulty,  if  that 
addition  was  made  to  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  GOWAN— I  have  not  the 
slightest  objection  to  accept  the  hon. 
gentleman's  amendment,  but  I  think  it 
would  be  covered  by  the  clause  to  con- 
vict summarily.  I  may  say  that  I  showed 
the  Bill  to  the  Minister  of  Justice,  and 
that  he  thought  these  words  would  be 
sufficient ;  at  the  same  time  if  there  is  the 
slightest  doubt  on  the  matter  there  can  be 
no  objection  to  adding  the  words  suggest- 
ed by  my  hon.  friend. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— It  seems 
to  me  there  is  some  doubt  An  appeal 
has  been  taken,  that  I  know  of  myself,  in 
the  last  year,  in  a  matter  very  similar  in 
character  to  this,  where  the  offence  is  not 
enumerated  under  the  Summary  Convic- 
tions Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  GOWAN — I  am  very  much 
obliged  to  my  hon.  friend  from  Halifax  for 
assisting  me  to  perfect  the  measure,  and  I 
accept  his  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  ARCHIBALD,  from  the 
committee,  reported  the  Bill  as  amended. 

The  report  was  concurred  in. 

Hon.  Mr.  GOWAN  moved  that  the 
Bill  be  read  the  third  time  presently. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  think  this 
Bill  ought  to  be  further  amended,  unless 
we  are  to  pass  our  legislation  in  a  very 
slip-shod  manner.  This  is  an  Act  to 
make  further  provisions  respecting  pawn- 
brokers, and  there  is  no  provision  now  by 
law  with  regard  to  pawnbrokers  which  ap- 
plies to  the  whole  Dominion.  It  appears 
to  me  that  the  Bill,  as  it  stands  now,  is  an 
absurdity  on  the  face  of  it,  both  in  the 
enacting  clause  and  in  the  title,  when 
there  is  no  provision  for  pawnbrokers  in 
the  Dominion,  except  in  three  provinces. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— If  the  consoli- 
dated statutes  become  law,  as  it  is  intend- 

HoxN.  Mr.  power 


ed  at  present,  at  the  expiration  of  this 
session,  under  a  Bill  that  has  been 
introduced  in  the  other  House,  then 
this  chapter  of  the  consolidated  sta- 
tutes will  apply  to  the  whole  Do- 
minion, and  this  Bill  to  amend  that 
chapter  will  apply  in  the  same  way,  and  I 
do  not  think  that  the  difficulty  is  quite  as 
great  as  my  hon.  friend  supposes.  There 
is  a  good  deal  of  force,  however,  in  what 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Amherst  says, 
though  I  do  not  think  it  is  a  very  serious 
difficulty. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

THE    INDUSTRIES    AND    MANU- 
FACTURES OF  THE  DOMINION. 

THE    DEBATE   CONCLUDED. 

The  order  of  the  day  having  been  called 
for  resuming  debate  on  the  Hon.  Mr. 
Macdonald's  motion,  viz. : 

That  he  will  call  attention  to  the  Eleporl  of 
the  Commission  issued  by  the  Government 
last  year  to  enquire  into  the  eflect  ot  the  Tariff 
of  1879,  on  the  industriert  and  manufactures 
of  the  country,  and  will  ask  the  Governmant 
whether  the  report  will  be  furnished  to  mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  and  a  certain  number  to 
the  country  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN  said:— The  de- 
bate on  this  question  has  been  so  protracted 
and  there  have  been  so  many  adjournments 
of  the  discussions,  that  anyone  undertak- 
ing to  address  this  Chamt>er  nowmust  labor 
under  very  considerable  disadvantages. 
The  interest  in  the  subject,  I  suppose,  has 
considerably  flagged.  When  I  was  inter- 
rupted some  weeks  ago  in  my  remarks 
I  was  then  referring  to  the  extraordinary 
exodus  of  the  people  from  Canada,  and  es- 
pecially from  the  lower  provinces.  I  pro- 
pose, with  the  permission  of  hon.  gentle- 
men, to  return  to  that  question,  and  to 
complete  my  remarks  on  that  branch  of 
the  subject ;  but  before  doing  so  I  would 
like  to  refer  to  a  matter,  in  my  remarks  on 
which  I  was  somewhat  interrupted  by  the 
junior  member  from  Halifax,  and  in  which 
he  made  some  reference  to  the  character 
of  the  petitions  that  have,  of  course,  become 
a  matter  of  history,  and  which  were 
gotten  up  in  the  principal  cities  of  Great 
Britain,  with  a  view  to  bringing  about  a 


Digitized  by 


Google 


The  Industries  and  [APRIL  28,  1885J  Mamif'rs  of  Canada,     739 


change  in  her  trade  policy  with  other 
countries.  A  good  deal  has  been  said 
about  the  condition  of  trade  in  England 
prior  to  the  repeal  of  the  corn  laws. 
Inasmuch  as  my  hon.  friend  has  mentioned 
that  as  petitions  are  gotten  up  in  a  very 
loose  kind  of  a  way,  and  that  perhaps 
they  were  not  properly  authenticated,  or 
deliberately  signed,  it  may  be  well 
to  refer  to  "The  History  of  British 
Commerce,"  by  Leone  Levi,  a  copy  of 
which  I  hold  in  my  hands  : 

**  The  experience  of  France  and  of  all  coun- 
tries which  followed  her  policy,  might,  indeed, 
have  deterred  Kngland  from  relying  with  any 
confidence  on  the  broken  reed  of  protection  ; 
but  no  intelligent  opinion  was  formed  on  the 
subject,  and  Uie  great  works  of  Adam  Smith 
and  other  economists  Iiad  remained  sterile  of 
results,  when,  in  1820,  the  London  merchants 
entrubted  Mr.  Baring,  afterwards  Lord  Ash- 
barton,  with  the  famous  petition  prepareti  by 
Mr.  William  Tooke,which  embodied  a  distinct 
enunciation  of  free-trade  principles,  and 
prayed  that  every  restrictive  regulation  of 
trade,  not  imposed  on  account  of  the  revenue, 
including  all  duties  of  a  protective  character, 
might  at  once  be  repealed." 

I  might  say  that  the  William  Tooke 
above  referred  to  was  a  prominent  merchant 
in  London.  I  think  he  was  engaged  princi- 
pally in  the  Russia  trade.  He  was  a  son 
of  John  Home  Tooke,  a  gentleman  of 
considerable  celebrity,  and  he  himself,  on 
account  of  his  great  literary  attainments, 
and  his  contributions  to  the  literature  on 
trade  and  commerce,  was  subsequently 
honored  by  having  the  endowment  of  a 
professorship  in  the  London  University, 
in  his  name,  made  up  by  contributions 
from  his  admirers.     Levi  continues : — 

"  As  this  is  the  first  practical  step  in  the 
way  of  commercial  reform,  initiated  by  the 
mercantile  classes,  it  is  well  deserving  of  a 
ooDspicuoQS  place  in  any  history  of  our  mod- 
ern commerce,        •        •        •        • 

**  The  London  merchants  started  from  the 
first  cardinal  principles  of  trade — ^that  foreign 
commerce  is  eminently  conducive  to  the 
wealth  and  prosperity  of  the  country,  by  en- 
abling it  to  import  the  commodities  for  the 
production  of  wnich  the  soil,  climate,  capital 
and  industry  of  other  countries  are  best  cal- 
culatedy  and  to  export  in  payment^  those  arti- 
cles for  which  its  own  situation  is  better 
adapted;  that  freedom  from  restraint  is  cal- 
culated to  give  the  utmost  extension  to  foreign 
trade,  and  the  best  direction  to  the^capital  and 
industry  of  the  country  ;  that  the  maxim  of 
buying  in  the  cheapest  market  and  selling  in 
the  dearest,  which  regulates  every  merchant 
in  his  individual  deanngs,  is  strictly  applica- 


ble.aa  the  best  rule  to  the  trade  of  the  whole 
nation  ;  and  that  a  policy  founded  on  these 
principles  would  render  the  commerce  of  the 
world  an  interchange  of  mutual  advantage, 
and  diffuse  increafied  wealth  and  enjoyments 
among  the  inhabitants  of  each  state. 

**  The  petitioners  complained  that  the  very 
reverse  had  been  and  was  more  or  less  adopt- 
ed and  acted  upon  by  the  Government  of  this 
and  every  other  country,  each  trying  to  ex- 
clude the  productions  of  other  countries  with 
the  specious  and  well-meant  design  of  encour- 
aging its  own  productions;  thus  inflicting  on 
the  bulk  of  its  subject,  who  are  consumers, 
the  necessity  of  submitting  to  privations  in 
the  quantity  or  quality  of  commodities,  and 
thus  rendering,  what  ought  to  be  the  source  of 
mutual  benefit  and  of  harmony  amon^  states, 
a  constantly  recurring  occasion  of  jealousy 
and  hostility. 

"  The  London  merchants^further  argued,  as 
respects  the  numerous  protective  and  prohibi- 
tory duties  of  our  commercial  code,  that  while 
they  were  all  0{)eratin2  as  very  heavy  taxes 
on  the  community  at  large,  very  few  were  of 
any  ultimate  benefit  to  the  classes  in  whose 
favor  they  were  originally  instituted,  and 
none  to  the  extent  of  the  loss  occasioned  by 
them  to  other  classes ;  that  among  the  other 
evils  of  the  restrictive  or  protective  system, 
not  the  least  was  that  the  artificial  protection 
of  one  branch  of  industry,  or  source  of  pro- 
duction against  foreign  competition,  was  set 
up  as  a  ground  of  claim  by  other  branches  for 
similar  protection  ;  so  that,  if  the  reasoning 
upon  which  these  restrictive  or  prohibitory 
regulations  were  founded,  were  followed  out 
consistently,  it  would  not  stop  short  of  ex- 
cluding us  from  all  foreign  commerce  what- 
soever.         •        • 

*'The  petitioners  then  added  that  whilst 
declaring  their  conviction  of  the  impolicy  and 
injustice  of  the  restrictive  system,  and  in  de- 
siring every  practicable  relaxation  of  it,  they 
had  in  view  only  such  parts  of  it  as  were  not 
connected,  or  were  only  subordinately  so, 
with  the  public  revenue.  As  long  as  the 
necessity  ror  the  present  amount  of  revenue 
subsisted,  the  petitioners  could  not  expect  so 
important  a  branch  of  it  as  the  customs  to  be 
given  up,  nor  to  be  materially^  diminished, 
unless  some  substitute  less  objectionable  be 
suggested.  But  it  was  against  every  restrict- 
ive regulation  of  trade,  not  essential  to  the 
revenue,  against  all  duties  merely  protective, 
and  partly  for  that  of  protection,  that  the 
prayer  of  the  petition  was  submitted  to  the 
wisdom  of  Parliament. 

"  The  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  Edinburgh, 
in  that  petition,  attributed  in  a  great  measure 
the  existing  depression  to  the  straightened 
condition  of  foreign  commerce,  the  heavy 
duty  on  imports  tending  directly  to  lessen  the 
demand  for  the  produce  of  this  country. 
Thev  treated  as  erroneous  the  doctrine  that 
wealth  is  promoted  bv  an  excess  of  exports, 
but  alleged  that,  on  the  contrary,  the  profits 
of  trade  are  realized  by  an  excess  of  imports." 


Digitized  by 


Google 


740 


The  Industries  and  [SENATE]  Momuf'rs  of  Cmiada. 


With  reference  to  these  petitions,  I  might 
•notice  that  from  that  time  forward  the  con- 
tinued amount  of  pauperism,  idleness  and 
depression  of  trade  existed  in  Great 
Britain,  and  Levi  in  his  remarks  on  the  com- 
mercial distress  of  that  period,  says  : — 

«*  In  June,  1837,  a  large  meeting  was  held 
in  Birmingham,  to  consider  what  measures 
«hould  be  adopted,  calculated  to  relieve  the 
appalling  state  of  commercial  distress.  At 
Nottingham  a  similar  meeting  was  held, 
thousands  of  operatives  being  there  employed 
on  the  roads  by  public  subscription.  At 
Manchester  there  were  50,000  hands  out  of 
employment,  and  most  of  those  employed 
were  working  onij  half  time.  In  Scotland 
there  were  many  failures,  and  in  Ireland  the 
state  of  trade  wa^  still  worse." 

I  refer  to  these  extracts  as  having  a 
bearing  on  remarks  which  were  made 
In  a  former  stage  of  the  discussion,  and  in 
reply  to  the  reasons  alleged  by  Protection- 
ists why,  in  the  Mother  Country,  protection 
was  abandoned  and  free  trade  inaugurated. 

I  was  speaking  the  other  day  of  the 
very  great  exodus  from  the  Maritime 
Provinces  during  the  last  four  years, 
though  in  many  respect  they  were  years  of 
prosperity — an  exodus  which  has  been  un- 
precedented. We  are  all  perfectly  aware 
that  a  great  many  people  are  restless,  and 
shift  their  abodes  from  one  country  to 
another  without  exercise  of  careful  judg- 
ment, but  during  my  experience  I  have 
never  noticed  so  much  unrest,  and  so 
many  people,  not  only  single  men  and 
women  who  are  attracted  perhaps  by 
Jarger  wages  in  the  United  States,  and 
some  of  whom  may  return,  but  many 
others.  Freeholders  with  their  fami- 
lies, many  of  whom  have  managed  to  sell 
their  properties  at  a  sacrifice,  have  gone  to 
settle  in  the  United  States.  This  is  a  sad 
condition  of  things,  and  I  speak  only  of 
what  has  come  within  my  own  observation 
"Wherever  I  could  persuade  persons  against 
making  such  a  change,  I  have,  of  course, 
done  so,  but  the  removal  of  these  people 
from  the  land  of  their  birth  to  a  foreign 
country  to  live  under  a  foreign  flag  is 
something  which  the  Government  of  the 
country  should  always  endeavor,  as  far  as 
possible,  to  prevent.  A  great  many  evils 
may  afflict  the  country,  evils  that  may  be 
considered  very  grave  at  the  time,  which 
are  after  all  only  a  passing  cloud  from 
which  the  country  can  soon  recover ;  but 
when  the  old  residents  leave  their  home- 
steads to  settle  in  a  foreign  land,  the  loss 
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is  irreparable.  Wc  are  losing  a  portion 
of  our  population  which  has  been  the 
pride  of  our  country,  and  when  such  a 
population  is  once  destroyed  it  can  never 
be  supplied.  In  support  of  my  view  as  to 
the  unprecedented  number  of  people  who 
have  left  Canada  during  the  last  three  or 
four  years,  I  shall  quote  some  figures. 
The  condition  of  Canada  is  different 
from  that  of  an  old  country  such  as 
England.  We  possess  a  large  area  of 
undeveloped  soil,  and  we  are  not  running 
the  risk  of  being  over- crowded,  as  the 
hon.  member  from  Lunenburg  remarked 
in  his  speech,  or  of  over-crowding 
the  houses  with  families.  There  is  no 
danger  of  that  in  Canada.  But  the  other 
result  is  what  we  particularly  dislike — the 
dispersion  of  our  people.  In  order  to 
corroborate  my  views  with  regard  to  the 
decrease  of  the  population  by  removals, 
I  may  refer  to  the  school  statistics  of  New 
Brunswick  which  it  appears  to  me  are  a 
pretty  safe  guide.  The  school  system  of 
New  Brunswick  of  late  years  has  been 
one  under  which  every  opportunity  has 
been  afforded  to  build  good  school  houses 
and  furnish  accommodation  so  that  children 
can  be  sent  to  school  without  having  to 
travel  a  very  long  distance.  Within  a 
few  years  past  there  have  been  grants 
made  to  the  poorer  districts  out  of  the 
provincial  treasury,  and  that  to  a  very 
large  extent  has  helped  to  provide  school 
accommodation  for  the  poorer  settlements ; 
and,  therefore,  we  would  naturally  have  a 
right  to  conclude  that  the  registration  of 
pupils  in  those  schools  would  increase 
very  rapidly,  provided  there  was  only  the 
natural  increase  of  population,  even  with- 
out any  influx  of  foreigners  ;  but  any  gen- 
tlemen who  will  examine  the  school  records 
of  that  province  will  find  that  in  1879 
there  were  registered  on  the  rolls  71,764 
pupils,  and  in  1884,  the  registrar's  report 
shows  only  68,928,  or  a  decrease  of 
2,836  upon  the  school  registers  of  New 
Brunswick.  This  confirms  the  conclusion 
at  which  I  had  arrived  from  my  own  obser- 
vation, and  though  it  has  been  denied  by 
the  newspapers  in  some  cases,  I  am  sorry 
to  say  the  denial  has  been  incorrect 
There  has  been  a  continual  stream  of 
emigration  to  Wisconsin,  Washington 
Territory,  Michigan,  and  even  to  the 
orange  groves  of  Florida.  We  find  in 
many  parts  of  the   United  States,  New 
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Brunswickers  who  have  left  the  land  of 
their  birth  during  the  last  four  years.  I 
have  not  been  able  to  place  my  hands 
upon  the  school  returns  of  the  other 
lower  provinces,  but  I  believe,  from  having 
noticed  them  last  year,  that  they  will 
indicate  the  same  result.  I  believe  the 
result  in  Ontario  is  still  more  apparent 
In  the  province  of  Quebec,  by  a  depart- 
mental report  presented  to  the  legislature 
of  that  province,  by  the  deputy-regis- 
trar only  a  few  weeks  ago,  that  the  value 
of  real  estate  in  that  province  in  1883,  was 
$2,000,000  less  than  it  was  in  1882,  and 
that  officer  attributes  this  decrease  to  the 
emigration  of  the  people. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— Is 
that  a  report  by  the  deputy-registrar  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— Yes ;  one 
laid  before  the  legislature.  I  found  the 
extract  in  the  Montreal  Witness  of  April 
2nd    I  will  read  what  the  Witness  says  : — 

A  very  interesting  depariinental  report  was 
diptribnted  here  to-day.  It  bears  the  litle  of 
"  Monicipal  Statistics  or  Municipal  Returns 
for  the  year  ending  the  Slst  of  December, 
188.3,"  and  is  especially  valuable  as  showing 
how  utterly  misleading  as  a  reliable  enume- 
ration of  our  population  was  the  dejure  sys- 
tem insisted  upon  by  the  Dominion  Govern- 
ment in  taking  the  cen^^us  of  1881.  The  com- 
piler is  the  Deputy  Registrar  of  the  Province, 
and,  in  his  introductory  report  to  his  depart- 
mental bead,  the  Provincial  Secretary,  this 
efficient  and  independent  officer,  conscientious- 
ly and  boldly  puts  the  case  in  its  true  light. 
He  says : — 

"  I  have  already  called  your  attention  to 
the  ffreat  discrejjancies  which  exist,  with  re- 
gard* to  population,  between  the  figures  con- 
tained  in  tne  municipal  reports  and  those  of 
the  oensne  made  by  the  Federal  Government 
in  1881.  Since  that  date  I  have  devoted  my 
special  attention  to  investigating  these  dis- 
crepancies, and  the  correspondence  which  I 
have  carried  on  with  the  secretary-treasurers 
OD  this  subject  clearly  shows  that  their 
figures  giving  the  n amber  of  population  are 
correct.  The  difference  between  these  figures 
and  those  of  the  census  arises  from  the  diff- 
erence in  the  system  followed  in  making  the 
enumeration.  The  census  ^ves  the  ponula- 
tioii  de  purtj  that  is  that  which  is  considered 
as  having  its  domicile  within  the  province, 
while  the  municipal  reports  give  the  popula- 
tion de  faeioj  that  is  the  number  of  persons 
actually  residing  in  the  country.  Thus,  in 
the  case  of  a  family,  three  or  four  of  whose 


members  are  in  the  United  States,  the  census 
made  by  the  Federal  Government  gives  the 
full  number  of  the  family,  while  tihe  munici- 
pal census  gives  onlv  that  of  the  members  of 
the  family  who  actually  reside  in  the  country.* 
Elsewhere,  he  adds,  that  on  the  whole  (he 
municipal  statistics  he  furnishes  are  as  exact 
as  official  statistics  can  be,  and  that  the  infor- 
mation they  contain  can  be  relied  on,  and 
that  from  the  reports  sent  in  to  him,  it 
appears  that  the  value  of  taxable  real  estate 
in  this  province  has  decreased  by  $2,203,412, 
or  1.13  per  cent.,  that  is  to  say.  that  it  de* 
creased  from  $197,230,170  in  1882  to  $195,- 
026,758  in  1883,  this  decrease  being  unques- 
tionably attributable  to  emigration  from  the 
country,  as  was  also  the  decrease  of  34,468 
acres,  or  0.22  per  cent  in  the  number  of 
acres  of  land  subject  to  assessment  in  1883, 
as  compared  with  1882,  the  latter  being  es- 
pecially explained  by  the  abandonment  of 
Crown  lands  occupied  by  settlers. 

So  that  the  returns  of  pupils  registered 
in  Prince  Edward  Island,  New  Brunswick, 
Nova  Scotia  and  Ontario,  so  far  as  I  am 
informed  (I  can  only  give  figures  from 
New  Brunswick),  indicate  pretty  clearly 
that  the  great  object  of  introducing  a  high 
protective  tariff,  in  the  way  of  keeping  our 
young  men  at  home,  and  filling  up  the 
country  with  industrious  settlers,  has  not 
been  attained. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Have  they 
not  gone  to  the  North-West  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— There  is  con. 
siderable  evidence  to  show  that  there  has 
not  been  anything  like  the  number  of 
people  entering  into  the  North-West  that 
has  gone  from  the  south- east.  More  peo- 
ple have  moved  away  from  the  Maritime 
Provinces  than  have  entered  the  North- 
West 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— There  is  no 
proof  of  that 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN-The  population 
of  the  North-West  is  not  definitely  known, 
but  in  the  whole  country  there  is  not  over 
130,000  or  140,000  people,  and  judging 
from  the  small  percentage  of  the  local 
volunteers  who  are  armed,  and  who  would 
be  the  most  efficient  troops  to  subdue  the 
unfortunate  insurrection  in  that  country, 
one  would  naturally  suppose  that  the 
population  had  not  reached  beyond  that 
estimate  at  any  rate.  When  one  looks  at 
the  appliances  for  settling  that  country  it 
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seems  remarkable  th?it  so  few  have  entered 
there.  One  cannot  help  reverting  to  the 
argiiments  used,  the  statements  made,  and 
the  prophecies  uttered  as  to  the  immense 
population  that  would  flow  into  that 
country  from  the  inauguration  of  the 
Pacific  Railway,  and  the  discussion 
which  took  place  during  the  passage 
of  the  Syndicate  resolutions.  One  great 
reason  that  was  given  why  we  should 
not  haggle  with  this  wealthy  synd- 
icate was,  that  they  had  foreign  agents, 
foreign  capital  and  great  influence  abroad, 
and  that,  having  retained  alternate  sections 
of  land  and  having  an  interest  in  the  pro- 
fits of  the  road,  they  would  bring  their 
powerful  influence  and  appliances  to  bear 
in  a  way  that  would  strengthen  the  hands 
of  the  Government  very  much  in  filling 
that  country  with  population.  Then, 
again  we  have  the  interest  and  influence 
of  the  Hudson  Bay  Company,  which 
retained  one-twentieth  of  the  whole  of 
that  country.  It  was  stated  that  they 
would  assist  in  peopling  the  territories, 
and  we  know  very  well  that  subsequently 
the  Colonization  Company  boom  was  in- 
augurated. In  fact  every  facility  was 
given  for  the  formation  of  wealthy  com- 
panies in  Germany,  England  and  this 
country,  and  colonization  companies  were 
formed  ;  there  were  companies  organized 
by  difl*erent  Christian  denominations,  by 
the  press  association,  and  all  through  On- 
tario there  was  more  or  less  of  this  fever 
for  being  connected  in  some  way  with  a 
colonization  company.  The  Government 
possessed  all  these  means  of  settling  the 
'  North-West,  which  we  were  told,  was  our 
great  western  heritage,  but  with  all  these 
advantages  combined  with  enormous  ex- 
penditure, and  with  the  National  Policy  to 
aid  them,  the  settlement  of  that  country 
has  not,  I  am  sure,  met  the  expectations 
of  any  hon.  gentleman  even  in  this  House. 
The  policy  of  rapid  construction  was,  in 
my  humble  judgment,  against  the 
proper  organization  of  a  settled  and 
contented  population  in  that  country. 
Unless  you  have  a  contented  population 
no  government  can  succeed  in  their  elSbrts 
at  colonization.  U  a  settler  has  been 
boomed  in,  if  he  has  been  brought  over 
by  an  assisted  passage,  if  he  has  been  to  a 
certain  extent  pauperized  in  the  beginning 
and  made  dependent,  he  goes  there  with 
a  false  impression  of  the  country.      He 
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goes  there  to  find  that  he  has  no  immedi- 
ate neighbors,  and  it  is  impossible  for  him 
to  have  any  within  a  reasonable  distance, 
and  the  discontent  thus  created  is  the 
beginning  of  troubles,  and  difficulties,  and 
petitions  of  right,  and  claims  of  all  kinds 
set  up,  and  difficulties  arising  which  would 
not  arise  if  the  colonization  had  been  kept 
within  closer  bounds — if  the  settlement 
had  been  confined  within  narrower  limits 
— until  such  time  as  further  area  was 
required  for  settlement  The  rapid  con- 
struction of  the  railway,  it  appears  to  me, 
was  not  calculated  to  produce  a  useful 
result.  It  is  well  known  that  a  judicious 
expenditure  of  money  on  a  public  work 
will  aid  settlement,  but  a  rapid  expendi- 
ture of  money  necessitates  bringing  in  a 
transient  population  from  the  United 
States  who  simply  work  for  gain  and  leave 
for  their  homes  when  the  work  is  over. 
There  was  not  that  steady  expenditure  which 
would  have  taken  place  if  the  road  had 
been  pushed  on  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  settlement  only;  hence 
the  occupation  of  the  North-West  is  not 
at  all  equal  to  our  expectations.  If  it  had 
been  according  to  our  expectations  we 
would  have  been  saved  a  great  deal  of  the 
difficulties  which. have  occurred  since,  up 
to  the  present  time,  and  untold  difficulties 
and  expense  which  may  be  entailed  upon 
us  in  the  future. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH—Wait  until 
the  road  is  finished. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— In  addition 
to  the  statement  which  I  have  brought 
forward  to  prove  the  diminished  popula- 
tion of  the  country,  I  might  make  a  pas* 
sing  reference  to  the  increasing  rate  of 
emigration  of  Canadians  to  the  United 
States,  as  shewn  by  the  Bureau  of  Statis- 
tics. In  connection  with  this  subject  of 
immigration,  I  was  referring  previously  to 
its  effects  upon  values.  We  all  know  very 
well  that  when  more  people  are  leaving  a 
place  than  are  coming  in,  when  there  are 
more  sellers  than  there  are  buyers, 
property  will  very  greatly  depreciate,  and 
that  depreciation  has,  with  some  few  ex- 
ceptions, existed  in  almost  every  district 
in  the  province  fi'om  which  I  have  the 
honor  of  coming ;  and  not  only  has  de- 
preciation taken  place  with  regard  to 
farming  lands,  but  it  has  also  taken  {dace 
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with  regard  to  ships,  and  to  some  extent 
in  the  lumber  trade,  although  not  so 
much.  The  price  of  lumber  has  not  de- 
preciated to  the  same  extent  as  it  did  in 
1878  and  1879;  ^^^  considering  that 
investments  in  land  have  become  unpro- 
fitable, it  was  natural  enough  that  a  great 
many  people  in  casting  about  for  places  to 
invest  the  surplus  money  they  might  have, 
should  put  it  in  the  savings  bank.  That 
is  not  a  point  which  any  one  need  allude 
to,  because  it  proves  nothing  one  way  or 
the  other.  It  seems  to  be  necessary  and 
proper  to  make  some  reference  to  it, 
however,  owing  to  the  fact  that  it  has 
already  been  alluded  to ;  but  in  my 
humble  judgment  it  is  no  proof  of  pros- 
perity or  the  reverse. 


Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH- 
Cartwright  said  it  was. 


-Sir  Richard 


Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  am  not 
speaking  in  any  way  for  Sir  Richard  Cart- 
wright.  I  am  endeavoring  to  express  my 
own  sentiments.  Of  course  a  large  amount 
of  money  in  the  banks  of  the  country  is 
no  indication  of  a  surplus  of  money  in  the 
hands  of  the  people.  I  think,  if  my  hon. 
friend  will  examine  the  amounts,  he  will 
find  that  many  of  them  are  to  the  credit 
of  individuals,  the  large  proportion  of  whom 
have  deposited  up  to  the  full  limit  of 
$3,000,  and  if  he  makes  a  close  examina- 
tion— I  am  speaking  now  so  far  as  my 
observation  extends — he  will  find  that 
often  more  than  $3,000  has  been  de- 
posited by  one  individual  in  the  names  of 
his  sons  and  daughters.  I  have  myself 
deposited  money  at  the  request  of  some 
persons  in  that  way.  They  were  not  the 
poorer  classes;  they  were  the  wealthier 
people,  and  many  of  them  farmers,  and 
shipowners.  With  us  there  is  a  class  of 
people  to  whom  I  have  already  alluded — 
young  men  who  have  become  commanders 
of  ships.  They  are  men  who,  it  is  well 
known  by  hon.  gentlemen  from  the  lower 
provinces,  command  very  high  wages. 
Although  the  profits  of  those  ships  have 
<liminished,  the  rate  of  wages  paid  to 
officers  has  not  materially  diminished,  and 
their  earnings,  consequently,  are  consider- 
able. A  very  large  amount  of  the  deposits 
have  been  made  by  that  class  of  the  com- 
munity, for  the  reason,  as  I  said  in  my  former 
aremarks,  that  the  smaller  vessels,  the  nursery 


of  our  mercantile  marine  has  been,  by  the 
high  tariff,  cut  off  from  return  freights,  and 
they  have  found  it  unprofitable  to  invest 
money  in  ships,  in  which  they  have  always 
taken  a  lively  interest ;  and  hence,  having 
no  way  of  making  their  investments  profit- 
able, in  their  judgement,  they  naturally 
placed  it  in  government  savings  banks,  at 
4  per  cent  Speaking  of  this  savings  bank 
question,  I  would  call  attention  to  another 
fact,  taken  from  the  London  Mail  of 
February  19th,  1883,  which  I  will  read  to 
the  House : 

''  The  total  increase  of  deposits  in  the  say- 
ings banks  in  Ireland  for  the  year  ending 
December  31st,  1880,  over  the  previous  year 
wag  £1,732,603.  The  increase  in  Ireland  just 
now  (1881)  has  a  peculiar  significance,  the 
amounts  exceeding  by  £138,500  the  total  of 
the  previous  year  placed  in  the  savings  bank. 
Ten  thousand  new  depositors  were  also 
enrolled;  every  county  in  Ireland  contributing 
its  quota,  and  the  increase  in  the  eight 
counties  scheduled  as  distressed,  amounted  to 
£8,448  over  and  above  the  growth  of  the 
previous  year,  viz:  £33,866  against  £25,618. 
Not  bad  for  a  starving  country.'' 

So  that  the  conclusion  which  some  hon. 
gentlemen  have  attempted  to  arrive  at 
from  the  fact  that  the  deposits  in  the 
savings  banks  have  increased,  must  be 
considered  by  this  evidence,  which  cer- 
tainly cannot  be  gainsaid,  as  utterly 
refuted,  and  must  fall  to  the  ground. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— Can  the  hon. 
gentleman  give  us  the  particular  classes  of 
people  —  whether  servants,  mechanics, 
laborers,  or  agriculturists — who  deposited 
this  money  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— If  my  hon. 
friend  turns  to  his  own  speech  he  will  find 
a  classification. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN — I  gave  a  classi- 
fication of  the  deposits  made  in  the 
savings  banks  in  this  country;  but  we 
want  to  know  the  classification  of  those 
deposits  in  Ireland. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  am  unable 
to  give  the  classiification  of  the  deposits  in 
Ireland.  This  extract  from  the  Mail 
shows  that  the  increase  in  the  deposits  in 
the  savings  banks  has  been  greatest  in  the 
distressed  districts,  and  that  ought  to  sat- 
isfy my  hon.  friend,  so  far  as  drawing  any 
conclusion  about  the  amount  of  deposits 
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in  the  savings  bank  being  an  indication  of 
the  prosperity  of  the  country  is  concerned. 
It  simply  indicates  that  in  many  instances 
the  state  of  the  country  is  such  that  no 
other  kind  of  investment  is  profitable. 

Hon.  Mr  HOWLAN— It  has  no 
bearing  whatever  on  our  case.  I  am  very 
glad  to  hear  that  my  countrymen  had  so 
much  money  to  deposit 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  would  not 
refer  to  the  question  of  savings  bank  de- 
posits at  all,  but  having  heard  it  spoken  of 
so  very  often  as  being  a  matter  of  proof 
of  the  prosperity  of  the  country,  I  thought 
it  was  only  fair  to  make  a  passing  reference 
to  it.  Having  got  through  that  branch  of 
the  subject  which  had  reference  mainly  to 
the  savings  bank  argument,  and  having 
referred  to  the  relations  of  trade  with  the 
prosperity  of  different  countries,  I  beg 
leave  to  make  some  reference  to  the  opin- 
ions of  prominent  men  upon  this  question ; 
because,  while  one  hon.  gentleman  may 
express  one  opinion,  and  another  hon. 
gentleman  may  express  another  opinion, 
very  little  result  comes  from  it,  as  we  may 
be  more  or  less  moved  by  our  political 
antecedents,  or  by  our  political  proclivities, 
or  by  other  considerations ;  but  the  opin- 
ions of  distinguished  men,  who  are  not  in- 
fluenced by  any  personal  or  party  consid- 
erations, ought  to  have  some  weight.  I 
would  not  refer  to  this  branch  of  the  sub- 
ject if  it  had  not  been  that  previous  speak- 
ers have  made  similar  references,  and 
therefore  I  am  sure  the  House  will  excuse 
me  if  I  quote  from  the  remarks  of  some 
gentlemen  of  distinction.  In  doing  this, 
I  do  not  intend  to  refer  to  such  writers  as 
Adam  Smith,  or  to  great  reformers  like 
Cobden,  Bright  or  Gladstone,  or  to  such 
a  great  authority  as  Beaconsfield.  All  of 
them  had  very  strong  views  on  this  ques- 
tion of  free  trade. 


Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB- 
not  a  free  trader. 


-Beaconsfield  was 


Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  will  not 
refer  to  remarks  of  prominent  politicians 
in  the  United  States,  although  my  hon. 
friend  from  Niagara  thinks  that  the  intel- 
ligence of  the  public  men  of  the  neighbor- 
ing republic  is  of  a  higher  order  than  that 
of  the  public  men  of  England,  and  their 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN. 


opinions  would  no  doubt  be  listened  to 
with  more  attention  than  the  opinions  of 
the  British  statesmen  who^e  names  I  have 
mentioned.  It  is  not  necessary  perhaps 
to  refer  to  such  prominent  men  as  Presi- 
dent Cleveland  or  Mr.  Wells,  who  have 
written  so  much  on  this  great  question, 
and  whose  opinions  are  so  well  known  ; 
but  there  is  one  gentleman  to  whom  refer- 
ence has  been  made  in  the  debate — Sir  A. 
T.  Gait — I  wish  to  refer  to  a  speech  which 
he  delivered  some  years  ago  to  the  mer- 
chants of  Toronto. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ — He  has  changed 
his  opinions  since  then. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— In  that  speech. 
Sir  A.  T.  Gait  said  :— 

If  we  are  to  succeed  in  getting  iminigrauts 
into  Canada,  we  must  not  lose  sight  of  the 
fact  that  it  must  he  made  attractive  to  them. 
It  must  be  a  cheap  country  ;  immijErants  must 
not  find  that  it  is  as  dear  as  other  countries, 
which  perhaps  offer  more  advantages.  That 
leads  me  to  a  consideration  of  the  question  of 
the  high  duties  on  imports.  High  rates  have 
unquestionably  made  the  United  States  a  dear 
country,  and  Canada  is  a  comparatively  cheap 
country  because  of  its  moderate  duties,  which 
afford  perhaps  the  most  directcompensation  for 
the  natural  advanta^res  which  the  adjoining  Re- 

Fublic  possesses  over  the  Dominion.  (Hear) 
do  not  believe  there  is  any  advantage  what- 
ever in  the  doctrine  of  extreme  protection. 
(Renewed  applause.)  I  do  not  believe  it  is 
possible  to  develop  manufactures  on  any  large 
scale  by  high  duties.  Our  market  is  too 
limited,  we  have  only  four  millions  of  people 
to  supply,  and  it  must  be  perfectly  clear  that 
the  result  of  high  duties  would  be  to  create 
an  artificial  industry  which  does  not  rest  on 
its  own  intrinsic  merit.  It  is  to  be  observed 
that  protection — high  duties— enhance  the 
cost  or  every  other  article,  as  well  as  that 
in  which  a  particular  manufacturer  may  be 
interested.  It  renders  it  more  expensive  for 
every  manufacturer  to  manufacture  his 
goods.  If  everything  the  boot  and  shoe 
maker  uses  is  protected  by  high  duties  it  is 
evident  that  his  goods  must  be  dearer.  The 
result  would  consequently  be  that  the  ex- 
portation of  our  surplus  goods  to  foreign  coun- 
tries would  become  ateolutely  impossible. 
We  cannot  have  an  export  trade  if  the  goods 
are  artificially  made  dear  in  this  country. 
We  have  in  the  United  States  a  most  com- 
plete example  of  that.  That  is  a  country 
which  ought  to  be  the  cheapest  country  in 
the  world,  which  has  the  largest  amount  of 
available  land  and  every  material  advantage^ 
and  yet  by  a  wrong  system  of  legislation  and 
economic  policy  the  people  have  succeeded 
for  many  years  past  in  making  it  one  of  the 
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dearest  coantriea  in  the  world  instead  of  the 
cheapest.    (Applause).*' 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— It  has  got 
cheaper  since  then. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ— He  has  lived  long 
enough  to  see  the  error  of  his  ways. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH—I  would  ask  the 
hon.  gentleman  a  question.  He  says  that 
the  policy  of  our  Government  is  driving  the 
people  away  from  this  country.  I  want  to 
know  what  country  they  are  going  to  that 
is  less  protected  than  the  Dominion?  He 
says  that  they  are  going  to  the  United 
States.  If  they  are  going  to  the  United 
States,  they  are  going  to  a  country  where 
the  industries  of  the  people  are  protected 
to  a  ntuch  greater  extent  than  ours  are, 
and  therefore  what  country  can  they  go  to? 
If  they  go  back  to  England  they  will  find 
a  worse  condition  of  alSairs  prevailing 
there  under  free  trade — every  mechanic 
has  been  impoverished  by  the  free  trade 
policy,  and  they  are  beginning  to  find 
their  mistake ;  the  time  is  not  distant 
when  they  will  have  to  come  back  to  pro- 
tection. The  people  who  are  leaving 
here  are  going  to  the  North-West 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— The  hon. 
gentleman  from  Toronto,  instead  of  inter- 
rupting the  debate,  is  making  a  speech. 

Hon  Mr.  McCLELAN — I  am  always 
glad  to  hear  the  hon.  Minister  express  his 
views,  but  I  may  say  to  him  that  his  speech 
on  this  occasion  is  rather  inopportune — it 
does  not  come  in  at  the  right  stage  of  my 
remark,  and  it  is  not  original,  as  that 
question  was  put  to  me  before  by  the  hon. 
member  from  Niagara. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB — And  was  not  an- 
swered. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— If  I  under- 
stand  the  hon.  Minister  he  says  that  it  is 
very  strange  that  people  leave  this  coun- 
try because  of  the  high  protective  tariff, 
and  go  to  another  country  that  is  more 
highly  protected.  I  cannot  account  for 
the  people  going  there.  Of  course  I  am 
s(my  that  they  are  going,  but  I  am  only 
stating  the  fiact  that  the  National  Policy 
that  was    intended  to    keep  them  from 


going  out  of  the  country,  is  having  the 
opposite  effect.  It  was  set  forth  in  the 
opening  speech,  and  in  the  resolution  of 
the  hon.  gentleman^s  own  leader,  that  one 
of  the  objects  of  the  National  Policy  was 
to  keep  the  young  men  in  the  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH—So  it  is. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— It  was  also 
to  bring  about  a  reciprocity  treaty  be- 
tween this  country  and  the  United  States, 
but  we  have  seen  very  few  steps  taken  by 
the  Government  since  that  policy  was 
inaugurated  to  bring  about  reciprocity, 
which  the  people  of  the  Lower  Provinces 
anxiously  await.  When  the  ist  of  July 
comes  greater  anxiety  will  awaken  that 
some  steps  be  taken  by  which  reciprocal 
trade  relations  can  be  secured  with  the 
country  with  which  we  must  trade,  if  we 
continue  to  exist  as  Maritime  Provinces  of 
this  Union.  It  is  impossible  to  cut  us  off^ 
from  that  legitimate  business  to  which  we 
have  always  been  accustomed.  But  the 
hon.  gentleman  asks  why  people  are  leav- 
ing the  country.  I  cannot  undertake  to 
explain  the  reasons  that  actuate  people  to 
leave  one  country  and  go  to  another. 
Some,  I  trust  very  few,  leave  their  country 
for  their  country's  good  ;  but  the  greater 
part  of  them  who  leave  the  country  are  a 
loss  to  the  country,  and  the  Dominion  is 
vastly  injured  by  it  We  lose  our  best 
settlers.  There  is  one  thing  which,  it 
strikes  me,  might  be  considered  by  my  hon. 
friend  in  connection  with  the  answer  he 
has  compelled  me  to  make,  that  the 
United  States,  although  inflicted  with  an 
enormous,  and  disastrous,  and  cruel  civil 
war,  by  which  their  debt  had  largely  in- 
creased, are  greatly  reducing  that  debt. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ — By  a  protective^ 
policy. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— The  policy 
of  our  leading  men  is  to  increase  the  pub^ 
lie  debt,  and  under  that  policy  the  debt 
of  Canada  to-day,  per  capita^  is  greater 
than  the  debt  of  the  United  States.  They 
have  many  natural  and  other  advantages 
over  us ;  we  have  had  some  advantages 
over  them,  and  I  trust  that  we  will  have 
advantages  still,  which,  in  the  future,  will 
be  more  developed  ;  but  one  of  the  ad- 
vantages   which   this  country  possessed 
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over  the  neighboring  Republic,  was  that  it 
was  a  cheap  country  to  live  in.  Another 
advantage,  which  I  think  we  do  possess, 
is,  that  we  are  living  under  a  flag  which  our 
people  were  taught  to  revere,  and  we  are 
proud  to  look  to  the  prestige  of  old  Eng- 
land, to  her  laws  and  institutions,  to 
follow  her  example  in  protecting  the 
liberties  of  the  people,  which  she  has  so 
well  inaugurated  ;  and  I  trust  we  will  yet 
be  glad  to  follow  her  example  in  her  trade 
policy. 

Hon.  gentlemen— No,  no  ! 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— We  have 
failed  to  follow  the  example  of  England, 
and  is  it  not  natural  that,  having  infringed 
upon  the  principles  of  freedom,  which 
British  statesmen  have  laid  down,  and 
having  abandoned  every  principle  of  trade 
that  is  free  and  open,  and  increased  the 
burden  of  public  debt  to  some  $250,000,- 
000, — and,  according  to  present  appear- 
ances, before  we  meet  here  again  it  will 
be  $300,000,000 — until  we  are  more 
heavily  in  debt,  in  proportion  to  our  popu- 
lation, than  are  the  people  of  the  United 
States  to-day,  while  ours  is  being  in 
creased,  and  theirs  is  being  reduced,  is  it 
any  wonder,  therefore,  that  it  has  resulted 
in  alienating  the  people,  and  sending  them 
from  the  country?  I  say  that  when 
these  things  exist,  and  when  this  policy 
exists,  it  is  natural  that  many  of  our 
people  will  say  to  themselves,  that 
of  two  evils   we   will    choose    the    less. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE  —  Hear, 
hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  have  re- 
ferred to  the  speech  of  Sir  A  T.  Gait, 
which  I  think  is  conclusive. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— He  has 
changed  his  opinions  since  then. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— He  had  ten 
thousand  reasons  for  changing  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— Yes,  while 
occupying  his  position  as  High  Commis- 
sioner at  $10,000  a  year  and  a  mansion. 
It  is  necessary,  since  it  makes  it  more 
interesting,  to  refer  to  the  opinions  of 
other  prominent  men,   and    n  pursuing 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN. 


that  line,  I  will  refer  to  a  manifesto  that 
was  issued  in  the  year  1849,  and  largely 
signed. 


Hon.    Mr.    READ- 
some  of  us  were  born. 


That    is    before 


Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  am  not 
going  any  further  back  than  the  hon.  gen- 
tlemen who  preceded  me  on  the  other 
side — I  am  not  going  so  far  back.  If 
they  undertook  to  go  into  history  to 
prove  the  relations  of  one  country  with 
another — the  trade  relations,  and  give 
the  opinions  of  prominent  men  as  far 
back  as  Henry  Clay — I  think  he  was 
quoted  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Belle- 
ville himself,  who  said  that  Henry  Clay 
had  been  a  free-trader,  and  had  changed 
to  be  a  protectionist — I  am  justified  in 
referring  to  the  manifesto  of  1849,  which 
was  signed  by  a  great  many  prominent 
individuals  in  this  country,  and  that  is  the 
reason  why  I  shall  give  their  opinions  now: 
it  is  quite  relevant  to  the  discussion  of 
this  question.  I  am  not  finding  any  fault 
with  those  gentlemen  for  the  opinions 
here  expressed ;  I  merely  refer  to  them  as 
a  matter  of  history.  It  was  a  time  of 
depression ;  it  was  a  time  at  all  events  at 
which  a  number  of  influential,  prom- 
inent, and  astute  people  (the  burning 
of  the  Parliament  Buildings  at  Montreal 
happened  under  the  same  regime  I  believe) 
apparently  had  a  large  public  meeting,  at 
which  a  manifesto  was  drafted,  by  which 
they  were  proposing  to  revolutionize  this 
country  altogether,  and  in  doing  it  they 
went  about  it  very  systematically,  and 
debated  one  plan  after  another.  It  no 
doubt  went  very  much  against  the  grain 
of  some  of  those  hon.  gentlemen  at  any 
rate  to  cut  themselves  adrift  from  the  old 
flag.  They  had  no  doubt  a  considerable 
amount  of  the  sentiment  of  loyalty  in 
them,  and  although  the  times  were  hard 
and  they  were  not  making  so  much  money 
in  those  years  as  before  or  since,  still  they 
felt  that  if  they  could  recoup  themselves 
in  any  other  way  than  by  a  severance 
from  England  they  would  be  glad  to  do 
so,  but  they  could  find  no  other  way,  and 
finding  no  other  way  they  were  prepared 
to  take  the  step — cross  the  Rubicon,  and 
unite  with  the  United  States.  Yet  my 
hon.  friend  says  that  he  wonders  now  at 
individuals  leaving  this  country  for  the 
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United  States,  when  on  the  occasion  I 
refer  to  nearly  one  thousand  prominent 
men  said  over  their  own  handwriting 
that  they  were  prepared  to  come  under 
United  States  jurisdiction. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— Things  are  in  a 
very  different  state  in  Canada  to-day. 


Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB- 
ago  was  that  ? 


-How  manj  years 


Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— They  under- 
took to  discuss  the  question  of  protection 
— the  revival  of  protection  in  the  markets 
of  the  United  Kingdom;  secondly  the 
protection  of  home  manufactures.  In  the 
remark  on  this  they  say  that  although  this 
might  encourage  the  growth  of  a  manufac- 
turing interest  in  Canada,  yet  without 
access  to  the  United  States  market  there 
would  not  be  a  sufficient  expansion  of  that 
interest,  from  the  want  of  consumers,  to 
work  any  result  that  could  be  admitted  as 
a  "remedy"  for  the  numerous  evils  of 
which  they  complain.  That  was  a  sensible 
and  reasonable  view  which  those  wealthy 
and  intelligent  men  entertained  at  that 
time.  In  the  third  place,  discussing  "  a 
federal  union  of  the  British  American 
provinces,"  they  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  it  would  be  no  remedy,  and  it  was 
therefore  abandoned 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Wehadonly 
half  the  peculation  then  that  we  have 
now. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— The  fourth 
proposition  was  the  "  Independence  of  the 
British  North  American  Colonies  as  a 
Federal  Republic."  That  was  discussed 
and  found  not  to  be  a  panacea.  The  fifth 
proposition  was  "reciprocal  iree  trade 
with  the  United  States  as  regards  the 
products  of  the  farm,  the  forest  and  the 
mine."  This  they  concluded  "  if  obtained 
would  yield  but  an  instalment  of  the  many 
advantages  which  might  otherwise  be 
secured."  The  free  interchange  of  such 
pcducts  would  not  introduce  manufactures 
into  our  country.  It  would  not  give  us 
the  North  American  continent  for  our 
market  It  would  neither  so  amend  our 
constitution  as  to  confer  stability,  nor 
insure  confidence  in  its  permanence, 
nor  would  it  allay  the  violence  of  parties. 


nor  in  the  slightest  degree  remedy  many 
of  our  prominent  evils.  The  sixth  propo- 
sition sets  forth : 

**0f  all  the  remedies  thai  have  been  sug- 
gested for  the  acknowledged  and  insufferable 
ills  with  which  our  country  is  afflicted,  there 
remains  but  one  to  be  considered.  It  pro- 
pounds a  sweeping  and  important  change  in 
our  political  and  social  condition  invomng 
considerations  which  demand  our  most  serious 
examination.  This  remedy  consists  in  a 
friendly  and  peaceful  separation  from  British 
connection,  and  a  union  upon  equitable  terms 
with  the  great  North  American  Confederacy 
of  sovereign  states. ^^ 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— My  hon. 
friend  does  not  pretend  to  say  that  that  is 
the  feeling  in  Canada  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Did  not  the 
late  High  Commissioner  sign  that  mani- 
festo ? 

Hon.  MEMBERS— Read  !     Names ! 


Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— The  signers 
arranged  alphabetically  are  very  numerous, 
but  I  will  give  you  some  of  them.  First 
there  is  Abbott,  J.  J.  C,  (hear,  hear), 
Anderson,  J.  B.,  Grant,  Glassford,  &c. 
Among  the  Macs  is  observed  the  name  of 
Macpherson,  D.  L.,  and  others  equally 
prominent  representing  all  shades  of 
politics. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— We  had  not 
Confederation  then  and  we  had  not  a 
National  Policy.  Does  my  hon.  friend 
say  that  the  feeling  in  the  country  now 
is  in  favor  of  annexation  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  am  merely 
referring  to  the  opinions  of  •  public  men 
upon  a  former  occasion,  when  this  mani- 
festo was  produced.  I  did  not  intend  to 
bring  out  so  prominently  the  sixth  propo- 
sition in  the  manifesto,  as  others  which 
were  rejected.  They  were  opposed  to  pro- 
tection, and  thought  that  it  would  not  in 
the  slighest  degree  remedy  many  of  the 
existing  evils.  At  the  risk  of  being  con- 
sidered tedious,  I  wish  to  refer  to  the 
opinions  of  some  other  prominent  men.  I 
will  now  read  from  a  Prince  Edward 
Island  newspaper  of  September  14th, 
1878,  the  report  of  a  meeting  at  Alberton  : 
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Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— What  paper  is  it 
from? 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— The /'/^/w/. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— It  is  a  bad  au- 
thority. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— It  is  from  a 
report  of  a  meeting  held  at  Alberton,  5th 
September,  1878.  It  says  that  Senator 
Howlan  made  a  telling  speech ;  that  he 
said  he  was  always  a  free  trader,  and  is 
one  yet.  "  Like  others,  he  supposed,  he 
had  a  right  to  change  his  opinions  on  this 
question,  but  he  had  not  changed  his. 
(Hear.)" 

A  further  and  fuller  report  of  the  meet- 
ing at  Alberton,  published  on  the  7th  Sep- 
tember, 1878,  states : — 

"  After  others  had  spoken,  and  in  answer 
to  loud  and  repeated  calls,  Senator  Howlan 
took  the  floor,  and  upon  stating  that  he  had 
only  come  to  listen,  proceeded,  amidst  loud 
applause,  to  declare  himself  a  free  trader.  He 
entered  briefly  into  the  state  ot  affairs  in 
Canada,  showing  that  absolute  free  trade,  as 
mderstood  in  England,  was  not  possible  in 
Canada,  and  ni>  public  men  tliougnt  of  it.  " 

.  Hon  Mr.  PLUMB— Hear,  hear  1 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN,  continuing — 

"  He  considered  the  tariff  as  already  suffi- 
ciently high,  and  deprecated  meddling  with  it, 
as  tending  to  destroy  the  confidence  needed  to 
encourage  commerce." 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Hear,  hear  ! 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN,  continuing — 

**  He  considered  protection  a  curse  to  any 
country,  fle  had  al  ways  been  a  free  trader, 
and  was  so  still,  although  this  was  the  lirst 
opportunity  he  had  to  c^clare  his  views  dur- 
ing this  campaign.  He  expected  to  be  called 
to  account  for  these  remarks  in  another  place, 
and  be  was  prepared  for  it." 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— This  is  the  place. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN,  continuing — 

<*  While  Mr.  Pope  and  others  had  changed 
their  views*  he  had  not  done  so.  Mr.  HowTan 
ridiculed  the  notion  ot  reciprocal  free  trade 
and  said  we  might  as  well  talk  musical  free 
trade,  or  any  other  free  trade  ;  the  phrase  was 
meaningless.  He  entered  at  length  into  the 
qnestioD,  exposing  the  fallacy  of  the  protect- 


ionist argument,  and  fortified  his  position  by 
many  telling  illustrations.  Mr.  Howlan  SDok& 
forcibly,  and  was  frequently  interruptea  by 
bursts  of  applause." 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— He  always  does. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN  continuing — 

"  After  a  lively  passage  at  arms '  between 
Messrs.  F.  F.  White,  and  Mr.  Hacket,  the 
following  resolution  was    proposed  by  Ben- 

i'amin  lagers,  Esq.,  seconded  by  Captain  M. 
Toley;— 

'*  Whereas  this  meeting  having  confidence 
in  the  trade  policy  of  the  Government,  there- 
fore— 

"Resolved  that  this  meeting  will  support 
the  two  government  candidates — Messrs.  Yeo 
and  Perry  at  the  coming  election,  and  will 
use  every  legitimate  means  to  secure  their 
return  to  the  Dominion  House  of  Commons. 

"  On  the  vote,  two  only  were  found  to  op- 
pose the  resolution,  out.  of  an  audience  of 
about  150,  and  with  three  cheers  for  the  free 
trade  candidates,  and  three  more  for  the  free 
trade  Senator,  the  meeting  which  was  well 
attended  and  remarkably  orderly  adjourned.'' 

The  report  was  signed  S.  P.  Fielding^ 
secretary. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— With  regard 
to  the  report  of  that  meeting,  I  have 
always  denied  its  accuracy  and  repudiated 
the  statements  attributed  to  me.  But 
suppose  I  had  entertained  those  opinions, 
there  is  no  good  reason  why  I  should  not 
change  them  from  the  logic  of  events. 
No  public  man  should  be  bound  by  a 
newspaper  report  like  that 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— In  an  election 
campaign. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN — I  remember 
reading  his  remarks  at  that  time,  and  I 
recognized  him  with  delight,  as  being  a 
champion  of  the  principles  I  maintain. 
I  quite  conceive  the  applause  which  greet- 
ed my  hon.  friend  on  that  occasioa 
According  to  the  old  Latin  proverb,  the 
hoa  gentleman,  upon  his  own  ground, 
ought  to  have  made  an  excellent  fight  I 
know  from  his  ability,  from  his  fluency 
and  his  eloquence,  the  meeting  was  electri* 
fied,  as  is  evident  from  the  enormous  vote. 
It  is  a  compliment  to  the  hon.  gentleman's 
power  of  persuasion  and  the  force  ot  his 
argument,  and  his  ability,  at  any  rate  upon 
the  stump,  that  such  a  remarkable  result. 
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such  a    unanimous  result  ensued    after 
that  speech. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— The  hoa 
gentleman  says  it  is  not  a  correct  report 
of  his  remarks. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— It  is  the  re- 
port of  the  secretary  of  the  meeting. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH—It  isaparti- 
.zan  report 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— For  the  pur- 
pose of  varying  the  matter  a  little,  I  will 
refer  to  an  English  authority,  and  will 
show  that  now,  on  the  eve  of  an  election 
an  England,  when  so  much  has  been 
attempted  by  certain  parties  to  get  a  share 
of  the  loaves  and  fishes,  a  great  deal  has 
been  said  there  about  fair  trade  with  a 
-view  of  seducing  the  farmers  and  hum- 
bugging them  and  leading  them  astray  on 
this  matter  of  trade.  On  the  eve  of  a  new 
•election,  when  they  have  had  this  plank 
in  their  platform  of  fair  trade,  the  Tories 
of  England  are  in  full  retreat  on  the  ques- 
tion, and  are  most  ingloriously  backing 
<lown  on  the  fair  trade  policy. 

The  farmers  and  the  workers  m  all 
lines  in  England  are  unwilling  to  take  the 
bait  They  know  full  well  how  to  count 
the  cost  of  any  duty  on  food  and  the 
other  necessaries  of  life.  They  remember 
some  of  them  the  terrible  times  prior  to 
the  repeal  of  the  com  law.  Higher  rents, 
dearer  bread,  more  costly  products,  and 
-consequently  keener  competition  in  the 
markets  of  the  world 

Now,  I  come  to  the  point  I  wish  to 
-make,  and  I  will  give,  the  opinion  of  a 
very  prominent  gentleman,  I  think  the 
leader  of  the  great  Conservative  party  of 
'England — I  speak  of  Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote.  At  a  great  political  meeting  in 
Somersetshire,  to  inaugurate  the  campaign 
in  the  Conservative  interest,  Sir  Stafford 
Northcote  was  invited  to  attend,  and  re- 
plied by  letter,  in  which  he  advised  them 
to  disclaim  the  "Protection  Heresy." 
Said  Sir  Stafford  :— 

The  Tory  Premier,  Peel,  abolished  the 
-com  dutiefiy  and  a  return  of  the  protectionist 
policy  is  impossible  while  the  ConBervative 
party  lives  to  combat  it.  The  idea  that  any 
Tory  Government  would  return  tn  the  tax  on 
<>ereals  is  groundless.  Teach  the  English  peo- 
ple that. 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER- 
letter  writt  n  ? 


-When  was  that 


Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  have  not 
seen  the  letter,  but  I  see  it  referred  to  in 
an  English  paper. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— What  is 
good  for  an  old  country  may  not  be  suit- 
able for  a  new  country  like  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— The  letter 
from  which  I  have  quoted,  was  written  to 
a  conservative  meeting  held  quite  recently. 
With  the  permission  of  the  House  I  shall 
now  read  the  opinion  of  Sir  Wilfrid  Law- 
son,  on  fair  trade,  I  quote  from  a  report 
in  the  London  Mat/  of  September  23rd, 
188 1  :— 

Yesterday  evening  anew  Liberal  club  and 
association,  which  has  been  founded  at  Pen- 
rith, was  inaugurated  by  a  public  meeting, 
held  in  the  market-hall  of  that  town.  Mr. 
Henry  Howard,  of  Greystoke  Castle,  presided, 
and  among  the  speakers  were  Mr.  E.  Stafford 
Howard,  M.P.,  Mr.  George  Howard,  M.P., 
the  Hon.  A.  D.  Elliott,  M,P.,and  Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson,  M.P, 

Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson,  who  on  rising  was 
loudly  cheered,  said  there  had  been  a  great 
many  conferences  and  congresses  of  late,  but 
a  meeting  such  as  they  were  holding  that 
night  for  the  promotion  of  Liberal  principles, 
was  more  useful  than  any  of  them.  The  late 
Lord  Beaconsfield  had  explained  some  ten  or 
fifteen  years  ago  what  great  trouble  he  had 
had  to  educate  his  party ;  but  now  that  he 
was  gone  it  seemed  as  if  the  Conservatives,  or 
some  of  them,  were  slipping  back  to  some  of 
the  practices  of  the  old-world  Toryism.  Some 
of  them  were  crying  for  a  return  to  the  pro- 
tection of  British  industry.  They  did  not  call 
it  protection,  they  called  it  "  reciprocity/*  or 
a  policy  of  retaliation.  A  man  who  had 
aliases  was  generally  a  man  of  bad  character. 
(Laughter.)  Here  was  protection  skulking 
about  the  country  under  the  aliases  of  reci- 
procity and  retaliation,  and  that  ought  to  be 
enough  to  put  people  on  their  guard  against 
such  dangerous  characters.  (Cheers  and 
laughter.)  It  did  not  do  to  put  this  thing 
down  by  brute  force  and  call  these  people 
fools  because  thejr  were  going  in  for  protection. 
Mr.  Bright,  in  his  righteous  zeal,  was  vexed 
with  them,  and  he  was  not  going  to  find  fault 
with  him,  but  instead  of  calling  them  fooU 
they  should  argue  with  them.  That  was  the 
only  way  to  treat  anybody  who  you  thought 
held  erroneous  opinions.  In  the  first  place, 
did  they  know  what  was  the  stAte  of  the  coun- 
try forty  years  ago,  when  the  industry  of  the 
country  was  protected?  There  prevailed  a 
state  of  degradation  and  misery  which  were  a 
disgrace  to  the  century  and  to  the  country, 
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and  who  benefitted  by  it?  There  was  hardly 
a  sessioa  of  Parliament  in  which  a  sqnire  or 
nobleman  did  not  move  for  a  commission  to 
inquire  into  tlic  distressed  state  of  agriculture, 
which  was  the  result  o(  protection.  Agricul* 
tural  laborers  wen*  in  a  state  of  degradation 
and  misery,  and  in  the  towns  the  weavers, 
spinners,  and  manufacturers  were  in  a  state 
of  pauperism  and  wretchedness  horrible  to 
look  back  to.  (Cheers.)  AH  this  was  under 
the  system  of  protection  which  these  wise  men 
wished  to  return  to.  The  danger  of  such  a 
state  of  things  was  that  it  would  produce  dis- 
content with  the  institutions  under  which  we 
live.  The  country  had  only  been  saved  from 
revolution  by  sweeping  away  the  system  of 

?rotection,  monopoly,  and  cruelty.  (Cheers.) 
'he  result  had  been  an  enormous  increase  of 
trade,  a  prodigious  increase  of  shipping,  and 
an  amazing  increase  of  national  wealth. 
(Cheers.)  In  support  of  this  view  he  quoted 
Sir  Stafford  Northcote's  book,  <*Our  Financial 
Policy,"  published  in  1862,  to  the  effect  that 
although  there  had  been  seasons  of  temporary 
local  and  partial  suffering,  and  the  cnaneee 
had  sometimes  pressed  hard  upon  particular 
districts,  yet,  on  the  whole,  the  condition  of 
every  ptortion  of  the  community  had  been 
creatly  improved  by  the  new  policy.  (Cheers.) 
It  was  a  pity  the  principle  wnich  had  proved 
so  beneficial  should  be  swept  away  because  it 
had  begun  to  rain." 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— It  shows 
that  there  is  an  agitation  for  fair  trade  in 
England 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— Yes,  and  he 
is  speaking  against  it  His  whole  speech 
is  interesting,  but  I  do  not  care  to  take 
up  the  time  of  the  House  reading  it,  be- 
cause I  have  other  speeches  to  which  I 
wish  to  refer. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— My  hon. 
friend  might  see  that  we  are  in  a  new 
country  and  that  we  ought  to  adopt  the 
policy  which  England  followed  when  her 
industries  were  in  their  infancy,  too. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN  — My  hon. 
friend  referred  four  times,  in  the  course  of 
his  speech,  to  the  enormous  crowding  of 
families  in  London,  but  I  think  it  will  be 
a  long  time  before  the  chief  city  of  his 
province,  Halifax,  is  so  over-crowded 
under  the  National  Policy.  I  had  occa- 
sion to  refer,  the  other  day,  to  the  fact 
that  in  1870  some  opinions  were  expressed 
in  this  House  on  the  subject  of  protection. 
At  that  time  there  was  a  measure  brought 
forward    to    impose  a  tarifif  called    the 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN. 


National  Polic)\  The  junior  member 
from  Belleville  is  not  very  happy  in  his 
memory  of  the  history  of  this  National 
Policy,  because  he  did  not  refer  to  what 
was  called  the  National  Policy  which 
was  introduced  and  carried  in  1870. 
There  was  a  very  close  vote  upon  it  in  the 
Senate.  That  National  Policy  did  not  go 
so  far  in  the  way  of  protection  as  this  one 
does.  It  provided  for  the  imposition  of  a 
duty  on  coal,  flour,  salt,  rice  and  a  num- 
ber of  minor  articles. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— And  Sir  Charles 
Tupper  said  it  was  "  the  thin  edge  of  the 
wedge,"  did  he  not  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— He  may 
have  said  so.  In  the  discussion  which 
took  place  in  the  Senate  on  that  question,, 
the  hon.  Senator  from  Saugeen,  who  is 
now  the  Minister  of  the  Interior,  moved 
the  resolution  in  amendment,  which  was, 
practically,  a  three  months'  hoist,  and,  in 
the  discussion  on  that,  he  took  very 
strong  grounds  against  the  thin  end  of 
the  wedge  of  protection,  and  that  seemed 
to  be  the  danger  which  pervaded  his 
mind — that  it  would  lead  to  h^her  pro- 
tection, and  that  the  whole  principle  of 
protection  was  wrong. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— A  wise  man 
may  change  his  mind. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— Certainly,, 
and  I  trust  that  my  hoa  friend  from 
Lunenburg  may  change  his ;  it  is  perfectly 
legitimate  ;  I  am  not  imputing  any  im- 
proper motives  to  anybody.  I  am  merely 
quoting  the  opinion  of  public  men— dis- 
tinguished men — ^upon  this  question.  In 
this  connection  I  will  refer  to  expressions 
from  a  speech  delivered  by  the  hon.  Sena- 
tor to  whom  I  have  just  made  reference, 
inUr  alia  : — 

<<  He  believed  it  to  be  exceedingly  uDSonnd 
to  impose  a  duty  on  eoal  and  breaa  stoflb,  or 
any  natural  products  that  were  now  free.'* 

That  is  exactly  in  accordance  with  the 
views  some  of  us  entertain  today.  Then 
he  continues — 

<*  Then  the  duty  would  be  a  great  obstruc- 
tion to  trade  all  through  the  country,  which 
should,  in  accordance  with  the  true  princi- 
ple of  commerce,  be  left  a«  unrestricted  as 
possible. 

<*  Not  only  would  the  tariff  be  worthless  to 
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the  people  of  Ontario,  but  most  burtbensome 
to  toe  other  sections,  to  the  fishermen  and 
the  CTeat  masses  of  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia 
and  New  Brunswick  as  well  as  Quebec^  for  it 
was  a  well-known  fact  that  a  lar^e  quantity 
of  breadstuff's  were  yearly  taken  in  the  latter 
province  from  the  United  States,  Then  as 
a  part  of  this  great  National  Policy,  a  duty 
was  imposed  on  foreign  coal,  as  a  means  of 
propitiating  Nova  Scotia.  Nova  Scotia,  New 
Brunswick  and  Quebec  taxed  to  satisfy 
Ontario  I  Quebec,  Ontario  and  New  Bruns- 
wick were  to  be  burthened  to  please  a  minor- 
ity in  Nova  Scotia!  Nothing  could  be  more 
calculated  to  create  dissention  and  disturb 
the  harmonious  working  of  Confederation 
than  such  legislation." 

Almost  prophetic. 

HoK.  Mr.  KAULBACH— He  has 
lived  to  see  his  error. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— His  words 
were  almost  prophetic,  if  one  reads  this  in 
the  light  of  the  present  day.  Both  in  the 
west  and  in  the  east,  even  in  the  province 
from  which  my  hon.  friend  from  Lunen- 
burg has  the  honor  of  coming — that  pro- 
vince which  he  was  kind  enough  to  assure 
us  the  other  day,  was  reposing  in  content- 
ment, peace  and  happiness — 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Hear,  hear ! 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— Even  in  the 
legislature  of  that  province,  a  resolution, 
having  for  its  object  the  dismemberment 
of  the  Union,  was  introduced  and  adopted. 
The  sentiments  expressed  by  the  repre- 
sentatives of  that  province,  one  reads 
with  sadness,  but  yet  I  have  no  doubt 
they  were  largely  the  sentiments  of  the 
people  of  that  province. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— It  came 
from  an  effete  Government  that  would  not 
allow  the  question  to  be  decided  at  the 
polls. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  hope  the 
hon.  members  of  the  Administration  will 
listen  to  the  wise  sayings  of  theur  col- 
leagues : — 

''He  believed  that  a  protective  duty  was 
mynttand  could  not  be  supported  on  true 
pnnciplea.  He  was  also  con  vinced  that  there 
WM«  nothing  more  illogical  than  that  inci- 
dental proCectioa  which  some  said  was  one  of 
the  oljectB  of  the  measure.    The  object  of  a 


tariff  was  revenue,  and  in  order  to  protect 
the  manufacturers  sufficiently  it  was  necessary 
to  interfere  with  revenue.  •  •  *  He  con- 
sidered it  a  most  unsound  principle  to  diminish 
the  number  of  articles  on  the  free  list.  The 
policy  of  the  country  hitherto  had  been  to 
follow  the  example  of  England,  &c. 

*'  Was  the  House  readv  to  subsidize  every 
little  enterprise  that  might  be  established  in 
this  country,  without  reference  to  the  masses 
of  the  people?  If  it  was  the  wish  of  the 
Government  to  encourage  the  salt  interest 
artificially,  it  was  better  to  give  it  a  direct 
subsidy  than  to  increase  the  cost  of  the 
article'  by  a  tax  on  consumers;  and  the 
same  argument  would  apply  to  the  coal  of 
Nova  Scotia." 

Just  as  my  hon.  friend  from  Ottawa 
made  the  observation  the  other  day,  which 
I  have  no  doubt  was  very  correct  The 
hon.  gentleman  from  Saugeen  continued: 

*'  If  it  is  the  intention  to  encourage  mon- 
opolists at  the  expense  of  the  people,  then  let 
it  be  done  directly  out  of  tne  consolidated 
fund,  and  we  would  soon  know  what  it  would 
cost. 

"  Far  wiser  to  subsidize  the  few  monopo- 
Usts  directly  out  of  the  public  revenues. 

"  A  benefit  to  a  few  non-residents — coal 
mine  owners  of  Nova  S6otia — would  not  be  a 
benefit  to  the  great  mass  of  the  people  of  Nova 
Scotia.  •  •  The  tariff,  therefore,  so  far  as 
it  touched  salt  and  coal,  was  only  intended  to 
benefit  monopolists  to  the  injury  of  the  great 
mass  of  the  people. 

'<  The  inland  shipping  of  Ontario  would' 
also  be  injuriously  affected  *  *  and  the 
result  generally  injurious  to  our  marine. 

**  Yet  this  was  called  a  great  <'  National 
Policv,"  which  was  to  protect  all  intereste 
and  please  all  sections,  and  lead  to  the  renewal 
of  reciprocity  with  the  United  States  !" 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— It  has  done 
all  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  was  not 
aware  of  it     It  continues — 

**  What  was  more  absurd  than  to  suppose* 
that  an  additional  taxation  of  ourselves  to  the 
amount  of  $200,000  was  going  to  have  the 
effect  of  forcing  the  Americans  to  renew  free 
trade  with  Canada.  If  true,  that  a  mutual 
interchange  of  our  products  would  be  the  best 
for  both  countries,  we  should  receive  all  that 
we  required  from  them  untaxed,  or  in  other 
words  at  the  lowest  possible  rates  for  our- 
selves,   (hear,  hear.) 

'^  What  could  be  more  illogical  than  to  say  to- 
Americans—'*  If  you  will  not  untax  what  is 
consumed  by  your  people,  we  shall  impose 
a  tax  on  what  is  consumed  by  our  own.** 

'<If  we  could  make  the  Americans  pa^  the 
taxes,  then  there  would  be  some  reason  m  the 
arguments  of  gentlemen  opposite ;  but  so  long 
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as  we  pay  them  ourselveB,  there  coald  be 
nothing  advanced  in  favor  of  the  tariff." 
Those,  I  think,  are  very  sound  words. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Whose  views  are 
those  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— Sir  David 
Macpherson's. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Not  the  Minister 
of  the  Interior,  surely  ! 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— The  present 
Minister  of  the  Interior.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Toronto,  Mr.  Allan,  on  the 
same  occasion  said : — 

"  He  had  no  desire  to  see  the  doctrine  of 
.protection  revived  in  Canada,  and  more  duties 
imposed  than  were  absolutely  necessary  for 
the  purposes  of  revenue.  He  objected  to  the 
.policy  l^cause  it  would  not  answer  the  pur- 
pose its  promoters  claimed  for  it.  He  spoke 
of  the  great  injury  that  would  be  done  to 
the  shipping  and  commercial  interests  of  the 
country. 

*'  He  believed  the  measure  was  in  itself 
inaugurating  a  misclMevous  system  of  legis- 
lation." 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— It  shows 
that  the  logic  of  facts  has  changed  those 
gentlemen's  minds. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  have  also 
the  views  of  some  gentlemen  of  Nova 
Scotia,  which  are  equally  strong,  as  well  as 
more  forcible  and  eloquent  I  have  given 
the  opinions  of  several  prominent  individ- 
uals. I  could  go  on  and  give  a  number 
more.  I  could  give  also  the  opinions  of 
leading  manufacturers  of  the  United 
States,  because  they,  like  the  manufac- 
turers of  England  in  1830,  and  later  on, 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  even 
•they  are  not  benefited  by  protective  duties. 
They  are  learning  that  very  much  to  their 
cost.  We  are  getting  a  line  of  experience 
in  Canada  which  indicates  that  the  wage 
earners  of  the  country  are  being  taxed  pro- 
fessedly for  their  benefit,  but  that  even 
they  are  injured  by  the  imposition.  The 
Finance  Minister,  when  he  makes  his 
Budget  Speech,  says  that  a  tax,  whether 
levied  on  one  article  or  another,  produces 
revenue— that  if  he  does  not  tax  cotton 
wool,  sugar,  and  other  things  which  enter 
into  manufactures,  he  will  have  to  raise 

revenue  from  other  articles  of  consump- 

HoN.  Mr.  McCLELAN. 


tion.  When  people  pay  duties  on  articles 
of  consumption,  like  tea,  the  money  goes 
into  the  revenue  of  the  country.  He 
does  not  inform  them,  however,  that  when 
he  puts  a  duty  on  articles  which  enter  into 
the  manufactures  of  the  countr)',  not  only 
is  a  revenue  derived  from  them  by  the 
Government,  but  the  people  are  com- 
pelled to  contribute  to  the  building 
up  of  factories  for  the  advancement 
of  factory  men  and  manufacturers,  and 
the  result  of  it  is  to  produce  a  spasm  in 
trade,  and  so  much  competition  in  some 
lines  that  over-production,  inflation,  bank- 
ruptcy and  ruin,  and  all  the  regular  train 
of  results  which  naturally  flow  from  the 
cause,  are  witnessed  in  the  country.  The 
result  is  that  while  the  revenue  is  being 
maintained  by  taxation,  a  large  portion  of 
the  money  that  the  people  are  compelled 
to  pay  does  not  go  into  the  revenue,  but 
goes  temporarily  to  assist  men  who  are 
ultimately  injured  by  it  It  proves  to  be 
an  utter  failure  in  its  results  in  a  great 
many  cases.  As  a  consequence,  the 
money  of  the  country  becomes  exhausted, 
circulation  decreases,  and  results  follow 
which  are  usually  witnessed  in  all  very 
highly  protected  countries,  and  to  some 
extent  in  all  countries,  through  changes  in 
the  nature  of  trade ;  so  that  the  expression 
of  opinion  from  a  manufacturer — I  do  not 
refer  to  the  opinions  expressed  by  Mr. 
Hewitt,  and  others  in  Congress  last  year, 
though  they  were  very  pronounced,  but 
another  gentleman,  whose  expressions  are 
of  very  recent  date — will  be  interesting. 
Mr.  Hewitt  is  a  manufacturer,  and  he 
thought  the  trade  policy  was  a  mistake, 
and  would  be  very  glad  to  inaugurate  a 
very  different  one ;  and  it  is  necessary 
that  I  should  make  some  reference  to 
American  authorities,  because  I  under- 
stood some  speakers  to  say  that  they  were 
a  unit  there. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— My  belief 
is  that  if  a  poll  were  taken  on  the  ques- 
tion in  the  United  States,  the  majority  of 
the  people  would  adopt  free  trade  as  far 
as  their  circumstances  would  permit 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  will  now 
quote  from  a  report  of  a  speech  recently 
delivered  in  Detroit  : — 
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A  very  fine  audieace  assembled  at  the  De- 
troit Opera  House  last  evening  to  listen  to 
the  address  of  J.  B.  Sargent,  of  New  Haven, 
Conn.,  upon  free  trade.  The  auditorium 
proper  and  the  dress  circle  were  thronged 
with  people,  and  the  audience  overflowed  into 
the  gallery.  Prominent  free  traders  occupied 
seats  on  the  platform. 

Hon.  W.  G.  ThompjBon  presided  and  intro- 
duced the  speaker.  He  was  greeted  with  ap 
planse  upon  his  appearance,  and  frequently 
interrupted  with  cheers.    He  said : 

While  the  injury  from  the  maintenance  of 
the  war  tariff  to  Detroit  is  in  a  sense  local,  the 
injury  to  the  best  business  interests  of  the 
whole  country  is  general,  and  has  erown  to 
such  alarmine  proportions  as  to  challenge  the 
attention  of  all.  The  commercial  failures  of 
1884  exceeded  by  far  in  amount  those  of  any 
previous  year.  Bradstreet  has  recently  pub- 
lished the  result  of  an  investigation  of  the 
statisticA  of  unemployed  labor  in  the  United 
States,  which  shows  that  there  were  in  De- 
cember, 1884,  350,000  fewer  operatives  at 
work  than  were  employed  in  1882,  a  loss  of 
14  per  cent.  The  rates  of  wases  are  compared 
with  those  of  1882,  which  shows  that  the  in- 
dustries protected  by  the  highest  tariff  duties 
are  those  in  which  the  heaviest  reductions  in 
wages  have  been  made,  and  that  these  reduc- 
tions are  generally  in  proportion  to  the 
amount  of  protection  afforded  to  them.  In 
cotton  and  woolen  mills  the  reduction  has 
been  from  25  to  30  per  cent.,  while  there  has 
been  no  reduction  in  the  wages  of  the  unpro- 
tected carpenter,  mason,  plumber  and  stone 
cutter.  The  reduction  of  iron-mill  workers 
has  been  from  15  to  22  per  cent.,  while  the 
pay  ofbutcheis,  bakers,  millers,  tanners  and 
printers,  has  not  declined  at  all,  thus  emphat- 
ically controverting  the  proposition  tnat  a 
high  tariff  makes  high  wages  for  the  work- 
ingman. 

John  Bright,  in  a  letter  written  the  12th  of 
last  March,  sa^s  the  price  of  labor  in  England 
has  advanced  fifty  per  cent,  since  the  free  trade 
movement  commenced  there,  while  the  hours 
of  labor  in  many  trades  have  been  reduced. 

The  tariff  has  destroyed  the  foreign  carry- 
ing trade  of  the  United  States;  our  flag  has 
disappeared  from  the  ocean.  We  pay  a  tribute 
of  not  less  than  $400,000,000  annually  to 
foreijgn  vessels  and  are  supporting  100,000 
British  sailors,  eveir  one  of  whom  would  be 
an  enemy  in  time  of  war. 

The  tariff  prohibits  imports  that  might  pur- 
chase the  products  of  American  labor.  It  has 
cut  down  the  sale  of  American  manufactures 
at  home  and  abroad  and  depleted  the  returns 
of  American  agriculture, an  industry  followed 
by  more  than  half  of  our  people.  It  has  eiven 
the  absolute  control  of  the  commerce  of  Can- 
ada, Mexico  and  the  republics  of  Central  and 
South  America— countries  which  by  reason  of 
their  contiguity  we  might  easily  control — to 
trans- Atlantic  nations. 

This  is  interesting  to  me,  as  showing 
the  course  of  things  in  protected  countries, 
Xi 


and  proving  that  even  in  the  United  States 
they  are  subject  to  the  same  difficulties 
that  we  find  here. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— And  in  England, 
too. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— Mr.  J.  B. 
Sargent  then  addressed  the  meeting  and 
said : — 

I  was  born  into  a  manufacturing  family 
and  in  a  manufacturing  community.  The 
settled  policy  of  the  whole  civilized  world 
then  was  to  collect  the  revenue  for  the  sup- 
port of  governments  largely  through  taxes  on 
imports,  under  the  claim  that  it  was  protect- 
ing manufactures,  and  that  the  revenue  really 
came  from  the  foreign  manufacturers  or  pro- 
ducers—a  scheme  of  tyrants  to  get  from  the  peo- 
ple more  money  than  the  people  would  have 
been  willing  to  pay  by  any  kind  of  direct  taxa- 
tion. I  became  ftimiliar  with  manufacturing 
life  in  the  manufacturing  village  of  my  birth- 
place, near  which  were  factories  for  tfie  man- 
ufacture of  cotton  and  woolen  goods,  the 
operators  being  nearly  all  immigrants  from 
the  manufacturing  districts  of  England.  The 
manufacture  of  supplies  for  cotton  and  woolen 
mills  was  the  business  that  I,  in  part,  inher- 
ited from  my  father.  I  well  remember  the 
discussions  of  manufacturing  and  business 
men  in  ray  boyhood  days  concerning  the 
hazards  of  the  manufacture  of  woolen  goods, 
the  sales  of  which  were  confined  to  the  one 
market — the  United  States.  The  course  of 
the  business  was  often  described,  and  it  ran 
like  this :  The  manufacturers  started  with 
their  business  in  good  times  and  with  only  a 
moderate  capital,  because  wealthy  manufac- 
turers were  scare  and  interest  high,  and 
loans  to  manufacturers  were  hazardous. 

Business  would  be  brisk  for  about  three 
years  from  the  previous  hard  times,  and  by 
that  time  the  market  was  fully  supplied  and 
sales  became  few.  It  was  expensive  for  the 
manufacturers  to  stop,  and  therefore  they  got 
all  the  advances  they  could  from  their  com- 
mission merchants.  Then,  sales  were  made 
at  a  reduced  price  to  force  the  goods  upon 
the  market,  tnen  reduction  of  wages,  tnen 
short  time,  then  suspension  of  work,  then 
failure  and  bankruptcy.  The  villagers  were 
almost  dead  for  about  three  years  till  the 
overstocked  market  became  liare  of  goods. 
Then  the  mills,  under  a  new  owner,  were  re- 
paired. The  card  clothing  and  delicate  parts 
of  the  machinery  that  had  been  spoiled  by  in- 
activity and  rust  were  replaced  with  new. 
Workmen  were  gathered  into  the  mills  and 
manufacturing  was  started  with  a  rush  again ; 
and  after  about  three  years  of  business  pros- 
perity the  dullness  of  an  overstocked  market 
came  again,  and  then  the  failures. 

I  was  raised  in  business  as  a  merchant  in 
the  dry  goods  business  in  Boston,  and  went 
to  Georgia  as  a  merchant  in  1843,  Uiat  is 
more  than  forty  years  ago.    My  teachings  on 
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the  tariff  guestioD  were  of  the  highly  protec- 
thre  doctrines  of  the  manuiscturers  of  Massa- 
chusetU)  Id  the  comparative  infancy  of  manu- 
factures, and  the  same  doctrines  as  so  fully 
set  forth  in  the  New  York  Tribune.  In  1849, 
I  sold  out  my  business  in  Georgia  and  re- 
moved to  New'York,  and  in  1850,  became  a 
manufacturer  in  MassachusetU»,  with  a  store 
in  New  York  for  the  sale  of  my  eoods. 

I  had  noticed  how  busy  and  prosperous 
were  the  manufacturers  and  people  of  Eng- 
land since  the  adoption  of  free  the  trade  policy 
there.  I  had  noticed  that  the  Engiish-boru 
operators  of  the  cotton  and  woollen  mills  of 
mv  earlier  days  were  missing,  and  their  places 
filled  with  the  people  from  other  countries. 

I  had  noticed  tliat  emigration,  since  some 
time  prior  to  the  war,  had  &en  very  little  from 
the  factorv  work- people  from  free-trade  Eng- 
land, ancT  large  from  high-tariff  Germany ; 
that  there  was  almost  universal  content  in 
free-trade  England,  and  almost  universal  dis- 
content in  alithe  high-tariff  countries  of  the 
continent  of  Europe.  The  more  I  thought 
upon  the  subject,  the  more  I  could  not  see 
wny  the  people  should  be  much  interested  in 
paying  us  manufacturers  from  35  to  100  per 
cent,  more  for  goods  made  by  us,  than  the 
foreign  price— especially  as  the  great  West 
and  South  could  pay  in  exports  of  produce  of 
their  own  raising.  I  knew  that  free-trade 
England  was  our  severest  competitor;  but  I 
also  knew  that  we  got  but  very  littte  emigra- 
tion from  the  manufacturing  districts  of  Eng- 
land, compared  with  that  from  the  manufac- 
turing districts  of  hieh-tariff  Germanv.  That 
looked  as  though  the  ''  pauperism ''  was  in 
the  high-tariff  country  rather  than  in  the  free- 
trade  country.  I  concluded  to  investigate  in 
Europe  for  myself.  I  spent  four  months  of 
each  of  the  years  1873  and  1875  in  Europe, 
and  looked  up  the  protective  theory  with  my 
own  eyes,  in  the  liglit  of  my  own  experience 
and  observation  as  a  merchant,  and  especially 
as  a  manufacturer,  I  became  thoroughly 
convinced  that  instead  of  my  having  been  for 
80  many  years  a  genteel  and  aristocratic 
pauper,  living  and  prospering  upon  the  chari- 
ties of  the  people,  1  really  had  Ixjen  one  of  the 
deluded  and  oppressed  victims  of  the  Penn- 
sylvania, Ohio  and  Lake  Superior  coal  and 
metal  oligarchies,  who,  in  order  to  pile  up 
illegitimate  wealth,  had  so  managed  Congress 
as  to  acquire,  through  hieh  tariffs,  substan- 
tially a  monopoly  of  supplying  us  with  coal 
and  metals,  and  at  a  price  very  largely  in  ex- 
cess of  the  prices  paid  by  our  foreign  competi- 
tors. But  m  order  to  increase  the  demand  for 
their  coal  and  metals— -not  that  they  care  any- 
thing for  the  manufacturers'  good,  only  so  far 
as  we  can  be  used  to  enrich  them — they  rob  us 
manufacturers  at  wholesale,  and  allow  us  to 
rob  the  people  at  retail.  They  take  over  sixty 
per  cent,  on  pie- iron  from  us  foundry  men,  and 
allow  us  to  rob  the  bu>er6  of  our  hardware 
from  twenty-five  to  forty-five  per  cent.,  when- 
ever we  can  combine  to  Keep  up  prices,  so  that 
they  feel  tolerably  secure  m  their  monopolv 
of  supplying  the  metal  in  nearly  all  the  hara- 
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ware  and  machinery  used  in  this  country.  I 
found  that  onr  woolen  goods  manufacturers 
sustain  about  the  same  relations  with  the  wool 
growers  that  the  metal  goods  manufacturers^ 
do  with  the  producers  of  metals.  The  wool 
growers  rob  the  manufacturers  of  woollen 
goods  and  permit  the  woollen  s:oods  manufac- 
turers to  rob  the  people. 

Provided  the  manufacturers  were  relieved 
from  the  tariff  on  raw  materials,  they  would 
need  no  protection  on  their  manufactures  and 
would  be  able  to  relieve  the  people  engaged  in 
other  employments  from  contributing  to  their 
maintenance'  and  protection  through  forced 
tributes  by  means  of  high  tariflis  on  impoiv 
tations. 

What  the  manufacturers  need  is  Bimpl7  to 
be  let  alone,  and  be  left,  each  for  himself,  to 
work  out  his  own  success  or  go  under.  They 
do  not  need  any  favors  through  tariffs  for  pro* 
tection  nor  throueh  tariffs  for  revenue,  if 
relieved  from  the  burdens  of  tariff  on  their 
materials. 

Who  are  the  workers  for  wages  in  tjliis 
country?  Of  what  are  they  composed?  First, 
of  the  native  stock,  ori^nally  coming  largely 
from  the  Puritans  of  the  Anglo-Saxon  race, 
ready  to  dare  and  do  anything  for  success, 
willing  to  undergo  any  hardship  and  suffer 
any  privation  on  the  road  to  success,  and  com- 
pelled to  use  to  the  full  extent  all  their  powers 
of  mind  and  body  in  trying  to  exist  and  im- 

Erove  their  condition.  Other,  and  allied  races, 
ut  with  somewhat  different  characteristics, 
came  at  the  same  time  and  soon  aflerwards, 
nearly  all  in  vigorous  condition  of  body  and 
mind,  and  all  imbued  with  the  determination 
of  achieving  success.  Their  descendants  are 
what  we  call  our  native  stock. 

They  constitute  a  sort  of  reservoir  of  force 
and  a  balance  wheel  and  regulator  in  factory 
labor.  As  inventors  and  mechanics  they  are 
nowhere  excelled.  They  know  how  to  suc- 
ceed and  need  no  protection.  Later,  partly  as 
the  cause  and  partly  as  the  effect  of  our  great 
increase  in  agriculture  and  manufactures, 
internal  improvements  and  intei^state  com- 
merce, we  have  added  to  and  made  a  part  of 
our  working  force  an  immense  immigration  of 
the  same  and  of  somewhat  different  races. 
Much  of  this  immigration  has  been  converted 
into  workshop  and  factory  labor.  We  have 
largely  the  Irish  race  in  all  its  various  char- 
acteristics. Much  of  it  crude,  but  muscular, 
honest  and  ambitious.  That  race  has  well 
done  its  share  of  the  hard  labor.  The  Irish 
race  is  a  large  and  almost  indispensable 
element  in  American  fastory  labor. 

The  German  race,  often  aissatisfied  or  irre- 
pressible at  home,  hard  worked  on  a  poor 
soil,  or  unskilfully  managed  m  factory  labor, 
for  years  of  their  early  manhood  forced  into 
the  army,  their  labor  always  largely  reduced 
in  the  fruits  to  them  by  the  taxes  necessary 
to  support  royalty,  nobility,  and  standing 
armies  ;  has  come  to  us  bountifully  and  in 
increasing  numbers  since  the  hieh  German 
tariff  on  raw  materials  of  1879.  In  the  years 
1875-9  there    landed    in  the   United    Sutea 
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120,919  German  ininiigrante.  In  the  years 
1880-4  920,215  were  landed.  The  Danes  and 
Swedes  have  added  largely  to  our  working 
force.  This  admixture  of  the  most  vigorous, 
intelligent  and  ambitious  of  the  workers  of  all 
other  civilized  nations  with  our  own  native 
stock,  and  by  the  skilful  management  of 
employers  combined  into  one  harmonious 
and  homogeneous  whole,  has  produced  a 
working  force  nowhere  equalled  for  intelli- 
gence, skill,  industry,  willing  endurance  and 
ambition.  There  is  no  tariff  on  imports  of 
European  labor  and  never  can  be.  Here  every 
workmgman  knows  he  is  a  part  and  parcel  of 
the  community  in  which  he  resides,  and  of 
the  nation,  with  equal  rights  to  advise,  and 
help  direct  in  the  local  and  national  welfare. 
He  can  take  a  part  in  deciding  who  are  to 
make  or  change  the  laws,  Efe  can  take  a 
part  in  deciding  the  amount  of  revenue  to  be 
collected  and  in  indicating  the  purposes  for 
which  it  shall  be  expended.  He  can  take  a 
jtfirt  in  shaping  the  policy  in  regard  to  educa- 
tional and  religious  questions,  and  in  all  these 
matters  he  knows  that  his  vote  is  as  weighty 
as  that  of  any  man.  He  knows  that  all 
avenues  leading  to  education,  to  wealth,  to 
high  social,  civu  or  military  positions,  are  as 
open  to  him  as  to  the  prouiJest  in  the  land. 
•  *  •  Farming  in  this  country  is 
the  great  regulator  of  the  rate  of  wages,  j'ac- 
tory  wages  will  not  long  remain  below  what 
can  be  earned  on  the  cheap  and  fertile  lands 
of  the  great  and  seemingly  ever  increasing 
West.  Employers  of  mining  or  factory  labor 
may  cut  down  wages  and  hold  them  down 
temporarily  in  dull  times,  but  soon  so  many 
will  go  to  farms  of  their  own,  or  to  farms 
owned  by  others,  that  the  ranks  of  the  factory 
worker  will  be  so  thinned  out  that  wages  will 
return  to  or  above  their  normal  rate.  Till 
our  lands  are  all  occupied  in  farms  and  worn 
out,  till  our  forests  cease  to  grow,  till  our 
mines  are  exhausted,  till  intelligence  ceases 
in  the  land  and  the  people  cease  to  rule,  labor 
in  this  country  will  enjoy  advantages  over 
European  labor  so  long  as  Europe  remains 
politically  and  socially  as  now.  Labor  here 
needs  no  protection  and  jgets  none. 

Of  European  labor  with  which  American 
labor  woula  have»  under  free  trade,  to  compete, 
Mr.  Sargent  said,  it  was  physically  inferior 
by  reasons  of  wars  and  immigration  j  Europ- 
ean climate,  in  the  manufacturinff  belt,  is  not 
so  favorable;  there  is  no  land  held  by  the 
.poor,  and  European  workmen  are  kept  on 
"scanty  subsistence,  of  necessity,  because  jvages 
are  low.  These  are  the  competitors  that  pro- 
tfMStionists  warn  American  laborers  against. 
They  warn  giants  against  trials  of  streogth 
with  pigmies.  I  would  rather  have  one  average 
immigrant  worker  from  continental  Europe, 
afler  being  combined  into  our  American  labor- 
force  and  practiced  in  onr  methods,  paid  with 
our  pay,  fed  with  our  food,  and  filleci  with  our 
freeoom,  than  an  average  three  of  those  who 
remain  there  under  all  conditions  in  which 
they  exist,  and  will  exist,  probably,  for  many 
generations.    We  can  afford  to  pay  them  here 


twice  as  much  per  day  as  they  got  at  home, 
and  then  get  rich  out  of  their  labor,  provided 
we  can  have  raw  materials,  free  of  duty,  to 
enable  us  to  sell  our  surplus  merchandise  in 
the  non-manufactuaing  countries  of  the  world. 
The  pauper  labor  of  high-tariff  continental 
Europe  may  need  protection  from  us.  We  do 
not  from  it.  There  are  other  classes  of  inferior- 
ity in  the  quantity  and  quality  of  the  product 
of  labor  in  Europe.  The  management  there 
is  less  energetic  and  less  exacting ;  work  is 
not  pushed  forward  with  so  much  zeal  and 
constancy,  and  more  resting  time  is  taken 
during  the  hours  of  employment.  The  con- 
dition and  efficiency  of  labor  in  England  are 
much  better  than  on  the  continent.  Many 
causes  that  stimulate  it  here,  do  so  there. 
Wages  are  thirty  to  sixty  per  cent,  higher  per 
day  than  on  the  continent,  and  workmen  do 
more  and  better  work,  making  them  cheaper 
to  their  employers  than  on  the  continent. 

This  is  the  opinion  of  a  disinterested 
manufacturer  in  the  United  States,  a  very 
intelligent  gentlemen  living  in  a  country 
where  information  is  so  generally  diffused. 
He  has  examined  carefully  the  condition 
of  the  laboring  classes  in  Europe ;  he  was 
a  master  mechanic  himself,  and  his  conclu- 
sion is  that  not  only  are  the  English 
workmen  better  fed,  but  the  wages  paid 
in  England  are  higher. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Higher  than  in 
the  United  States  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  am  speak- 
ing  of  wages  in  Europe,  and  the  hon.  gen- 
tlemen who  is  clear  headed  certainly 
ought  to  follow  the  line  of  my  argument 
Mr.  Sargent  continues : — 

«*  In  some  departments,  we  are  hardly  up 
to  the  English  in  cheapness  and  quality  of 
machinery  and  in  economy  of  management. 
But  free  trade  in  iron  and  textiles  would 
remedy  both  these.  American  factory  labor 
produces  more  in  proportion  to  the  wages  paid 
it  than  any  other  factory  labor  in  the  world.*' 

Mr.  Sargent  then  discussed  the  com- 
mon fallacy  that  low  wages  are  cheap 
wages.  He  then  turned  to  the  wool  tariff^ 
of  which  he  said  : — 

The  wool  raisers  with  their  high  tariff8> 
averaging  on  clothing  and  combing  wools 
over  fifty  per  cent.,  repress  the  manufacture 
of  the  better  qualities  of  woolen  goods,  by 
prohibiting  the  importation  of  the  better  and 
necessary  wools  of^  Australia,  except  at  more 
than  fifty  per  cent,  higher  price  to  the  Ameri* 
can  manufacturers  than  the  English  or 
Belgium  manufacturers  pay  for  them.  The 
American  manufacturers  would  use  only  a 
portion  of  Australian  wool  in  their  mixture. 
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sufficient  only  to  give  the  necessary  strengthy 
elasticity  ana  softness  ;  but  the  selfish  and 
short-  sighted  American  wool  growers  try  to 
arbitrarily  prohibit  the  importation  of  Austra- 
lian wools,  and  thus  they  lose  the  opportunity 
to  supply  any  of  the  wool  used  in  the  manu- 
facture of  most  of  the  good  woolens  worn  in 
this  country.  Because  of  the  lack  of  Austra- 
lian wool  or  its  equivalent  here,  at  a  reason- 
aple  [)rice,  most  of  our  better  woolens  are 
made  in  Europe,  and  imported  here.  Yet 
the  wool  growers  pay  no  higher  wages  to  the 
little  human  help  necessary  to  raise  wool 
than  the  same  or  any  other  farmer  pays  to 
those  who  help  him  raise  wheat  or  corn  or 
hogs.  The  protection  that  the  wool  tariff  at 
first  gave  to  the  wool  growers,  caused  them 
to  be  independent  and  negligent  in  the  feed, 
shelter  and  care  of  their  sheep.  The  breeds 
and  their  wool  deteriorated,  and  east  of  the 
Mississippi  river,  the  number  of  sheep  has 
steadily  decreased  since  soon  after  the  adopt- 
ion of  the  high  tariff  of  1866.  The  state  of 
Michigan  had  4,028,707  sheep  in  1867;  in 
1882,  only  2,320,762.  It  is  not  always  the 
robber  class  that  is  the  most  proei>erou8  in 
the  long  run.  The  wool  growers  with  their 
high  tarifts,  may  be  compared  to  the  average 
easygoing  young  man  born  with  a  silver 
spoon  in  his  mouth — often  an  unfortunate 
circumstance  that  does  not  prompt  to  any 
energetic  effort  except  to  get  more  of  the 
spoon.  The  wool-erowers  instead  of  improv- 
ing their  breeds  of  sheep— as  the  freetrade 
Australians  are  obliged  to  do — are  now  band- 
ing together  for  more  ot  the  tariff  spoon. 
They  want  more  pay  for  the  sheep's  labor  in 
walking  about  and  eating  grass.  There  is 
certainly  very  little  human  labor  in  growing 
>wool.  *  *  *  Michigan  has  gained  little  if 
anything  by  the  high  tariff  on  wool,  but  she 
has  lost  her  natural  position  as  a  great  com- 
mercial state  by  forced  disuse,  under  tariff 
conditions.  The  great  lakes  that  almost  sur- 
round her  are  but  little  more  of  value  to  her 
now  than  a  Chinese  wall .  In  consequence 
of  tariff  protection,  commerce,  except  with 
the  States,  is  substantially  barred  out.  Free- 
trade,  that  has  made  this  country  what  it  is 
(I  mean  absolute  free- trade  among  the  States), 
is  only  at  the  south  and  west  of  Michigan. 
If  good  when  coming  from  the  south  and 
west  why  not  from  the  north  and  east — from 
Canada?" 

Mr.  Sargent  touched  upon  a  number  of 
other  protected  industries,  treating  them 
in  an  equally  forcible  manner.  He  then 
gave  a  history  of  free  trade  in  England, 
and  concluded  as  follows : — 

England's  foreign  trade  (exports  and  im- 
ports) increased,  in  the  first  twenty-five  years 
of  free  trade,  from  $30  per  each  inhabitant  of 
England  to  $90;  an  increase  of  three-fold. 
"The  foreign  trade  of  the  United  States  is  now 
almost  exactly,  per  inhabitant^  what  England 
was,  per  inhabitant,  at  i\\^  beginning  oifree 
trade-    Ours  is  t^^  per  inhabitant,  including 
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exports  of  breadstufis,  provisions  of  all  kinds, 
cotton  and  petroleum,  and  all  exports  and 
imports.  Nlanufactures  increased  five-fold. 
Pnor  to  the  passage  of  an^r  tariff-reform 
measures  in  England,  the  working  population 
wer^i  kept  so  much  in  idlenebA,  and  their 
earnings  were  so  small  and  irregular  that  there 
was  much  suffering,  amone  even  the  able- 
bodied,  temperate  and  frugal,  from  the  want 
of  the  bare  necessaries  of  life,  which  were 
kept  at  a  high  price  by  protective  tariffs.  But 
the  circumstances  ot  tne  workingmen  were 
gradually  but  rapidly  improved  by  the  tariff 
reform  measures ;  and  at  the  end  of  the  first 
twentv-five  years  the  yearly  earnings  doubled, 
and  tne  cost  of  a  better  living  haa  decreased 
to  half  what  the  poor  living  had  cost  twenty- 
five  years  previous.  Pauperism  had  dimin- 
ished more  than  half.  Convictions  for  crime 
had  diminished  from  one  in  800  to  one  in  1,800 
of  the  inhabitants  per  year.  Under  free  trade 
in  vessels  and  navigation,  the  merchant 
marine  increased  in  tonnage  a  million  tons, 
and  changed  largely  from  sails  to  steam.  Edu- 
cation has  kept  pace  with  the  material 
prosperity  of  the  people.  Eneland  has  no 
advantages  over  us  except  in  Uie  enlighten 
ment  of  her  statesmen.  We  have  many 
natural  advantages  over  her  which  we  sup- 
press by  high  tariffs.  We  are  able  to  cope 
with  England  in  manufacture  and  commerce, 
if  on  the  same  free  trade  basis,  and  would  set 
our  share  of  the  present  commerce  of  tne 
world,  and  of  its  enormous  increase  under  a 
rivalry  between  the  two  nations. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— These  are 
the  opinions  of  Mr.  J.  B.  Sargent 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Who  is  J.  B.  Sar- 
gent? 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— He  is  a 
prominent  manufacturer  in  the  United 
States  who  addressed  an  audience  in  De- 
troit the  other  day.  The  hon.  gentleman 
must  know  where  Detroit  is  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Yes,  I  know 
where  Detroit  is,  but  I  do  not  know  who 
Mr.  Sargent  is. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN — He  is  a  man- 
ufacturer,  and  expressed  his  ideas  very 
clearly  and  to  the  point,  and  I  am  sure 
that  they  cannot  be  controverted  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Niagara.  I  have 
produced  facts  here  in  the  same  line  with 
those  referred  to  by  Mr.  Sargent,  as  to 
the  trade  relations  of  the  different  coun- 
tries ;  as  to  the  expressions  of  opinion  of 
prominent  men,  and  as  to  deposits  in  sav- 
ings banks  not  being  evidence  of  prosper- 
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ity  in  the  country,  and  I  have  adduced 
the  best  possible  proof  of  the  position  I 
have  taken,  and  I  think  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Niagara  will  find  it  very  diffi- 
cult to  controvert  my  statements,  or  the 
statements  of  that  Detroit  manufacturer. 
To  show  that  there  is  not  very  much  in  the 
arguments  of  my  hon.  friends,  who  give  as 
a  reason  why  English  statesmen  were  in- 
duced to  adopt  a  free-trade  policy,  that 
the  country  had  grown  rich  under  a  pro- 
tective policy,  I  refer  to  Molesworth's  his- 
tory of  England,  vol.  i,  page  51. 

Hon  Mr.  KAULBACH— We  do  not 
want  any  book  theories. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— Am  I  not 
permitted  to  refer  to  history,  to  the  stand- 
ard authors  ?    This  historian  remarks  : 

*<  Nor  were  these  discontents  without  reason. 
The  people  of  this  country  had  for  some  time 
past  been  suffering  cruelly,  and  had  been 
forcing  themselves  on  the  attention  of  their 
law-givers  in  an  altogether  unpleasant  and 
unsatisfactory  manner.  Statements  of  agri- 
cultural distress,  mining  distress,  and  manu- 
facturing distress,  were  made,  echoed  and  re- 
echoed. Sometimes  they  were  met  by  un- 
qualified assent  ;  sometimes  by  vehement 
contradiction;  but  still  they  continued  to  be 
made.  But  let  Governments  and  members  of 
Parliament  say  what  they  would,  there  was 
distress,  and  very  serious  and  terrible  dis- 
tress, too.  Agricultural  laborers  were  found 
starved  to  death,  having  tried  in  vain  to 
support  nature  with  sorrel  and  other  such 
like  food.  In  vain  did  landlords  abate  their 
rents,  and  clergymen  their  tithes;  wages  oon 
tinued  to  fall,  and  had  at  length  reached  such 
a  point  of  depression  that  they  did  not  suffice 
to  support  existence.'^ 

^  The  simple  fact  was,  that  wars,  national 
debt,  increase  of  population,  corn-laws,  mal- 
administration or  the  poor-laws  and  other 
legislation  or  hindrance  of  legislation,  had  re- 
duced the  ereat  mass  of  the  people,  and  es- 
pecially tne  agricultural  laoorers,  to  the 
verge  of  starvation  and  despair.  They  were 
0oing  mad  with  misery ;  and  in  their  mudness 
in^  did  mischief  by  which  they  themselves 
were  sure  to  be  the  first  and  greatest  sufferers.'* 

.  That  shows — 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB — ^What  does  it 
show  ?  That  the  condition  of  the  agri- 
cultural classes  of  England  was  exceedingly 
distressing. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  can  show 
by  history  that  the  statements  that  hon. 


gentlemen  have  made,  as  to  the  cause  of 
England  adopting  free-trade,  are  not  cor- 
rect 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.  C.)— 
That  is  fifty-five  years  ago. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— My 
hon.  friend  seems  to  take  a  melancholy 
pleasure  in  reading  of  this  distress. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  rise  to  a  question 
of  order.  There  are  not  more  than  a 
dozen  members  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
ahd  there  are  some  sixty  on  the  other  side, 
and  although  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  are  allowed,  as  a  rule,  to  go  on 
without  interruption,  when  three  or  four 
members  speak  on  this  side  they  are 
interrupted  continuously,  and  in  a  most 
discourteous  way. 

The  SPEAKER— With  regard  to  the 
point  of  order  raised  by  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Halifax,  the  hon.  member  who 
has  the  floor  has  taken  it  so  good-naturedly 
that  I  did  not  care  to  interfere  j  had  he 
complained  of  it,  I  certainly  should  have 
called  hon.  members  to  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH — I  do  not 
think  my  hon.  friend  from  Halifax  has  any 
right  to  say  that  those  interruptions  are 
discourteous,  so  long  as  my  hon.  friend 
from  Hopewell  has  not  complained. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— When  we  ask 
questions  we  do  so  to  get  information.  If 
my  young  friend,  the  senior  member  for 
Halifax,  had  been  in  some  other  body,  he 
would  have  been  taught  something  on 
rules  oi  order. 

The  SPEAKER— These  remarks  are 
certainly  out  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— It  must  be 
remembered  that  there  are  very  few  ia 
this  Chamber  who  advocate  the  views 
which  I  hold,  and  of  course  it  can  scarcely 
be  considered  that  all  public  men  must 
think  alike  on  this  subject  This  ques- 
tion was  not  imported  into  this  House  by 
the  Opposition,  but  by  a  supporter  of  the 
Government,  and  in  the  discussion  hon. 
gentlemen  have  gone  too  freely  into  the 
subject 
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Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  did  not 
read  from  a  book. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  will  remind 
my  hon.  friend  of  a  story  that  I  have  read, 
of  a  scene  down  in  the  eastern  country. 
It  was  that  of  an  unfortunate  fellow  who 
was  up  on  a  charge  for  murder,  and  who 
had  employed  a  lawyer  of  some  local  cele- 
brity to  defend  him.  After  the  lawyer 
had  spoken  for  six  hours  in  defence  of 
his  client,  the  prisoner  became  weary,  and 
asked  his  counsel  how  long  he  intended 
to  continue  his  address.  The  lawyer  re- 
plied that  he  was  going  on  for  five  hours 
longer,  when  his  client  was  ready  to  ex- 
claim, with  King  Lear,  "  oh,  torture  me 
no  more,  I  will  confess !" — he  offered 
that  if  his  lawyer  would  stop  the  argument 
he  would  acknowledge  his  crime.  The 
poor  culprit  had  to  undergo  the  punish- 
ment of  eleven  hours  speaking,  and  suffer- 
ed capital  punishment  in  the  end.  I  was 
reminded  of  that  story  the  other  day,  afler 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Lunenburg  had 
reached  the  fourth  or  fifth  day  of  his 
remarks.  I  had  hoped  that  the  same 
effect  would  be  produced  here — that  the 
Government  would  have  admitted  the 
enormity  of  their  policy,  and  would  have 
thrown  themselves  upon  the  mercy  of  the 
country,  if  the  hon,  gentleman  would  dis- 
continue his  address. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— We 
will  now,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  will  give 
up  the  five  hours. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  admit  that 
there  might  be  some  application  of  the 
story  if  I  were  to  go  on  for  five  days.  But 
I  am  not  defending  the  government  in 
this  case.  I  stumbled  upon  the  Contem- 
porary Review  the  other  day,  and — 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Another 
book? 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— Yes,  another 
book,  and  I  am  sure  that  the  opinions  ex- 
pressed by  the  writer  here  are  very  much 
more  forcibly  put  than  any  remarks  I  can 
Hiake.     It  is  a  lot  of  tabulated  information. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— I  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  a  right  to  be  respected ; 
he  speaks  "by  the  book." 


Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— Yes.  I  am 
very  much  obliged  to  my  hon.  friend  I 
have  heard  it  running  through  the 
speeches  of  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  from  the  beginning — through  the 
speeches  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Lunenburg,  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Quinte,  the  hon.  gentleman  firom  Hamil- 
ton, the  hon.  gentleman  from  Belleville, 
and,  I  think,  the  senior  member  from 
Belleville,  particularly,  told  us,  in  advocat- 
ing the  high  protective  system,  about  the 
cheapness  of  goods,  leaving  people  to  in- 
fer that  the  very  cheapness  of  the  goods 
to-day  was  the  result  of  the  National 
Policy.  Hon.  gentlemen  who  use  that 
line  of  argument  in  their  addresses,  cer- 
tainly are  not  complimenting  the  intelli- 
gence of  the  people  whom  they  expect  to 
read  their  speeches,  when  they  suppose 
that  that  will  be  a  forcible  argument,  or 
that  the  people  will  not  be  able  to  see 
through  the  flimsiness  of  such  statements, 
as  having  any  bearing  at  All  upon  the 
issue,  and  hence  I  would  refer  here  to  the 
reasons — to  the  great  reduction  of  rates, 
in  the  old  countries,  upon  articles  of  con- 
sumption, and  the  reasons  for  that  reduc- 
tion of  rates.  The  author  of  the  article  I 
refer  to  was  Mr.  Fowler,  M.  P.,  and  he 
compiles  these  figures  from  a  legitimate 
channel  He  says : — "  A  comparison  in 
figures  of  the  prices  as  given  in  this  table, 
and  of  the  prices  of  the  same  articles  six 
years  later,  will  bring  before  the  reader 
the  present  situation  more  impressively 
than  any  other  mode  of  statement.  It 
will  suffice  to  give  the  most  important 
article  of  commerce — prices  in  January, 
1879,  and  in  January,  1885  : 

1879.     Jan.  1884.     Jan.  1886. 
Coffee,  ner 

cwt.(Oey- 

lon)  . . . .  658.  70s.  678.  6d . 

Coals,  per 

ton 198.  178.  178. 6d. 

Wheat,  per 

qr 398.  7d.  39s.  328.  6d. 

Sugar,  per 

cwt.  OV. 

India). . .  178  to  208.  168.  to  198.  98. 6d, to  12b. 

And  yet  the  inference  would  be  that 
the  cheap  rates  of  sugar  in  Canada  now 
all  comes  about  through  the  National 
Policy — that  is  if  the  hon.  gentleman's 
speeches  are  to  be  considered  of  any  im- 
portance.  He  goes  on  to  discuss  tfie 
reasons  of  those  enormous  redactions,  and 
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dRail. 

By^AU  Rail. 

29. 

42.6 

26.9 

33.2 

13.3 

17.3 

15.7 

19.7 

10.4 

14.4 

10.9 

14.6 

11.6 

16.5 

9.76 

13. 

among  other  reasons  he  shows  the  differ- 
ence in  rates  of  freights,  which  is  certainly 
enormous.  He  gives  the  rates  from 
Chicago  to  New  York  as  follows : — 

Average  Freight  of  Wheat  from 
Ghioago  to  New  York. 


1868....  24.54 
1873. ...19.19 
1879....  11.60 

1880  12,27 

1881  8,19 

1882  7.89 

1883  8.40 

Jan.  to  Sept.  }^'^^ 

The  charges  as  to  shipping  are  equally 
remarkable.  Freights  for  wheat  sent  from 
New  York  and  San  Francisco  to  England 
fell  50  per  cent  between  October,  1883, 
and  October,  1884.  They  have  also 
fallen  heavily  between  India  and  the 
United  Kingdom.  Since  1880,  it  would 
be  safe  to  say  that  freights  have  fallen 
generally  from  30  to  40  per  cent.  The 
following  rates  were  given  last  year  from 
Calcutta  to  the  United  Kingdom : 

1881.  1882.  1883.   1884. 

YiatheCape, Wheat,  628  6d  308  258       208  6d 
Tia  the  Canal     «       7l8  3d  368  268  3d  178  6d 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— That  shows 
the  depression  of  trade  in  England. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— It  shows  the 
remarkable  reduction  in  the  cost  of  trans- 
portation in  the  great  productions  of  the 
world  which  are  required  for  consumption, 
and  it  is  no  wonder,  therefore,  with  such 
largely  diminished  freight  rates,  and  such 
reduction  in  prices  m  the  beginning,  that 
many  of  our  staple  commodities  should 
run  so  exceeding  low.  Hon.  gentlemen 
may  think  it  very  absurd  of  me  to  allude 
to  such  a  reason  as  that,  because  the 
people  ought  to  understand  it ;  yet  hon. 
gentlemen  will  seriously  persist  in  uttering 
such  speeches,  which  are  only  calculated, 
if  they  are  meant  for  anything,  to  mislead 
the  people  and  teach  them  that  under  a 
high  protective  tariff  the  prices  of  sugar, 
cotton,  and  agricultural  implements  are 
lower.  There  is  a  tendency  of  that  kind 
going  on  continually  in  the  world,  owing 
largely  to  the  introduction  of  improved 
machmery  and  new  appliances  by  which 
^x)mmodities  can  be  grown,  and  produced. 


and  transported  more  cheaply  than  in  previ- 
ous years ;  hence  it  is  natural  enough  that 
they  should  be  purchased  at  lower  rates. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Competition 
in  trade  has  done  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  have  given 
the  opinions  of  some  of  our  public  men  on 
this  question,  and  I  would  now  suggest  an 
adjournment  of  the  debate  before  going 
into  the  other  branch  of  the  subject. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said 
he  would  prefer  that  the  debate  should  be 
continued  after  six  o'clock. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— I 
understood  the  hoa  member  to  say  that 
one  effect  of  the  depression  in  New  Bruns- 
wick, is  that  the  attendance  of  school 
children  in  the  public  schools  has  dimim 
ished,  and  I  remarked  in  a  low  tone  of 
voice,  that  it  was  not  so  in  the  province  of 
Quebec  :  to  which  the  hon  gentleman 
replied  by  quoting  from  a  copy  of  the 
Montreal  Witness^  in  which  the  rates  for 
municipal  taxation  are  shown  to  be  lower 
than  the  rates  set  forth  in  the  census,  in 
which  there  was  no  taxation.  I  am  going 
to  prove  that  I  am  right  in  saying  that 
such  was  not  the  case  in  the  province  of 
Quebec  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  copy  of 
the  report  of  the  Inspector  of  Public 
Schools  for  the  province  of  Quebec,  for 
the  year  1883-84. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  did  not 
refer  to  the  province  of  Quebec  in  my 
remark  as  to  school  returns.  I  referred  to 
the  Witness^  and  to  the  Deputy  Registrar's 
report 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— 
The  hon.  gentleman  showed  me  a  paper, 
and  I  took  it  as  an  answer  by  him  to  my 
remark.  Here  is  wl^t  the  report  of  the 
Inspector  says.  I  will  take  a  comparison' 
from  the  year  1881  : — 


Fnnllsoii 
theBclioolBoUfl. 

1881-82  236,699 

1882-83  242>723 
1883-84  250,000 
showing  an  increase 
same  remark  applies 


AYWftge 
i^ttendanM 

180,463 

18&892 
192,852 

every  year. 


IncreMeof 
8ohoolSe(y» 

SOI 
424 
no 


to  the  number  of 
schools ;  the  last  increase  was  no,  there- 
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fore  the  hon.  gentleman  was  not  right  in 
saying  that  in  Quebec  there  was  a  de- 
crease in  the  school  attendance  as  well  as 
in  New  Brunswick. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  did  not 
refer  to  the  school  attendance  in  Quebec, 
as  I  had  no  returns. 

BILLS    INTRODUCED. 


"An   Act    amend  and  con- 
Civil  Service  Acts  of  1882, 
1884."     (Sir  Alex.  Campbell). 

"An  Act  to  further  to  amend 
incorporating    the    Richelieu 

Company,  and  the  Richelieu 
Navigation  Company."     (Mr. 


Bill  (31), 
solidate  the 
1883  and 

Bill  (61), 
the    Acts 
Navigation 
&  Ontario 
Pelletier). 

It  being  six  o'clock  the  Speaker  left  the 
chair. 

AFTER  RECESS. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN  resumed  his 
speech.  He  said:  I  cannot  close  the 
remarks  which  I  have  felt  called  upon  to 
make  upon  this  important  question,  after 
hearing  so  many  eloquent  addresses,  with- 
out making  a  few  observations  in  reply  to 
the  remarks  which  fell  from  the  hon. 
member  from  Lunenburg.  The  hon.  gen 
tleman  in  the  course  of  his  speech,  made 
the  following  among  other  observations  : — 

<*  Depression  exists,  but  .'prosperity  gener- 
ally abounds. 

«*  The  exports  (rom  the  farms  and  fisheries 
have  largely  increased,  and  factories  have 
been  developed. 

"  The  taxes  are  not  imposed  on  the  neces- 
saries of  life,  but  on  the  luxuries,  and  the 
masses  do  not  feel  them.  They  are  no  bur- 
den on  the  people. 

''The  people  of  England  are  suffering  from 
a  free-trade  policy,  and  rushing  in  thousands 
to  the  United  SUtes. 

^  Savings  banks  deposits  show  faith  in  the 
Government 

*'A  reciprocity  treaty  would  be  of  question- 
able advantage. 

<<  The  West  Indies  trade  has  been  largely 
promoted  by  the  National  Policy,  and  our 
ships  have  been  emploved. 

*'  The  fishermen  and  all  industrial  olaaaes 
are  less  taxed  than  ever  before. 

<'The  increased  imports  are  due  to  the 
National  Policy. 

**  Coal  18  cheaper  to  the  consumer. 

"  The  fisheries  have  been  developed  by  the 
National  Policy. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEBOUCUEKVlhljE' 


'*No  necessaries  of  life  are  dearer;  but 
rents,  meats,  and  farm  produce  are  higher,  &c» 

I  recapitulate  those  in  order  to  give 
hon.  gentlemen  a  general  notion  of  what 
the  remarks  are.  My  hon.  friend  says 
that  "depression  exists,  but  prospeiity 
abounds."  The  meaning  of  that  I  do  not 
exactly  understand. 

Hon.  Mr..  KAULBACH— I  will  ex- 
plain it  if  my  hon.  friend  wishes. 

Hon.  Mr.  McLELAN — I  remember 
the  apostle  Paul  spoke  of  knowing  how 
to  be  abased  and  how  to  abound,  but  I 
fancy  he  did  not  wish  the  Phillippians  to 
understand  that  he  was  both  himgry  and 
full  at  the  same  time ;  and  therefore  the 
address  which  my  hon.  friend  makes  ta 
the  Canadians  must  have  a  different  signi- 
fication. He  says  the  exports  of  the  farms 
and  fisheries  have  largely  increased,^  and 
the  factories  have  developed.  By  the  ex- 
ports from  the  farms,  I  fancy  he  means 
the  exports  of  cattle,  to  a  large  extent.  I 
cannot  conceive  why  hon.  gentlemen, 
should  allude  to  these  exports  as  being 
influenced  by  the  protective  tariff.  The 
products  of  the  field  are  the  mainstay  of 
the  country  undoubtedly;  only  for  that 
the  effect  of  the  National  Policy  would  be 
more  disastrous  than  it  has  been.  They 
are  not  favored  by  the  National  Policy, 
and  neither  is  lumber.  The  Finance 
Minister  said,  in  one  of  his  speeches,  that 
it  was  impossible  to  aid  the  lumber  trade ; 
hence  there  is  no  possibility  that  any 
argument  can  be  made  out  of  the  increas- 
ed exports  of  lumber  and  farm  produce  ia 
support  of  the  protective  system.  One 
cannot  see  how  the  National  Policy  would 
make  a  large  catch  of  fish. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— By  the  pro- 
tection of  our  fisheries. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN — ^One  cannot 
see  how  the  fisheries  could  be  made  more 
productive  by  high  taxation.  I  am  sur- 
prised that  these  things  should  go  forth, 
from  this  hon.  body  as  the  matured  senti- 
ments of  the  boa  Senator.  They  must 
be  misleading,  or  they  cannot  possibly  be 
recognized  as  arguments  on  the  question, 
presented  to  us  for  discussion.  He  says 
that  the  taxes  are  not  imposed  on  the 
necessaries  of  life,  but  on  the  luxuries,. 
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and  the  masses  do  not  feel  them,  and  they 
are  no  burdens  on  the  people.  He  says 
the  fishermen  and  all  industrial  classes 
are  less  taxed  than  they  ever  were  before. 
The  fishermen's  needs  (meaning,  I  suppose, 
the  requirements  of  their  industries)  are 
not  taxed 

My  hon.  friend  from  Lunenburg  dwelt 
very  considerably  on  the  favor  with  which 
the  Government  had  dealt  with  the  fish- 
eries under  the  National  Policy.  The 
bounty  system  is  not  part  of  the  protective 
tariff  at  all  I  fancy  that  that  boon  was 
given  to  the  fishermen  largely  because  of 
their  share  of  the  fisheries  award,  and  no 
doubt  in  that  way  it  was  some  benefit  to 
them.  But  if  given  to  them  as  compen- 
sation for  the  losses  they  sustain  under 
the  high  protective  tariff,  they  are  not  at 
all  recompensed,  and  I  question  whether 
it  is  a  fair  compensation  for  their  share  of 
the  award.  So,  taking  it  either  way,  they 
are  scarcely  recompensed  by  the  small 
bounty  which  they  have  been  in  the  habit 
of  receiving.  I  have  been  favored  with 
letters  from  fishermen  in  Grand  Manan, 
and  I  hope  I  will  be  pardoned  for  giving 
the  expressions  of  practical  men  rather 
than  my  own  opinions  on  these  subjects, 
because  those  engaged  in  those  depart- 
ments of  trade  know  more  on  subjects 
with  which  they  have  to  deal  than  we  can 
know,  and  when  the  hon.  gentleman  fiom 
Lunenburg  rises  in  this  Chamber,  and  says 
diat  the  fishermen  are  more  contented  be- 
cause their  requirements  for  the  fishing 
industry  are  not  subject  to  taxation,  and 
also  from  the  consideration  and  favor 
shown  to  them,  I  am  satisfied  that  he 
does  not  speak  the  sentiments  of  the  fish- 
ermen of  Lunenburg. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  have  a 
large  interest  in  the  industry  myself. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  have  no 
doubt  the  hon.  gentleman  has  and  finds  it 
remunerative,  so  far  as  he  is  concerned ; 
but  if  these  correspondents  are  correct, 
there  must  be  some  discrepancy  between 
his  views  and  theirs.  These  correspond- 
ents are  reliable,  respectable  fishermen. 
I  win  read  an  extract  from  a  letter  from 
one  of  them,  dated  Grand  Manan,  Feb- 
ruary «2,  1885  • — 

**  Am  regards  the  tariff,  do  one  can  say  there 
is  one  redeeming  feature  in  it,  as  regards  the 


fishing  interests— excepting  fish-hooks,  lines 
and  nets,  as  they  come  from  the  machines — 
the  duty  on  everything  else  the  fisherman 
uses  has  been  gradually  increased  in  almost 
every  case.  Lines,  nets  and  hooks,  if  duty 
was  26  to  36  per  cent.,  would  not  add  a  great 
deal  more  to  the  burden,  as  the  cost  of  tnem 
is  very  small  now-a-days.  The  poorest  fish- 
erman, the  one  who  needs  it  most,  gets  some« 
where  about  $2.60  bounty  trom  our  Govern- 
ment; the  one  rich  enough  to  own  vessels 
gets  more,  of  course.  The  man  getting  $2.60 
wiJl  wear  out  t^o  pairs  of  rubber Hboots  in  the 
year,  at  least,  and  more  if  he  fishes  in  the 
winter,  which  cost  in  the  States  $3.60 ;  duty  26 
per  cent.,  making  87J  cents  ;  traders'  20  pr 
cent,  profit  on  cost,  17}  cents  more,  mates 
the  boots  cost  the  fisherman  $1.06  per  pair 
more  than  they  should,  which,  it  he  uses  two 
pairs  of  boots  only,  will  leave  him  60  cents 
out  of  his  $2.60  so  kindly  given  him  by  the 
paternal  Government,  'rhree  gallons  of 
Kerosene  oil  will  swallow  up  the  rest,  by  the 
increased  cost  from  the  efiects  of  duty  on  it. 
Then  he  stands  square  with  the  Government. 
After  that,  all  the  rest  is  one  way — the  manilla 
cordage,  sails  for  his  boat,  pork,  lard,  etc. 
There  is  no  use  enumerating.  Everything  he 
uses  is  increased  in  cost  by  the  protective 
tariff,  whether  made  abroad  or  at  home. 

**  It  is  a  Government  that  evidently  is  trying 
to  conciliate  the  proprietor  of  what  they  ex- 
pect will  be  their  borne  in  the  next  worla,  as 
they  tax  Bibles  and  prayer-books,  and  admit 
Brimstone  free. 

*<The  incorrigible  Sabbath-school  scholar,  if 
he  persists  in  it,  must  pay  30  per  cent,  on  the 
cards  he  or  she  uses :  out  the  meek  and  holy 
gambler,  the  devotional  whist  and  euchre 
player  (if  he  buys  a  bang-up  article),  only 
pays  from  6  to  12  per  cent,  for  his  cards. 
Thoughtful  fathers  of  our  country  I  On  free 
list  are:  Fish-hooks  and  diamonds,  agates 
and  fish-nets,  emeralds  and  cod-lines,  ruoies, 

S earls,  sapphires,  garnets,  and  pure-bred 
ogs ;  opals,  fur-skins — but  not  oilsKin  cloth- 
ing for  the  poor  mariner.  But  I  won't 
enumerate  farther. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB—Why  does  he 
not  buy  his  rubber  boots  in  Canada,  where 
he  can  get  them  cheaper  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— Canvas  and 
duck  are  manufactured  at  Yarmouth,  ia 
Nova  Scotia. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  am  surpris- 
ed that  my  hon.  friend  would  take  up  the 
time  of  the  House  reading  such  nonsense 
as  that  letter  contains. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  will  read 
another  letter  which  perhaps  will  be  more 
pleasing  to  roy  hon.  friend.  This  is  dat- 
ed 17th  February  1885  : — 
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"  You  ask  how  the  bounty  works  ?  Now 
it  works  well  enough  for  those  it  suits.  I  was 
always  opposed  to  it.  Where  do  you  think 
the  beoent  is  in  giving  a  boat  fisherman  two 
dollars  bounty  for  fishing  all  the  season  in  a 
boat^  clad  in  oil  clothes  and  rubber  boots,  the 
duty  on  which  will  cost  him  at  least  five  dol- 
lars for  the  year's  work.  You  may  say  buy 
Canadian  goods — ^that  is  where  the  shoe 
pinches.  They  are  made  and  sold  under 
■Government  protection,  consequently  poor 
goods  sold  at  a  profit.  If  they  had  to  depend 
on  the  qualiiv  to  sell  them,  better  goods  would 
be  made.  Tiie  sum  of  $1  per  ton  helps  very 
little  on  a  bad  voyage — a  jgood  trip  does  not 
need  it.  Government  bacTbetter  spend  boun- 
ty in  providing  boat  shelters,  coast  improve- 
ments, &c," 

Now,  if  the  fisherman  of  Lunenburgh, 
about  whom  the  hon.  gentleman  speaks 
so  freely,  are  as  intelligent  as  these — they 
will,  without  doubt,  come  to  the  same 
conclusion,  and  will  feel  surprised  to  find 
themselves  so  misrepresented  by  the 
Hon.  Senator  in  this  Parliament. 
I  refer  to  those  letters  in  answer  to  what 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  said  with  reference 
to  the  fishermen  being  remunerated  for 
all  their  taxes.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman 
asks  what  benefit  has  the  Dominion 
gained  by  the  expenditure  of  the  present 
Government  in  the  way  of  aiding  emigra- 
tion ?  This  is  a  very  pertinent  question 
which  he  does  not  answer  himself,  and  no 
one  else  does.  This  country,  in  my 
judgment,  has  gained  nothing,  but  the 
United  States  has  gained.  It  has  to  a 
large  extent  done  more  harm  than  good ; 
It  has  provided  for  a  lot  of  Government 
favorites  and  there  has  been  a  large  ex- 
penditure, considerably  over  half  a  million 
of  dollars,  and  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
question  which  the  hon.  member  from 
Lunenburg  has  asked — what  possible 
benefit  has  the  Dominion  gained  by  it? 
The  savings  bank  deposits  have  ahready 
been  referred  ta  Then  the  hon.  gentle- 
man says  reciprocity  treaties  are  question- 
able advantages.  My  hon.  friend  knows 
very  well  that  that  was  one  of  the  professed 
objects  of  the  Premier  in  inaugurating  the 
National  Policy.  It  was  advocated  chiefly 
on  that  basis.  I  am  sure  my  hon.  friend 
knows  that  that  was  one  of  the  arguments 
used  in  favor  of  the  National  Policy. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— The  hon.  gentle- 
man is  mistaken. 

Hon.;Mr.  McCLELAN— In  what  way? 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN. 


Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB — ^You  are  mistaken 
in  saying  that  the  National  .Policy  was 
advocated  on  the  basis  of  reciprocity. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentle- 
man is  mistaken  when  he  says  it  was  not 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  know  what  I 
am  talking  about. 

Hon.' Mr.  POWER— I  doubt  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  will  read  a 
resolution  which  was  adopted  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  in  1877  : — Moved  by 
Sir  J.  A.  Macdonald, — 

"  That  the  Speaker  do  not  leave  the  chair> 
bat  that  it  be  reBoked  that  this  House  is  of 
opinion  that  the  welfare  of  Canada  requires 
the  adoption  of  a  National  Policy,  which,  by  a 
judicious  readiustment  of  the  tariff,  will  ben^ 
fit  and  foster  the  asri cultural,  the  mining,  the 
manufacturing  and  other  interests  of  the  Do- 
minion; that  such  a  policy  will  retain  in 
Canada  thousands  of  our  fellow  countrymen, 
now  obliged  to  expatriate  themselves  in  search 
of  the  employment  denied  them  at  home,  will 
restore  prosperity  to  our  struggling  industries, 
now  so  sadly  depressed,  will  prevent  Canada 
from  being  made  a  sacrifice  market,  will  en- 
courage and  develop  an  active  interprovincial 
trade,  and,  moving,  as  it  ought  to  do,  in  the 
direction  of  reciprocity  of  tariflTa  with  our 
neighbors,  so  far  as  the  varied  interests  of 
Canada  may  demand,  will  greatly  tend  to 
procure  for  this  country,  eventually,  a  reci- 
procity of  trade*'* 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Through  a  reci- 
procity of  tarifls. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN — The  hon. 
gentleman  from  Niagara  must  understand 
that,  while  his  ability  is  recognized,  his 
memory  is  not  always  above  reproach.  It 
is  sometimes  defective — notably  so  in  this 
instance — and  like  other  people,  he  has 
his  failings,  and  therefore,  I  think  he  might 
let  me  proceed  But  my  hon.  friend  from 
Lunenburg  differs  from  his  Premier  and 
from  almost  all  the  gentlemen  in  the 
Lower  Provinces  of  his  political  stripe^ 
that  I  have  heard  discuss  this  question  of 
protection.  Almost  all  of  them  have 
assured  our  people— the  farmer  and  others 
who  are  interested  in  this  reciprocal  trad^ 
and  who  are  exceedingly  anxious,  I  may 
sa;r,  to  secure  reciprocal  trade  relations 
with  the  United  States,  if  possible,  on 
reasonably  fair  terms — on  every  occasion 
I  have  heard  them  claim  for  this  National 
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Policy,  that  it  was  devised  to  bring  about 
that  state  of  things,  but  it  has  not  brought 
about  reciprocity. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  never 
advocated  to  the  contrary. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN — I  have  never 
had  the  pleasure  of  listening  to  the  hon. 
gentleman  on  the  stump,  and  conse- 
quently I  do  not  venture  to  contradict 
him.  I  simply  say  that  the  opinion  to 
which  he  has  given  expression  is  different 
to  that  entertained  by  his  party,  and 
differs  entirely  from  that  of  another  dis- 
tinguished gentleman.  Sir  Alex.  Gait,  and 
entirely  from  the  opinions  of  those  who 
have  changed  from  free-trade  to  protec- 
tion. All  of  them  advocate,  so  far  as  I 
know,  a  reciprocity  treaty,  and  therefore 
the  opinions  expressed  by  my  hoa  friend 
from  Lunenburg  are  exceptional  I  hope 
his  opinions  will  not  prevail  There  is 
nothing  visible  on  the  surface  of  anything 
being  done  during  the  last  six  years  to 
procure  this  boon  which  is  foreshadowed 
in  this  resolution,  but  I  do  trust  that  in 
future  some  steps  will  be  taken.  We  see 
every  evidence  in  the  case  of  negotiations 
favoring  Newfoundland,  which  is  unfet- 
tered by  this  Confederacy,  that  Mr. 
Bayard,  one  of  the  Cabinet  Ministers  at 
Washington,  is  quite  in  accord  with  that 
view  of  things,  that  closer  trade  relations 
should  exist  with  bordering  countries, 
and  in  fact,  according  to  Sir  Ambrose 
Shea,  he  indicated  that  while  the  Govern- 
ment were  prepared  to  consider  the  ques- 
tion, they  preferred  considering  it  in  its 
relations  to  the  whole  British  dominions 
on  this  continent 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— Sir  Ambrose 
Shea  was  not  acting  for  the  Newfound- 
land Government 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  have  not 
said  that  he  was. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— That  was  the 
impcession  conveyed  to  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN — I  am  givbg 
his  expression  of  opinion  in  favor  of 
negotiating  reciprocal  trade  relations 
towards  which  we  are  ail  so  favorable. 


Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Have  not 
our  Governments  given  intimations  that 
they  are  ready  for  a  reciprocity  treaty  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— They  may 
have  given  a  great  many  intimations  of 
their  readiness,  but  I  do  not  see  many  re- 
sults from  it  Another  observation  was 
that  the  West  India  trade  was  largely  de- 
veloped by  the  National  Policy,  and  that 
our  ships  are  more  employed,  and  my 
hon.  friend  repeated  it  several  times  in 
order  to  give  it  more  emphasis.  I  feel  in- 
clined to  take  issue  with  him  as  to  the 
correctness  of  his  statements.  As  far  as 
I  have  heard  from  that  province,  I  would 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  West 
India  trade  of  Halifax  is  greatly  impaired 
by  the  National  Policy. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  is  ruined. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— The  hon 
gentleman  from  Lunenburg  then  refers  to 
the  fishermen,  to  which  reference  I  have 
replied.  He  says  Halifax  is  prosperous, 
and  has  largely  increased  its  exports;  that 
coal  is  cheaper  to  the  consumer.  That 
was  not  the  argument  used  by  the  gentle- 
men from  Nova  Scotia  in  1870,  a  number 
of  whose  speeches  I  did  not  quote  from 
to-day ;  some  of  them  unfortunately  have 
departed  from  us,  and  others  are  yet  in 
this  Chamber.  That  is  not  the  argument 
of  Sir  Alexander  Gait  That  is  not  the 
statement,  as  far  as  I  know,  of  any  one  else 
who  discusses  these  trade  questions.  I 
think  the  hon.  gentleman  who  repre- 
sent the  city  of  St  John  would  be  able  to 
throw  some  light  on  the  question,  whether 
the  duty  has  increased  the  price  of  coal. 
I  think  the  people  of  New  Brunswick 
have  some  reason  to  feel  that  then:  taxes 
are  very  considerably  increased  in  conse- 
quence of  the  amount  of  coal  they  are 
obliged  to  use  that  is  increased  by  the  ad- 
ditional duty.  And  then  my  hon.  friend 
says  that  no  necessaries  of  life  are  dearer, 
but  meat  and  farm  produce  su-e  cheaper. 
His  argument  is  peculiar  in  this  way;  that 
one  end  of  his  sentence  differs  from  the 
other,  and  therefore  one  end  of  it  must 
always  be  right.  Then  he  goes  on  to  say, 
on  several  occasions,  that  bread  is  not 
dearer  at  all — that  the  duty  on  flour  and 
com  meal  does  not  tend  to  make  any  dif- 
ference in  the  price. 
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Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  did  not 
say  corn  meal. 

Hon.    Mr.    McCLELAN— My    hoa 

friend  said  that  bread  was  not  made  any 
dearer  by  the  tax  on  flour. 

.  Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Your  leader 
in  this  House  took  the  same  view,  in  a 
speech  which  he  made  a  few  days  previous 
to  mine. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  have  not 
observed  it.  I  differ  altogether  from  my 
hon.  friends,  and  I  differ  from  the  Minis- 
ter of  Finance,  and  I  think  the  Minister 
of  Finance  differs  from  both  of  us,  be- 
cause he  admitted  in  his  speech  of  last 
year,  and  his  speech  of  the  year  before, 
that  the  duty  did  increase  the  cost  of  flour, 
but  only  in  a  limited  way. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— The  hon. 
member  from  Ot'tawa  thought  differently. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  have  not 
been  able  to  find  any  statement  of  that 
kind  from  him  ;  but  from  my  own  ex|)eri- 
ence — and  I  have  been  somewhat  con- 
nected with  the  flour  business — I  know 
that  the  effect  it  has  on  flour  is  very  pecu- 
liar. There  are  generally  two  or  three 
periods  in  the  year  when  we  can  buy 
very  much  cheaper  than  at  other  times. 
There  is  a  drop  in  the  price  of  flour,  and 
having  a  class  of  small  vessels  running, 
we  can  buy  flour  cheaper  in  New  York 
than  in  Canada.  The  effect  of  this  duty 
is  to  remove  from  us  largely  that  option, 
or,  if  it  does  not  deprive  us  of  it,  we  are 
taxed  more  by  having  to  pay  the  duty. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— If  you  get 
the  flour  in  Canada,  you  have  no  duty  to 
pay  on  it.  You  can  get  Canada  flour  in 
the  United  States, 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— But  we  are 
virtually  compelled  to  pay  duty  on  imports. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  have  a 
statement  in  my  hand  showing  the  duty 
collected  on  flour,  corn  meal,  eta,  at  diff- 
erent ports  in  the  Maritime  Provinces. 


Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Separate  the 
flour. 


Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  will  separ 
ate  it ;  the  statement  is  as  follows : — 

Duty  Collbctcd  on  Indian  Cdhi«  Corii  Meal  and  Wlieat 
Flour,  30Ui[June  to  December  81, 1884. 

PO^-.                               IKDIAN              OORir  WHKAT 

CORK.              MBALw  FJiOVH. 

Amherst $15  90       $232  00  $838  50 

Annapolis    12  46           786  60  1,288  60 

Antigonish 186  00  87  00 

Anchat 180  40  860  00 

Baddeck 16  80  146  00 

BaiTfngton 83          613  80  1,693  66 

Bridgetown 2  41           110  00  347  00 

Ooinwallia     3  38           884  00  1^7  60 

l>Igbv    760           78900  709  25 

GuTsboro 78  20  334  00 

Halifax 4,268  90        1.475  20  6,876  50 

Liverpool 105           994  80  1,637  00 

Lockeport    2  65           668  80  80100 

Londonderry 10  00           23160  606  00 

Lnnenbuiv 1,422  40  8,919  00 

Maraaretinlle 42  00  301  76 

North  Sydney 787  60  1,907  00 

ParrBborongh 15  30          526  00  413  00 

Pietou   48160  406  50 

Port  Hawkesbury 168  00  1,108  50 

PortHood 5  00 

Hort  Medway 48  60  114  0$ 

^helbnme    68           284  80  63100 

Sydney 466  20  668  BO 

Truro    230  00  658  00 

WeymoQth 2  78        1,592  80  2,062  00 

Windsor 90        1,442  80  2,428  76 

Yarmouth  26  00        8,799  20  4,160  50 

$4,375  05    $17,707  20  $84,088  50 

Wheat  Flour $34,088  50 

Com  Meal 17,707  20 

Indian  Com 4,875  05 

$56,170  76 

Therefore,  my  hon.  friend  will  see  that 
he  is  mistaken  in  the  statement  which  he 
made. 


Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  say  I  am 
not  mistaken,  because  when  there  is  a 
surplus  of  fiour  in  the  United  States,  and 
it  is  very  cheap,  they  go  and  buy  there. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Order!  Order f 

The  speaker— While  the  gentleman 
who  has  the  floor  is  not  displeased  with 
any  interruptions,  no  question  of  order  can 
be  raised ;  but  if  an  hon.  gentleman,  when 
speaking,  objects  to  an  interruption,  of 
course  I  must  rule  on  the  question  of 
order. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— The  hon. 
gentleman  from  Lunenburg  in  his  speech 
remarked  that  the  excuse  made  by  the 
War  Department  in  England  for  sending 
to  America  for  their  pumps  for  the  Soudan 
was  that  they  could  get  them  more  quickly 
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and  with  greater  facility  in  the  United 
States  than  in  free  trade  England ;  and 
further  on  he  remarks  that  France  has  to 
go  over  and  buy  from  a  free  trade  coun- 
try, England,  the  ships  used  in  their  own 
trade.  In  one  case  the  hon.  gentleman 
points  to  the  deficiency  in  pumps  as  a 
proof,  and  in  the  other  case  to  the  surplus 
of  shipping  as  a  proof  that  British  trade  is 
decreasing  under  free  trade  policy. 

Hon.  Mr.   KAULBACH— And  both 
are  correct 


Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— The  hon. 
gentleman  remarked  that  he  believed 
fanning  to  be  the  basis  of  all  industries, 
and  without  it  we  could  not  get  along  and 
prosper.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  right  at 
last;  he  is  in  accord  with  that  distin- 
guished gentleman,  Daniel  Webster,  who 
spoke  of  commerce,  agriculture  and  manu- 
fiu:tures  as  being  the  three  great  pillars  on 
which  is  based  the  prosperity  of  a  country 
— the  greatest  of  which  is  in  the  centre ; 
the  greatest  is  agriculture,  and  there 
comes  in  the  great  evil  of  these  high 
protective  duties  with  which  the  farmers 
are  handicapped,  and  which  hinders 
the  development  of  the  cattle  trade  in 
the  Lower  Provinces.  My  hon.  friend 
must  know  that  to  carry  on  stock  feeding 
successfully  in  Nova  Scotia  and  New 
Brunswick,  the  farmers  must  import 
com  or  other  produce  to  feed  their  immense 
herds.  It  would  be  well  perhaps,  if  they 
had  a  level  country,  to  raise  this  produce 
themselves ;  but  they  do  not  do  it,  and 
they  have  to  import  the  com  which,  to  a 
great  extent,  they  use  in  fattening  their 
stock,  and  which  is  subject  to  this  vexatious 
duty.  He  spoke  of  the  great  facilities 
that  were  given  for  the  transportation  of 
cattle  by  shipping  to  foreign  markets.  I 
understood  him  to  say  that  there  has  been 
a  reduction  of  freight  I  do  not  know 
that  anything  of  the  kind  has  been 
secured  by  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment; I  do  not  think  they  have  in- 
terfered with  the  shipping  rates  in  that 
way,  or  that  they  have  done  anything 
to  facilitate  transportation ;  but  what  they 
have  done,  in  order  to  have  an  argument 
for  putting  a  duty  on  com  and  flour,  they 
carry  the  coal  from  Nova  Scotia  to 
Montreal  at  a  nominal  rate — almost  free ; 


at  all  events,  it  is  not  more  than  one-sixth 
or  one-fifth,  at  the  outside,  as  much  per 
mile  per  ton  as  is  charged  for  transporting 
farm  produce.  I  have  not  got  the  figures 
here  to  substantiate  that  statement,  but  I 
believe  it  to  be  correct  nevertheless.  I 
believe  that  the  owners  of  the  Spring  Hill 
Mines,  some  of  whom  I  believe  have 
become  rich,  do  not  pay  more  than  one- 
eighth  of  a  cent  per  mile  per  ton  to  trans- 
port their  coal  for  700  miles — from  Spring 
Hill  to  Montreal — and  I  believe  it  costs 
a  farmer  for  his  cattle,  his  hay  and  grain, 
and  the  lumberman  for  his  supplies  or 
products,  five  times  as  much  for  any 
transportation  done  for  them.  And  why 
is  that  ?  Simply  because  the  farmer  is  not 
in  a  position  to  come  up  here,  like  the 
president  of  a  large  corporate  body,  or  the 
manager  of  a  factory,  and  demand  "  pro- 
tection," as  they  call  it  The  farmers  are 
simply  at  the  mercy  of  the  other  interests. 
Their  interests  are  handicapped  and 
injured  by  the  demoralizing  effect  of 
a  protective  policy,  and  yet  there  is  money 
in  the  savings  bank ;  still  the  farmers  are 
progressing — the  cheese  industry  is  pros- 
perous j  but  that  state  of  affairs  has  not 
been  brought  about  in  any  way  by  the 
National  Policy.  It  has  been  brought 
about,  and  is  continuing  in  spite  of  the 
National  Policy,  and  the  disadvantages 
which  that  policy  has  created  for  the 
agricultural  interests.  Agriculture  is  the 
industry  that  is  developing  and  sustaining 
the  country ;  it  is  the  central  pillar  which 
is  maintaining  and  keeping  up  this  Do- 
minion, and  when  the  time  of  depression 
comes,  as  perhaps  it  has  come  to  a  limited 
extent  at  present,  the  farmers  will  have  to 
bear  the  burden,  and  the  poor  operatives 
who  are  turned  out  of  doors  without  a 
knowledge  of  any  other  business  will  be 
dependent  upon  the  farmers  for  subsist- 
ence. Such  has  been  the  case  in  all  highly 
protected  countries,  as  the  hon.  gentleman 
well  knows.  So  it  is  with  the  lumber  in- 
terest. The  lumber  interest  is  not  pro- 
tected ;  no  one  pretends  that  it  is.  The 
Finance  Minister  himself  stated  that  it 
was  not — that  it  could  not  be  protected ; 
that  everything  the  lumberman  buys  for 
his  business — his  plant,  his  supplies,  pork, 
floiu:,  beans  and  everything  which  he  re- 
quires in  the  way  of  supplies  and  clothing 
for  his  men,  is  naturally  advanced  in  price, 
and   notwithstanding  this   drawback  the 
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lumbermen  of  New  Brunswick  last  year 
exported  a  large  amount  of  lumber. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH~Our  farmers 
provide  the  lumbermen  with  nearly  every- 
thing they  require  in  the  way  of  supplies. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— ^By  the  ex- 
ports of  the  farm  and  the  forest,  and  1 
dare  say  of  the  fisheries  also,  it  will  be 
seen  that  those  three  lines  of  industry 
have  developed,  and  to  that  extent  the 
country  has  certainly  prospered,  but  not 
because  of  the  National  Policy.  The 
hon.  gentleman  from  Lunenburg  contends 
that  cotton  is  cheaper  in  Canada  now  than 
it  was  when  this  country  was  a  slaughter 
market  for  the  manufacturers  of  the 
United  States.  We  all  know  that;  but 
cotton  goods  would  be  cheaper  anyway. 
They  are  cheaper  all  over  the  world ;  the 
raw  material  is  cheaper  ;  the  production 
of  the  raw  and  manufactured  material  is 
cheaper  ;  transportation  is  cheaper,  and  if 
it  were  not  for  the  duty  imposed  by  the 
National  Policy,  we  could  get  twice  as 
much  cotton,  twice  as  much  sugar,  and 
twice  as  much  of  many  other  articles  to- 
day for  our  money  as  we  do.  Yet  my 
■hon.  friend  and  other  hon.  gentlemen  who 
hold  the  same  views  are  accustoming  the 
people  of  this  country,  through  their 
speeches  and  through  the  press,  to  con- 
sider that  it  is  all  through  the  National 
Policy  that  goods  are  cheaper  to-day  than 
they  were  five  years  ago.  The  hon. 
gentleman,  departing  from  the  subject 
before  the  House,  referred  to  Mr.  Glad- 
stone as  an  able  man  and  leader  of  a  great 
party  in  England  ;  he  referred  to  his 
policy  as  being  "  a  shilly-shally  policy ; " 
and  but  for  the  vacillating  policy  of  Glad- 
stone, Gen.  Gordon  might  have  been  alive 
to-day.  What  has  that  to  do  with  the 
National  Policy  ?  That  was  a  contingency 
that  might  have  arisen  in  any  country,  and 
it  was  a  very  hard  accusation  to  make 
against  Mr.  Gladstone,  and  had  no  con- 
nection with  this  debate  whatever.  If  the 
hon.  gentleman  wishes  to  indulge  in  that 
kind  of  reference,  I  think  there  are 
events  occurring  in  our  own  country ;  the 
blood  of  Canada's  sons  is  crimsoning  the 
snows  of  the  western  prairies,  they  also 
are  entitled  to  the  commiseration  of  the 
hon.  gentleman ;  and  if  he  wishes 
to  indulge  this  iaxicy,  and  allow  his  ima- 

HoN.  Mr.  McCLELAN. 


gination  to  roam  so  as  to  attach  responsi- 
bility for  such  contingencies  upon  anybody, 
he  can  indulge  it  at  home  without  refer- 
ring particularly  to  Mr.  Gladstone,  who  is 
at  the  present  day  the  most  distinguished 
man  in  Great  Britain,  if  not  in  the  world. 
Referring  to  the  cotton  industry,  the  hon. 
gentleman  contended  that  the  duties  on 
cottons  were  not  a  burden  on  the  people. 
A  correspondent  of  the  Maruhesier  Exam- 
iner and  Times^  seems  to  understand  the 
cotton  business  of  Canada  pretty  well,  and 
replying  to  another  correspondent  who  had 
written  over  the  signature  of  "Verax,"  says  : 

"  No  one  knows  better  than  *  Verax  '  that 
protection  also  robs  the  Treasury^  but  few 
perhaps  of  the  general  public  know  to  how 
great  an  extent  this  is  tne  case.  Of  certain 
classes  of  cotton  j^oods  the  Canadians  import 
none;  and  the  reason  is  not  far  to  seek.  A 
cotton  spinner  made  this  calculation,  namely, 
that  their  protection  would  pay  alJ  the  wages 
of  the  mill  hands.  Here,  then,  the  Treasury 
is  completely  robbed,  and  the  people  of  Cana- 
da would  be  as  rich  if  they  oaia  these  men 
and  women  (the  mill  hands)  their  full  waees 
for  doin^  nothing.  And  this  is  not  all  tne 
case  against  these  high  duties.  The  mill- 
owners  have  made  no  money,  but  have  lost 
heavily,  and  if  one  could  onfy  now  ship  the 
mills  and  machinery  to  Lancashire,  they 
could  be  had  cheap,  even  for  Lancashire 
prices.  No  doubt  there  are  other  classes  of 
goods  no  longer  imported  into  Canada.  The 
high  protective  duties  in  ^reat  part,  pay  for 
th  e  wajgea  of  the  workpeople .  This  is  th  e  way 
our  friends  in  Canada  burden  themselves 
with  a  poor-rate  for  mill  hands,  tax  the  con- 
sumer, and  rob  their  Treasury." 

In  answer  to  another  observation  of  my 
hoiL  friend,  in  which  he  spoke  of  the  in- 
creased imports  from  England,  and  the  de- 
creased imports  from  the  United  States, 
the  following  figures  taken  from  the  trade 
and  navigation  tables  of  the  Dominion 
show  how  our  trade  is  shaping — ^they  give 
the  value  of  goods  from  Great  Britain  and 
the  United  States  entered  for  consumption 
during  the  last  five  fiscal  years,  and  the 
amount  of  duties  paid  on  them  : 


ORBAT  BUTAtN. 

Imports.         Duties. 


1880--$34,451,234 
1881—  4S,6S3,808 
188^  C0«I»S.841 
188»-  62,062.466 
1884—  48.418,015 


6,737,997 
8,772,960 
10,011,811 
9,897,785 
8,001,871 


DBXTID  STATES. 

Imports.  Duties. 

f29,84d,»48  4.521,S11 

86,70«,U2  5.667,29S 

48,289,0&S  7,082,722 

6<(M2,338  8,188.623 

60,4M;826  7,420,462 


Total  $2M.112»858     48,421,014       |ia%tt%97l    82,889,811 

Now,  I  am  reluctant  to  state  this  as 
authentic,  because  it  is  exactly  the  reverse 
of  the  figures  given  by  my  Iioil  friend  in. 
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his  speech,  and  one  or  the  other  must  be 
wrong. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  must  be 
right 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— The  article 
in  which  I  happened  to  notice  this  state- 
ment, further  says  : — 

"  flow  completely  our  fiscal  policy  has  fail- 
ed ia  its  professed  objects,  is  shown  by  two 
facts:  (1)  that  there  is  a  decrease  in  the 
amount  of  English  imports,  and  an  increase 
in  the  amount  of  American  imports ;  and  (2) 
that  taking  the  totals  of  the  five  years  the  av- 
eraj^  rate  of  duties  on  English  imports  is 
19.3V  per  cent.,  and  on  American  imports  of 
only  14.80  per  cent. 

The  marKed  tendency  to  trade  with  our 
neighbors  is  here  shown  ao  clearly  that  he 
may  run  who  readeth  it;  and  with  such  a 
palpable  fact  before  us,  who  can  doubt  that 
the  real  interest  of  both  Canada  and  the 
United  States  lies  in  cultivating  the  freest 
possible  trade  relations  between  them  ?" 

My  hon.  friend  from  Lunenburg  twice, 
in  his  address,  remarked  that  agricultural 
implements  are  no  more  expensive  any- 
where in  Canada  to-day  than  they  were  in 
1878.  If  he  will  allow  me  I  will  read  to 
him  something  that  I  think  will  convince 
him  to  the  contrary,  as  well  as  other  hon. 
gentlemen  who  alluded  to  the  same  sub- 
ject, and  who  mentioned  particularly  that 
they  were  not  dearer  in  our  North- 
western territory.  I  shall  read  from  a 
newspaper  published  in  the  North-West. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN—What  is  the 
name  of  it  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN--The  name 
of  it  is  the  Regina  Leader  ;  and  the  editor, 
I  see  his  name  at  the  top,  is  Mr.  Nicho- 
las Flood  Davia  That  ought  to  be  a 
good  authority  for  the  hon.  gentleman. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN-^I  am  glad  that 
you  are  pleased  with  him. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— The  article 
in  qestion  is  in  the  form  ot  a  letter,  but 
given  in  the  editorial  column.  It  is  from 
a  gentleman  who  was  formerly  a  resident 
of  New  Brunswick,  and  who  was  standard 
bearer  for  the  Conservative  party  in  the 
ominty  of  Sunbury,  at  the  last  general  elec- 
tion. Being  unsuccessful  in  the  contest,  he 


moved  to  the  North- West  a  short  time  ago. 
He  was  a  very  strong  supporter  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, and  of  their  general  policy,  and 
especially  of  the  National  Policy,  with  all  its 
embellishments.     He  says  : — 

"  I  first  have  to  say  I  did  not  make  a  gen- 
eral slaughter  of  the  National  Policy.  In 
speaking  of  the  National  Policy,  I  said  that 
many  articles  were  cheaper,  including  cotton 
and  woollen  goods,  and  that  living  to-day 
was  cheaper  in  Canada  than  at  any  former 
period." 

Hon.  geptlemen  must  see  he  has  the 
same  sound  that  they  have ;  he  must  be 
"  true  blue." 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— What  is  the 
date  of  that  paper  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— It  is  the  17th 
March  of  this  year.     He  continues  : — 

It  is  true  I  did  take  exception  to  the  tariflf 
on  agricultural  implements  as  being  against 
the  interest  of  the  settlers  in  the  North- West,, 
and  I  am  firm  in  that  opinion,  Mr.  Wright 
notwithstanding  to  the  contrary.  If  my 
memory  serves  me  aright,  I  did  not  ask  for  a 
change  in  the  teriff,  however  desirable  such  a 
thing  might  be  on  some  articles.  I  only  sug- 
gested that  inasmuch  as  we  were  not,  and 
never  could  be,  a  manufacturing  people,  that 
we  should  have  some  consideration  given  us 
in  lieu  of  the  high  tarift  on  implements.  Cer- 
tainly, there  could  be  nothing  radically  wrone 
in  that. 

Further  on  he  remarks  : — 

It  is  said  there  is  a  great  deal  in  a  name. 
These  men  who  had  to  pay  the  larger  price 
were  «*  small  fcrmers."  In  the  name  in  this 
connection  the  matter  is  reversed,  the  big 
farmer  pacing  the  small  price  and  the  smafl 
farmer  mce  versa.  Implement  firms  put  a 
premium  on  big  farmers'  patronage,  and  the 
bijj-farm  policv  was  the  policy  that  got  Mr. 
Wright  his  binder  so  cheaply.  Nov?,  the 
N.  P.  as  a  national  policy  for  the  Dominion 
of  Canada  I  am  in  favor  of,  and  always  have 
been ;  but  I  do  not  think  it  is  advantageous 
to  the  North- West,  and  I  am  at  a  loss  to  see 
how  any  man  can  think  it  is.  We  can't  man- 
ufacture a  single  article,  not  even  an  axe 
handle;  we  are  left  entirely  at  the  tender 
mercies  of  the  Ontario  manufacturers.  I 
hare  always  been  under  the  impression  that 
the  N.  P.  was  to  encourage  home  industries, 
and  in  the  Eastern  Provinces  it  has  done  so : 
hence  my  remark  that  it  was  life  to  the  east. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Hear,  hear ! 
T  "I  am  aware  that  no  country  canjhave  two 
separate  and  distinct  tariffs ;  but  I  do  think 
inasmuch  as  the  high  tariff  on  implements 
and  several  other  articles  we  are  compelled  to 
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purchase  largely  of,  must  Decesearilj  make 
those  articles  dearer,  that  we  should  have 
some  adequate  consideratiou  given  us  for  it. 
Many  are  the  opportunitief*  in  which  the 
Government  coula  assist  us,  which  would  be 
taken  kindly  by  the  people.  For^-five  cents 
is  the  highest  price  paid  to-day  for  the  best 
of  wheat,  and  it  takes,  on  an  average,  about 
six  bushels  of  the  best  wheat  that  nine  out  of 
ten  farmers  have  to  sell,  to  buy  a  has  of  flour. 
I  saw  a  farmer  yesterday  who  had  brought  a 
load  of  wheat  in  here  (Wolseley)  for  sale,  a 
distance  of  fifteen  miles,  and  he  sold  it  for  $10. 
He  said  it  would  make  sixteen  bags  of  flour. 
His  complaint  was  loud  and  bitter.  N^ow,  as 
bonuses  are  the  order  of  the  day,  I  would  sug- 
gest that  the  Government  bonus  some  grist 
mills  in  this  country,  and  save  the  munici- 
palities from  incurring  a  debt  that  will  be 
oppressive  on  them,  as  they  have  enough  to 
be  taxed  for  in.the  ordinary  course  of  things." 

Of  course,  that  is  the  order  of  the  day, 
that  the  Government  should  bonus  the 
grist  mills  of  this  country !  And  why  not  ? 
Why  should  they  not  bonus  the  grist  mills, 
when  they  give  a  bonus  on  pig  iron  and 
other  things?  Mr.  Perley  concludes  his 
letter  by  saying : 

'<In  conclusion,  I  have  to  say,  that  .while 
I  am  free  to  confess  that  I  am  a  party  man,  I 
am,  nevertheless,  free  to  defend  the  rights 
4ind  best  interests  of  my  country,  or  rather 
my  home.  And  my  politics  are — first  my 
XM>untry,  the  North-West;  next,  the  party. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  am  afraid 
my  hon.  friend  cannot  get  much  comfort 
from  that  letter. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— It  is  a  very 
good  letter.  Were  there  any  comments 
by  the  editor  of  the  paper,  on  that  letter  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— That  would 
come  better  from  your  side  if  there  are 
any. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— Give  us  the 
editor's  opinion  on  that  letter. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  am  willing 
to  give  the  opinion  of  a  supporter  of  the 
Government  on  the  question  of  the  duty 
on  agricultural  implements,  and  I  am 
willing  to  pass  the  paper  over  to  my  hon. 
friend  from  Alberton,  and  let  him  see 
what  the  editor  says.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Lunenburg  gives  as  an  instance 
of  the  depressed  state  of  trade,  and  the 
poverty  of  the  working  classes  in  Eng- 
land, the  fact  that  in  the  city  of  London 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN. 


alone  there  are  60,000  families  to-day 
that  have  only  one  little  room  or  garret 
for  each  family,  and  all  the  high  moral 
feeling  of  that  hon.  gentleman  seemed  to 
well  up  in  describing  the  unhappy,  the 
unsatisfactory,  and  the  degrading  circum- 
stances under  which  those  families  are 
huddled  together.  I  have  made  some 
reference  to  this  statement  before.  The 
area  of  the  country  being  small,  and  the  city 
of  London  of  immense  size,  with  a  concen- 
tration of  people  there,  growing  out  of  the 
enormous  trade  that  they  have,  and  largely 
made  up  of  people  of  all  nations  in  the 
world,  it  is  not  suprising  under  the  cir- 
cumstances that  tenements  should  be  so 
crowded,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  bene- 
volent people  in  London  are  constantly 
trying  to  alleviate  any  distress  which  may 
prevail ;  but  under  the  high  tariff  and 
with  the  enormous  exodus  of  people  from 
Nova  Scotia,  it  will  be  a  long  time  before 
that  complaint  of  overcrowded  tenements 
can  be  made  by  the  hon.  member  from 
Lunenburg,  as  far  as  Halifax  is  concerned. 
Then  he  says  the  people  of  the  United 
States  are  a  unit  in  demanding  protection 
for  their  industries.  Does  my  hon.  friend 
still  adhere  to  that  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN — I  am  sur- 
prised to  hear  it  Then  he  says  that  there 
were  1 1,000  miles  of  railway  under  con- 
struction or  projected  in  the  United 
States  last  year.  How  far  he  may  be 
accurate  in  that  I  will  endeavor  to  show  by 
referring  to  an  article  from  the  London 
Mail  of  January  loth,  1885,  headed 
"New  Railways  in  the  United  States," 
which  shows  that  the  number  of  miles  of 
railway  built  in  the  United  States  last  year 
was  3,729. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH  —  That  is 
constructed — I  did  not  say  constructed  ; 
I  said  under  construction  or  projected. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— The  article 
in  the  Mail  is  as  follows : — 

'<  According  to  the  Railroad  OazetU,  the 
total  mileage  of  railways  constructed  in  the 
United  States  daring  1884  amounts  3,729 
This  is  not  much  over  half  the  mileage  of 
1883,  and  a  little  over  one-third  of  that  of 
1882.     There  were  constructed  during  the 
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previous  twelve  years:— 1883,  6,130  miles; 
1882,  9,922;  1881,  7,870;  1880,  6,130;  1879, 
3,801;  1878,2,263;  1877,  2,019;  1876,  2,278; 
1875,  1,333;  1874,  l,8i4;  1873,  3,630;  and 
1872,  7,160  miles.  These  figures  inclade 
main  track  only,  no  account  being  taken  of 
•eoond  tracks  or  sidings.'' 

The  point  which  my  hoa  friend  must 
have  intended  to  make  was  that  their 
business  was  flourishing,  and  that  they 
were  increasing  theconstruction  of  railways. 
That,  however,  is  not  correct,  according 
to  this,  because  the  mileage  of  railways 
constructed  during  1884  was  not  much 
over  half  the  mileage  of  1883,  and  only  a 
little  over  one^third  of  the  mileage  of 
1S82.  I  do  not  see  that  he  can  draw  any 
conclusion  in  favor  of  his  view  that  a 
highly  protected  country  is  progressing 
more  rapidly  than  a  free  trade  country. 
My  hon.  friend  said  that  the  New  South 
Wales  bonds  are  higher  than  ours.  In 
that  he  is  correct 


Hon.  Mr.   KAULBACH- 
the  reason  why. 


-I  showed 


Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  think  he 
said  it  was  because  they  had  an  agent  in 
London. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— An  agent 
in  London,  to  boom  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— It  is  weU 
known  in  England  that  New  South  Wales 
is  one  of  the  Australian  colonies  that  ad- 
heres strictly  to  free  trade,  and  hence  they 
havelaidthebasisof  alarge  prospoity  which 
Victoria,  Tasmania  and  surrounding  colon- 
ies do  not  possess,  and  I  can  inform  the 
House  that  there  is  a  marked  difference  in 
the  development  of  their  trade.  I  was 
favored  with  a  letter  from  a  clergyman  of 
the  Church  of  England — I  am  sorry  I  have 
not  it  in  my  possession  now — a  very  intelli- 
gent and  well-written  letter,  describing  the 
trade  policies  of  those  colonies,  and  the 
better  position  in  which  New  South  Wales 
stood  in  consequence  of  their  trade  policy 
as  compared  with  that  of  the  adjoining 
colonies,  and  with  how  much  more  rapid 
strides  they  were  progressing  and  increas- 
ing their  wealth  and  commerce,  and  that 
there  was  no  disposition  in  New  South 
Wales  to  recede  from  the  English  plan  of 
free  trade: 
Yi 


Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— Does  the 
hon.  gentleman  know  what  the  taxation 
is  per  head  of  New  South  Wales  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— Na 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— It  is  $35 
or  $40  per  head  there. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  am  speak- 
ing of  this  letter  from  the  clergyman.  He 
supposed  his  views  on  political  questions 
differed  from  mine,  and  he  thought  that 
I  was  wrong,but  when  I  answered  hun  I  was 
able  to  concur  in  his  opinioa  He  is  a 
clergyman  and  not  a  politician  at  alL 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— NewSouth 
Wales  is  prospering  although  the  taxation 
is  high. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— The  hon. 
gentleman  referred  to  the  great  expansion 
of  the  coal  trade  in  Nova  Scotia,  as  a 
result  of  the  National  Policy,  of  course.  It 
was  in  that  connection  that  this  statement 
was  made.  Now,  if  my  hon.  friend  will 
revert  back  to  the  history  of  Nova  Scotia, 
say  four  decades — ^40  years — and  look  at 
the  output  of  coal  during  each  decade,  he 
will  observe  that  the  increase  was  greater 
during  former  decades  than  during  the 
period  in  which  this  National  Policy  has 
been  in  operation.  I  have  a  report  of  the 
mines  of  Nova  Scotia,  according  to  which 
the  output  was  one-third  more  inthedecade 
ending  i860  than  in  1850,  and  in  1870  it 
was  a  little  more  than  twice  as  much  as  in 
i860.  In  1880  it  shows  only  an  increase 
of  about  50  per  cent  over  1870,  and  for 
the  last  fouryears  it  has  not  come  upeven  to 
the  same  average. 

Hon,  Mr.  KAULBACH— My  hon. 
friend  must  see  that  during  the  five 
years  that  his  party  were  in  power  it  went 
down,  while  during  the  last  five  years  it 
has  gone  up. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— But  the  con- 
tention of  the  hon.  gentleman  is  that  it 
has  increased  latterly  at  a  greater  ratio 
than  ever  before,  and  I  think  the  figures 
which  I  have  furnished  do  no  bear  out 
that  conclusion.  Then  my  hon.  friend 
referred  to  the  great  contentment  which 
exists  in  Nova  Scotia.      I  would  again 
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mention  the  debates  in  the  House  of 
Assembly,  during  the  late  session  of  the 
legislature,  and  also  a  resolution  condemn- 
ing the  action  of  the  Dominion  Govern- 
ment a  year  ago — the  session  before  last 
— couched  in  very  strong  terms.  I  have 
not  the  resolution  here,  but  myhon.  friend 
from  Lunenburg  must  remember  it,  and 
therefore  I  think  the  statement  that  perfect 
harmony  prevails  in  Nova  Scotia,  is 
scarcely  a  correct  one  to  make.  My  hon. 
friend  from  Belleville  who  is  not  in  has 
place — it  is  exceedingly  difficult  to  make 
references  to  those  speeches  when  my 
hon.  friends  refuse  to  listen,  and  I  am 
very  sorry  to  do  so — 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB—  Do  not  stop  on 
that  account 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— The  hon. 
gentleman  makes  a  reference  to  the  fact 
that  he  had  a  good  deal  to  do  with  the 
first  inception  of  the  National  Policy.  It 
turns  out  that  there  are  others  laying 
claim  to  it  also,  but  I  suppose  he  is  like  a 
good  many  inventors  of  patent  medicines 
and  other  devices  for  extracting  money 
from  people — they  run  very  well,  but 
come  to  grief  sooner  or  later.  St.  Jacob's 
Oil  was  very  well  to  trade  with  for 
a  while,  but  old  St.  Jacob  himself,  like  the 
inventor  of  the  National  Policy,  remained 
in  obscurity.  The  hon.  gentleman  from 
Belleville  spoke  about  the  export  of 
cheese  He  says  that  it  is  greater  now 
than  in  1877.  In  1877  there  was  81,834  lbs. 
of  cheese  imported  from  the  United 
States,  and  the  duty  paid  on  it  was  $2,455  \ 
in  1884  the  imports  were  104,240  lbs., 
valued  at  $17,560,  and  the  duty  paid  on 
it  was  $3,127.  So  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  simply  erroneous.  My 
hon.  friend  from  Lunenburg  says  that  this 
country  once  sold  cows  to  the  United 
States  and  we  bought  their  cheese ;  but  look 
at  Canada  now,  he  says.  Well,  we  are  now 
purchasing  more  cheese  than  we  did  then. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— We  are 
better  able  to  do  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— Of  course 
we  are ;  but  why  should  the  hon.  gentle- 
man make  such  statements  ?  It  must  be 
apparent  to  himself  that  they  are  not 
borne  out  by  the  facts. 

Hon  Mr.  McCLELAN. 


Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Do  we  not 
consume  more  cheese  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  am  not 
speaking  of  that.  Myhon.  friend  from  Belle- 
ville speaks  of  there  being  no  clamoring  for 
work.  Well,  if  the  Ottawa  lumber  trade 
was  depressed  and  the  Chaudiere  mills 
were  shut  down,  and  two  or  three  influen- 
tial gentlemen  with  prospects  of  promo- 
tion— and  who  subsequently  were  pro- 
moted— if  they,  with  the  desire  of  pleasing 
a  strong  party,  chose  to  adopt  the  course 
which  is  open  to  them,  I  venture  to  say 
that  any  Government  in  Ottawa  under  any 
circumstances  would  find  a  crowd  of  peo- 
ple gathered  in  the  streets  demanding 
work.  Those  individuals  who  participated 
in  manipulating  that  gathering,  have  gone 
to  their  reward — I  mean  their  political 
reward,  of  course.  The  hon.  member 
from  Belleville  might  have  referred  to  an- 
other crowd,  to  a  number  of  people  better 
dressed  than  they  were  perhaps — but  after 
all,  probably,  no  better  in  many  ways — 
many  of  them  very  good  and  respectable 
men,  and  they  were  not  content  with  com- 
ing once,  or  twice,  or  thrice,  but  they  are 
coming  every  year.  They  are  in  a  posi- 
tion to  come  with  power,  •to  demand  that 
the  people  shall  be  taxed  to  benefit  them 
and  fill  their  pockets,  and  their  prayers 
are  heard.  According  to  their  judgment 
they  get  what  they  fancy  will  benefit  them 
because  it  will  hurt  somebody  else — be- 
cause it  restricts  other*  people's  liberty  of 
trade,  and  compels  them  to  buy  their  pro- 
ducts and  stocks.  It  is  a  great  delusion ; 
it  is  a  manifest  delusion.  I  am  not  glad 
for  their  misfortunes,  but  I  do  hope  that 
experience  will  teach  them,  like  the  man- 
ufacturers of  Lancashife,  where  10  per 
cent,  of  the  mills  were  shut  down,  to  come 
to  the  same  conclusion,  that  after  all  it  is 
better  to  let  trade  run  in  its  own  natural 
healthy  channel,  and  not  undertake  to 
force  others — ^the  lumbermen,  the  farmers 
and  fishermen — to  build  up  vast  concerns 
only  to  be  tumbled  down  in  times  of  de- 
pression. It  is  an  act  of  legalized  injustice. 
Those  are  the  crowds  of  people  to  whom 
the  hon.  gentleman  might  well  have  di- 
rected his  attention.  My  hon.  friend  from 
Hamilton  spoke  about  sewing  machines^ 
and  he  explained  how  it  came  to  pass  that 
the  makers  of  sewing  machines  in  the 
United  States,  since  the  adoption  of  the 
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National  Policy  in  Canada,  reduced  their 
price — that  they  sold  lower  by  $6  apiece 
to  Canadian  customers  than  they  were 
willing  to  sell  to  their  own  customers.  If 
that  practice  is  pursued  by  them,  one 
would  suppose  that  their  own  customers 
in  the  United  States  would  find  it  out  and 
not  be  too  well  pleased.  It  is  just  an  in- 
stance of  making  their  own  people  pay 
more  than  what  is  fair  for  their  manufac- 
tures, in  order  that  they  may  be  able  to 
supply  them  to  foreigners  at  a  lower  price. 
In  this  way  the  hon.  gentleman  explains 
why  it  is  that  the  sewing  machine  manu- 
facturers of  Hamilton  are  doing  a  less 
profitable  business  under  the  National 
Policy  than  they  did  before  under  free  trade. 

Hon.  Mr.  TURNER--I  explained 
how  the  increased  importation  was. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— There  are 
more  sewing  machines  imported  into  than 
exported  from  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  TURNER— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— My  hon. 
friend  remarked  that  if  he  was  in  Scotland, 
he  would  be  a  firee-trader,  as  he  was 
before. 

Hon.  Mr.  TURNER— I  did  not  say 
that  I  said  I  would  be  a  fi-ee-trader 
under  the  same  circumstances. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  was  struck 
with  that  observation.  It  may  not  have  come 
to  the  notice  of  my  hon.  fi-iend  that  some 
of  the  largest  concerns  engaged  in  manu- 
^cturing  sewing  machines  in  the  United 
States  have  invested  immense  sums  in 
putting  up  establishments  in  England  for 
the  manufacture  of  sewing  machines. 
Why? 

.  Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Because 
they  make  so  much  in  their  own  country 
that  they  can  afford  to  do  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— It  is  simply 
because  they  find  the  materials  and  labor 
cheaper  in  that  free-trade  country,  and 
they  can  manufacture  the  sewing  machines 
more  cheaply  than  they  could  in  their 
own  country,  and  thus  are  enabled  to 
supply  foreign  markets. 


Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— But  labor 
is  dearer  in  England,  you  told  us. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— No  ;  I  said 
dearer  in  England  than  on  the  contin- 
ent. So,  my  hon.  friend  if  he  was  a  free- 
trader in  Scotland,  will  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  he  should  be  a  free-trader  in 
Canada,  too.  But  he  says  we  have  com- 
menced to  develop  our  North-West.  We 
in  the  east  have  had  a  most  glowing  de- 
scription of  that  country  and  that  is  one 
reason  why  there  is  so  much  unrest, 
because  young  people  become  dissatisfied 
with  their  own  farms  and  homesteads  and 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  they  must  go 
west,  but  unfortunately  they  do  not  go  to 
the  North- West,  but  they  go  to  the  West- 
ern States. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Oh  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— My  hon. 
friend  says,  "  Oh  no,"  but  I  am  aware  that 
they  do  to  a  very  large  extent.  I  know  of 
few  families  in  the  North-West  who  have 
moved  there  from  New  Brunswick.  It 
would  be  much  better  for  Canada  if  we 
could  keep  our  own  people  for  our  own 
country.  I  have  no  doubt,  we  have  a  very 
good  soil  in  the  North-West,  and  that  it  is 
a  very  desirable  country  to  settle  in,  but 
so  far  as  launching  out  into  the  prairies 
and  developing  the  North-West  is  con- 
cerned, and  in  two  decades  hence  seeing 
a  population  there  which  will  astonish  the 
world,  I  only  hope  it  will  be  true,  but  it 
will  not  come  to  pass  under  the  railway 
policy,  protective  policy  and  land  policy 
of  the  present  Government. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— That  is  just 
what  will  do  it 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  it  will  be  so  under  the  policy 
pursued  by  the  Minister  of  the  Interior, 
and  the  Minister  of  Railways  and  the  Gov- 
ernment of  this  country.  We  had  state- 
ments made  on  the  resolutions  for  the 
union  of  British  Columbia  by  gentlemen 
whose  faces  I  do  not  see  in  this  Chamber 
this  evening.  They  said  by  the  time  the 
railway  was  constructed  there  would  be 
7,000,000  of  peopk  in  Canada.  I  am 
very  sorry  to  say  that  our  country  is  not 
keeping  even  natural  increase.     There  is 
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no  income  of  people  into  Canada ;  they 
have  gone  away  as  fast  as  they  have  come 
and  I  have  adduced  proof  which,  to  a 
large  extent,  confirms  that  statement  I 
say  it  with  i  egret,  but  because  it  is  the 
truth,  I  do  not  see  why  it  should  be  with- 
eld.  Therefore,  I  say  that  the  prophecies 
which  have  been  made  by  gentlemen  re- 
presenting the  Conservative  side  of  the 
House  during  the  time  I  have  had  the 
honor  to  occupy  a  seat  in  this  Chamber, 
have  not  been  fulfilled  They  have  not 
told  us  the  truth.  They  have  not  fulfilled 
their  own  expectations  in  any  degree,  and 
the  country  to-day,  from  one  end  to  the 
other — ^from  British  Columbia,  which  has 
formed  a  vigilance  committee  to  drive  out 
the  Chinese,  to  Nova  Scotia  which  has  in- 
troduced resolutions  for  disruption — 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH—That  is  the 
work  of  a  few  discontented  Grits. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— And  Prince 
Edward  Island,  which  {)etitioned  the 
Queen  against  the  policy  of  the  Dominion 
Parliament 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN—Prince  Edward 
Island  has  not  petitioned  against  the  policy 
of  the  Government ;  it  has  petitioned  the 
Queen  to  have  the  terms  of  Confederation 
carried  out 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— Part  of  the 
policy  of  the  Government  is  to  provide 
increased  accommodationacross  thestraits. 
That  has  not  been  done,  according  to  the 
Legislature  of  the  Island,  and  hence  they 
have  app)ealed  to  the  Queen.  That,  cer- 
tainly, is  a  fact 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— They  endorse 
the  policy  of  this  Government 

Hon.  Mr,  McCLELAN— I  wish  to  make 
references  now  to  the  question  which  is 
more  particularly  under  the  consideration 
pf  the  Senate,  and  to  that  I  would  have 
confined  my  observations  if  the  hon.  gen- 
tlemen on  the  other  side  had  done  sa 

Hon,  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  did  so  in 
my  remarks. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— -I  rise  to  a 
point  of  order.     The  hon.  gentleman  from 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN. 


Lunenburg  is  constantly  interrupting  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Albert. 

The  SPEAKER— It  is  altogether  out 
of  order  for  any  hon.  gentleman  to  inter- 
rupt another  who  has  the  floor. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— I  should  like  to 
see  this  debate  finished  to-night,  and  we 
could  do  so  if  it  were  not  for  the  inter- 
ruptions, and  interjections  of  people  who 
only  want  to  be  prominent 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  admit  that 
my  interruptions  have  been  out  of  place, 
but  from  what  I  heard  from  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman himself  I  was  under  the  impression 
that  he  did  not  object  to  them.  He  said 
he  was  going  to  confine  himself  to  the 
question  before  the  House,  and  that  he 
would  have  done  so^  if  hon.  gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  had  set  him  the  example. 
I  merely  remarked  that  if  he  referred  to 
me,  I  had  confined  myself  to  the  question. 

Hon.  Mr,  PLUMB — I  wish  to  say  on 
the  point  of  order  that  in  other  places  it  is 
quite  common  to  interject  an  objection  to 
a  statement  made  in  a  speech.  If  the 
hoa  gentleman  had  himseif  objected  to 
such  interruptions,  nobody  of  course  could 
say  a  word. 

The  SPEAKER— The  point  of  order 
was  raised,  and  I  have  stated  my  opinion. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— Before  re- 
ferring to  the  commissioners'  report,  there 
is  one  other  subject  to  which  I  wish  to 
refer.  When  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  dis- 
cussed this  question  on  the  other  side, 
became  exhausted  for  statements,  they  in- 
variably fell  back  on  the  assertion  that  the 
popular  verdict  had  been  in  their  favor. 
The  electors — those  public  committees  to 
which  the  hon.  member  from  Alberton  re- 
ferred— had  decided  in  favor  of  the  present 
condition  of  things.  That  is  an  argument 
to  which  it  is  much  more  difficult  to  reply, 
I  only  make  a  reference  to  it  now,  because 
I  do  not  wish  to  entirely  pass  it  over.  My 
hon.  friends  are  entitled  to  any  consola- 
tion and  benefit  they  may  get  from  it,  and 
I  dare  say  they  may  get  a  good  deal  of 
consolation  and  benefit  There  is  this  to 
be  said  about  it,  that  during  the  boom 
that  came  on  as  a  result  of  this  National 
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Policy,  no  doubt  there  was  a  great  deal  of 
delusion  and  strong  feeling  evinced,  stim- 
ulated, as  it  was  in  high  quarters,  by 
the  statement  that  there  was  a  great  deal 
of  money  to  be  made  by  investments  in 
North-West  lands,  and  new  industries  ;  a 
good  many  were  deluded  and  were  unwise 
or  wise  enough  to  make  such  investments, 
and  the  consequence  was  that  there  was  a 
good  deal  done  in  the  way  of  building, 
and  much  stimulus  given  to  manufacturing 
industries ;  there  was  an  undue  and  un- 
healthy stimulus  given  to  certain  lines  of 
industries.  In  the  midst  of  all  this,  the 
election  was  held,  and  the  issue  was  not 
fairly  put  before  the  people — I  am 
speaking  of  the  last  election.  The  liber- 
ties of  the  people  were  largely  taken  from 
them,  and  a  fair  and  honest  expression  of 
opinion  could  not  be  got  in  consequence 
of  the  Gerrymander  Bill.  That  was  an  act 
of  the  Government  which  savored  of  des- 
potism. It  restricted  the  liberties  of  the 
people  still  more  than  any  policy  they  had 
inaugurated,  and  yet  the  time  for 
holding  the  election,  and  the  manner  in 
which  they  guarded  against  the  free  action 
of  the  pfeople  in  the  matter  indicated  that 
they  themselves  were  skeptical  as  to  the 
result  of  their  policy.  There  were  a  great 
many  other  considerations  and  influences 
in  the  progress  of  events  in  this  Canada  of 
ours,  which  certainly  placed  in  the  hands 
of  the  Government  of  the  day  a  great  deal 
of  power,  provided  they  chose  to  use  it  in 
an  unscrupulous  manner.  The  arraneje- 
ment  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
and  the  enormous  allowances  made  to  it, 
and  the  perquisites  which  belonged  to  it, 
practically  yielding  up  the  country  to  that 
corporation,  in  some  degree  made  us 
all  subject  to  its  behests.  Then  the  sub- 
sidizing of  a  number  of  other  railways, 
using  up  the  large  revenues  of  the  country, 
which  the  people  are  compelled  to  pay  in 
addition  to  what  they  contribute  to  the  man- 
ufacturers; using  up  the  revenues  which 
this  very  restrictive  tariff  has  enabled  the 
Government  to  secure ;  they  have  subsi- 
dized railroads  and  appointed  officials  every- 
where. With  our  small  population,  the  per- 
centage of  officials,  place-hunters,  contrac- 
tors, etc.,  is  very  large  relatively  to  the  num- 
ber of  voters.  Then  ofcourse  there  is  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government  the  great  public 
domain,  the  timber  limits,  the  land  grabs,  as 
theyaresometimescalled,colonizationcom- 


panies,  which  I  believe  have  been  denounc* 
ed  by  the  organ  of  the  Government  as  being 
composed  of  fools ;  the  cattle  ranches,  the 
coal  limits  and  the  contracts  in  connection 
with  public  works,  the  enormous  amount 
of  money  in    Dominion    notes — $i,ooo 
notes  available  for  any  special  purpose 
— ^bribery  brigades,  commissions,  negoti- 
able and  non-negotiable ;  there  is  also  the 
mighty  influence  of  all  those  protected 
magnates  who  have  an  idea  that  they  not 
onl^  have  got  a  lot  of  money  out  of  the 
policy,  but  may  get  more.      It  is  not  sur- 
prising, looking  at  all  these  applianc  es,  that 
theGovemment  aremaintainedby  a  system 
which  is  like  a  despotism — ^a  species  of 
bossism  or  one-man  power.     We  can  see 
every  day  whit  is  passing  around  us,  and 
the  leaders  vainly  imagine  that  they  can 
so  dam  up  the  liberties  of  the  people  that 
there  can  be  no  outbreak ;   but  there  will 
be  an  outbreak  certainly,  and  all  this  will 
come  to  an  end     They  may  use  their 
resources  in  such  a  way  as  to  restrict  the 
liberties  of  the  people ;    but  in  the  end  it 
will  surely  result  in  their  overthrow,  or  if 
not  I  despair  of  the  future  of  Canada.     I 
wish  now  to  make  some  reference  to  the 
report  of  the  Factory  Commissioners  about 
which  the  inquiry  was  made  by  the  hoa 
member  from  Victoria,  and  the  speech 
which  he  made  I  must  say  was  confined  to 
that  particularly  and  was  an  able  and  pro« 
per  one,  about  which  I  have  very  little  to 
observe ;   but  he  says  in  one  part  of  his 
address  "  that  some  of  the  newspapers  of 
the    Liberal  party  have   endeavored  to 
impugn  the  accuracy  of  the  report  and 
neutralize  its  effects  in  the  country ;   but 
that  they  had  not  been  able  to  place  their 
finger  on  one  figure,  or  group  of  figures, 
and  say  that  it  is  wrong."    With  reference 
to  that  particular  statement  of  my  hon. 
friend  I  take  issue  most  distinctly.     His 
enquiry  relates  to  the  circulation  of  this 
book,  which  purports  to  be,  on  the  back  of 
it,  a  report  on  the  manufacturing  industries 
of  Canada.     That  is  not  the  fact,  because 
a  very  important  province,  British  Colum* 
bia,  is  not  mentioned  in  it  at  alL      Surely 
in  the  province  of  British  Columbia  under 
the  National  Policy  there  should  be  some 
manufacturing  industries. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— The  com- 
missioQers  say  that  they  have  not  gone 
over  the  whole  country. 
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.  Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— Then  the 
title  is  wrong.  The  last  page  of  the  work 
shows  that  the  commissioners  have  re- 
ceived $3,000  and  upwards,  and  expect 
considerably  more ;  that  no  doubt  is  cor- 
rect, but  the  parts  between  these  two  ex- 
tremes I  think  are  exceedingly  inaccurate. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— Will  the 
hon.  gentleman  name  some  of  the  inac- 
curacies ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— Yes,  I  will 
refer  to  some  of  them.  I  have  not  read 
through  the  report  on  the  Ontario  and 
Quebec  factories.  It  only  takes  up  35 
pages  anyway,  while  the  report  on  the 
Maritime  Provinces  takes  up  all  the  rest, 
or  167  pages.  In  Mr.  Blackaby's  report 
I  see  he  refers  to  the  Kingston  locomotive 
works,  and  says  that  the  manager  of  these 
works  was  unfortunately  not  at  home,  and 
therefore  he  could  not  get  correct  data. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— And  for 
that  reason  it  makes  the  report  less. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— It  is  a  pity 
he  could  not  have  got  the  information 
from  some  of  the  clerks.     He  says  : — 

"The  Kincflton  Locomotive  Works  em- 
ployed in  the  neigh  borhood  of  150  bands 
ra  1878,  and  is  now  only  furDishing  employ- 
ment to  about  30.  The  manager  of  these 
works  was,  unfortunately,  away  from  home 
during  the  time  the  E^ingston  works  were 
being  visited,  and  for  that  reason  no  reliable 
data  was  obtained  with  reference  to  the 
works.*' 

I  have  no  doubt  at  all  that  there  were 
other  manufactories  where  the  managers 
or  proprietors  were  not  at  home  at  the 
time.  I  merely  read  this  because  there 
are  many  gentlemen  in  this  Chamber  who 
know  more  about  the  Kingston  locomotive 
and  car  works  than  I  do,  and  I  daresay 
they  will  understand  better  than  I  can, 
why  the  manager  was  not  in.  Hon.  Mr. 
Willis,  formerly  editor  and  proprietor  of 
St  John  Morning  NewSy  a  strongly  Lib- 
eral and  Free  Trade  paper  up  to  1878,  be- 
came slightly  readjusted  in  his  editorial 
opinion  about  that  time,  and  his  old 
patrons  not  appreciating  so  rapid  a  change 
of  base,  the  newspaper  became  a  '*  waning 
industry,''  and  ultimately  was  abandoned. 
It  was  quite  a  proper  proceeding  that  he 


should  be  employed  for  this  special  pur- 
pose to  assure  the  people  that  they  are 
doing  well,  whether  they  are  or  not.  In 
his  £(eneral  remarks,  he  says : 

"  Taking  a  note  of  the  work  done,  the  indi- 
cations are  plain  that  there  has  been,  on  the 
whole,  a  marked  advance  in  industrial  pur- 
suits, and  in  material  progress  generally. 
Even  in  St.  John,  notwithstanding  the  excep- 
tional circumstanoee  which  surround  the  year 
with  which  1884  is  contrasted,  evidence  of 
fair  process  is  not  wanting,  though  the  busi- 
ness stringency  of  the  year  jupt  passing  awaf 
makes  it  difficult  for  persons  unacquaintea 
with  industrial  methods  to  give  full  credence 
to  the  statement," 

That  sentence  certainly  expresses  a 
great  deal,  and  much  of  it  is  no  doubt 
true,  or  as  nearly  true  as  "  the  exigencies 
of  party  "  admit     He  continues  : 

"  Anything  which  sheds  light  on  the  subject 
in  a  fairly  accurate  form  and  the  statements 
furnished  are  as  nearly  correct  as  anything  of 
the  kind  can  well  be  made,  must  prove  useful, 
at  least  to  those  who  appreciate  at  its  proper 
worth  the  value  of  statistical  information." 

That  is  a  very  good  preface.  He  says, 
however,  of  the  lumber  industry,  in  two  or 
three  places,  that  it  has  been  a  losing  one, 
and  that  the  evils  which  have  come  upon 
other  industries  have  been  brought  about . 
through  that  cause. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.  C.)— 
Which  cause  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— He  attributes 
to  the  low  prices  for  lumber,  and  the  de- 
pression in  that  trade  the  troubles  which  he 
speaks  of,  and  if  my  hon.  friend  will  read 
the  tabular  statement  showing  the  number 
of  hands  employed  in  and  about  St.  John, 
he  will  discover  that  the  commissioner 
states  that  there  were  more  hands  employ- 
ed in  and  about  the  mills,  and  in  connec- 
tion with  the  lumber  business  in  St 
John  last  year,  than  there  were  in  1878, 
Then  again  he  says  it  is  not  the  hard 
times  that  has  brought  about  depression 
in  the  lumber  trade,  but  it  is  the  fact  that 
the  ship-building  industry  has  gone  down. 
If  my  hon.  friend  will  examine  the  tables 
again  he  will  find  that  there  were  more 
men  employed  m  the  ship-yards  last  year 
than  there  were  in  1878.  He  says,  speak- 
ing of  the  industrial  life  of  the  city  of  St 
John : — 

<'  Compared  with  its  state  a  quarter  of  A 
century  ago,  the  shipbuilding  interest  ezcept- 
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edy  it  ooQtrasU  as  does  the  giant  oak  with  the 
sapling  juniper." 

.  Now,  this  is  a  metaphor  I  do  not  under- 
stand. Which  year  represents  "  the  giant 
Oakland  which  year  represents  the  "sap- 
ling juniper?"  This  must  be  understood 
to  know  what  the  commissioner  means  by 
this  paragraph.  While  he  is  disposed  to 
attribute  all  the  difEculties  to  the  depres- 
sion in  the  ship-building  and  lumbering 
interests,  he  actually  sets  forth  in  his 
statement  the  fact  that  there  are  more 
men  employed  in  those  industries  chan 
there  were  in  1878.  Then  he  speaks  of 
the  bad  crops  of  the  past  two  years.  In 
the  speeches  put  into  His  Excellency's 
hands  the  past  two  years,  at  the  opening 
of  Parliament,  we  are  told  what  fine  crops 
we  have  had ;  but  the  commissioner  sent 
out  by  the  Finance  Minister  to  report  on 
all  those  things,  says  that  the  crops  have 
not  been  good  In  his  remarks  on  the 
cotton  industry  the  commissioner  says : — 

*•  This  induatrv  has  for  some  lime  heen  in 
rather  an  unhealthy  condition.  The  decline 
is  due  to  a  number  of  causes.  First,  to  the 
failure  of  certain  important  crops  for  a  couple 
of  yearsy  and  to  the  depression  m  the  lumber 
trade.*' 

It  is  a  singular  fact,  however,  and  I 
wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Victoria  to  it,  that  the 
lumber  export  last  year  has  been  very 
kurge.  It  was  not  very  remunerative,  but 
the  fireights  were  very  low,  and  spruce 
logs  sold  at  about  $7.50  per  thousand 
feet  at  St  John,  whereas  in  1878  they 
were  only  worth  $5  per  thousand  feet.  I 
mention  that  as  a  very  significant  fact, 
and  yet  we  are  told  by  the  commissioner 
that  the  decline  in  the  lumber  trade  is  the 
cause  of  the  depression  in  the  cotton 
industry.  That  cannot  be  the  cause,  be- 
cause the  lumber  exports  have  been  large, 
according  to  the  return,  and  the  number 
of  hands  employed  were  larger  last  year 
than  in  1878.  The  commissioner  goes  on 
to  give  a  second  reason  for  the  depres- 
sion in  the  cotton  trade,  as  follows  : — 

"  Secondly,  to  the  miscalculation  of  manu- 
iMturere  as  to  the  consuming  powers  of  the 
wcnrld's  cotton  centres  in  a  time  of  short  crops 
•and  general  business  depression.^' 

Some  of  my  hon.  firiends  who  have  in- 
vested largely  in  the  cotton  industry,  will 
examine  this  statement  with  great  care ;  it 


will  require  a  great  deal  of  study  in  order 
to  understand  it     He  continues : — 

"  Thirdly,  to  the  large  sameness  m  the 
cotton  product  of  the  Dominion,  and  the 
shortsightedness  of  usually  phrewd  men,  in 
overlooking  the  variety  requirement  when 
taking  advantage  of  the  stimulating  influence 
of  the  tariff;  fourthly,  to  the  too  great  de 
pendence  placed  upon  special  centres  to  dis^' 
tribute  the  manufactured  goods,  and  the 
inadequate  efforts  to  secure  more  extended 
markets ;  fifthly,  to  the  high  price  ruling  for 
raw  cotton,  due  to  the  shortness  of  the  cotton 
crop  of  the  past  year  or  so,  and  the  brisk  de- 
mand for  raw  cotton  by  producers,  who, 
blind  to  a  state  of  facts  with  which  they 
should  be  familiar,  kept  glutting  the  market 
and  burning  their  fingers  ;  and  lastly,  to  the 
depression  m  trade  generally  all  over  the 
world." 

The  tariff  is  not  blamed  for  anything. 
Then,  referring  to  the  boot  and  shoe  in- 
dustry, the  commissioner  reports  : — 

'*The  boot  and  shoe  business  in  New  Bruns- 
wick and  Nova  Scotia  is  not  so  flourishing  as 
in  some  former  years.  The  general  depression 
has  retarded  its  progress,  and  over-production, 
which  gives  rise  to  keener  competition,  has 
cut  into  prices.  Employers  and  workmen 
suffer  in  consequence,  and  the  general  public 
enjoys  only  a  seeming  benefit.  Complaints 
among  employers  as  to  the  National  Policv 
are  neither  very  numerous  nor  very  serious. 

The  boot  and  shoe  industry  was  a 
healthy,  prosperous  business  before  the 
National  PoHcy  was  introduced,  but  our 
province  has  been  made  a  kind  of  sacri- 
fice market  for  the  surplus  stocks  of  the 
Montreal  manufactories,  and  the  New 
Brunswick  manufacturers  probably  suf- 
fered thereby.  The  complaints  among 
the  employers,  he  says,  are  neither  very 
numerous  nor  very  serious ;  but  he  admits 
enough  to  show  that  the  manufacturers 
are  not  satisfied  with  the  result  of  the 
tariff.  Referring  to  the  clothing  industry, 
he  says  that  that  trade  **is  affected 
injuriously  by  the  general  depression,  and 
to  a  very  considerable  extent"  Com- 
menting on  the  bread,  biscuit  and  cake 
industry  of  St  John,  the  Commissioner 
says : — 

"  The  bread  and  biscuit  bakers,  in  some 
few  instances,  object  to  the  National  Policy 
in  toio ;  but,  in  the  majority  of  cases,  thej 
only  look  upon  it  with  disfavor  so  far  as  it 
affects  the  1  price  of  the  material  used  in 
bread-making,  for  which  it  is  alleged,  they 
realize  no  adequate  return  from  the  con- 
sumer.** 

The  hon.  gentleman  from  Lunenburg 
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says  that  the  tariff  does  not  increase  the 
price  of  bread      The  baker  says  it  do 
and  the  commissioner  confirms  it      Pe 
sing  on  to  the  lumber  trade  the  comm  «. 
sioner  reports : — 

^'  The  lumber  trade  has  been  passing 
through  a  longer  critical  period  than  almost 
any  other.  The  glutting  of  the  Enelish  mark- 
ets, upon  which  our  spruce  deal  manufac- 
turers have  largely  depended,  by  our  own 
manufacturers  as  well  as  by  the  manufacturers 
of  other  lumber  producing  countries,  and  the 
undfT-oon>8waKpiion  to  which  the  world's  busi- 
ness troubles  nave  ffiven  rise,  have  brought 
down  upon  the  lunooer  producing  countries 
un^leasant  results.  Depression  in  this  indus- 
try means  depression  in  every  branch  of  labor 
to  the  suBtamment  of  which  it  contributes, 
and  for  a  year  or  two  this  condition  of  things 
has  prevailed." 

Now,  I  venture  the  statement  that  the 
Trade  and  Navigation  Returns  will  show 
that  there  has  been  a  large  export  of  lum- 
ber for  the  year  1884,  and  I  stated  a 
moment  ago,  myself,  the  prices  which  pre- 
vailed for  logs  in  St  John,  in  the  years 
1878  and  1884.  Then,  in  the  execution 
of  his  duty,  which  under  his  commission 
was 

*^  To  procure  information  as  to  the  manu- 
facturing industries  in  existence  in  the  mari- 
time provinces  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  as 
regards  the  number  of  persons  employed,  the 
amount  of  capital  invested,  the  output  there- 
of, the  date  of  establishment,  and  the  progress 
of  the  several  factories," 

he  goes  on  to  particularize,  and  in 
order  to  make  a  good  showing,  he  drags 
into  his  tabulated  statement  of  the  indus- 
tries in  the  city  and  county  of  St.  John,  the 
"artists,  barbers,  bakers,  butchers,  black- 
smiths, florists,  fishermen,  horse-shoers, 
ice-dealers,"  as  benefiting  by  the  National 
Policy.  The  ice  business  is  not  an 
industry  that  has  been  injuriously  affected 
by  the  National  Policy,  certainly  not  this 
winter.  He  goes  on  to  give,  amongst  the 
rest,  "joiners,  jewellers,  laundrymen, 
milliners,  painters,  photographers,  printers, 
shipbuilders,  shipsmiths,  sawfilers,  stone 
cutters,  sausage  makers,  seamstresses  un- 
dertakers, umbrella-repairers,  barbers,"  and 
so  on,  as  new  industries  which  are  benefit- 
ed by  the  National  Policy.  Amongst  others 
he  includes  saw-millmen.  The  Finance 
Minister  said  that  the  millmen  were  a  class 
that  he  could  not  reach  at  all  with  his 
National  Policy,  but  the  commissioner 
brings  them  all  into  his  list  of  the  indus- 
tries and  manufectures  which  have  devel- 

HoN.  Mr.  McCLELAN. 


oped  in  consequence  of  the  adoption  of  a 
high  tariff.  I  am  sure  that  my  hon.  friend 
from  Victoria  would  have  eliminated  from 
the  report,  if  he  had  seen  it,  the  men  em» 
ployed  in  the  saw-mills.  Speaking  of 
Sackville — I  shall  give  the  commissioner's 
own  story,  because  the  style  is  rather 
unique,  he  says : — 

'*  Sackville,  the  only  other  place  in  West- 
moreland countv  which,  in  the  time  at  my 
disposal,  could  be  visited,  is  unquestionably 
a  town  of  great  length,  sreat  resources  and 
much  wealUi;  the  abooe  of  a  faculty  of 
learned  professors,  the  resting  place  of  some 
illustrious  dead,  the  birthplace  of  a  noble 
educational  institution,  the  home  of  a  happy 
and  contended  people,  and  last,  but  not  leaBt» 
the  headquarters  ol  one  of  the  most  successful 
stove  foundries  in  the  Lower  Provinces. 

Well,  that  stove  foundry  is  a  good  things 
and  was  prosperous  many  years  ago. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.  C.)— 
What  is  false  about  that  statement  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— Nothing  ;  I 
am  merely  reading  it  as  a  matter  of  infor- 
mation. He  says  that  milliners  are  in 
good  request  in  Moncton.  No  doubt  it 
is  a  good  advertisement  for  milliners  who 
are  in  search  of  situations. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— It  shows 
the  prosperity  of  the  country,  or  the  peo- 
ple would  not  be  able  to  indulge  in  such 
luxuries. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— Referring  to 
Amherst,  the  leading  town  in  Cumber- 
land county,  the  commissioner  says,  it  is 
quite  a  manufacturing  centre,  some  dozen 
or  more  factories  being  in  active  operation 
within  its  limits.     He  adds  : — 

^<  There  is  about  the  place  a  smart  busi- 
ness-like appearance,  and  abundant  evidence 
of  the  well-to-do  condition  of  its  people.  It 
is  famous,  amone  other  things,  as  being  the 
place  around  which  political  gladiators,  in 
the  olden  time,  delighted  to  hover,  its  rostrum 
furnishing  the  battlefield  for  many  keen  orator- 
ical encounters.  The  most  prominent  of  the 
town's  industries  are  the  stove  foundry  of  A. 
Bobb  &  Co.,  the  sash,  door,  blind  and  wood* 
en-ware  factory  of  Rhodes,  Gurry  &  Co.,  the 
coffin  and  casket  factory  of  Christie  Bros,  h 
Co.,  and  the  spacious  works  of  the  Amherst 
Boot  and  Shoe  Company." 

Although  the  scene  of  another  battle- 
field, Amherst  does  not  seem  to  have  any 
illustrious  dead  like  Sackville,  a  notable 
example  of  the  survival  of  the  fittest  and 
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most  illustrious.  That  isall  very  useful  infor 
mation  no  doubt,  for  which  the  commis- 
sioner should  be  well  paid.  He  also  made  a 
small  circuit  of  Prince  Edward  Island, 
and  of  one  of  the  towns  there,  he  says  : — 

**  There  is  not  much  doing ;  however,  the 
people  of  Sutnmerside  are  not  apprehensive 
aboat  the  future. 

"  They  cultivate  a  cheerful  spirit,  and  look 
hopefully  ahead.  They  will  alwave  be  able 
to  claim  for  their  own  town  ana  vicinity 
preeminence  as  a  pleasant  summer  resort." 

That  is  cheerful  at  any  rate,  and  is 
calculated  to  console  everybody  from  that 
beautiful  island,  whether  it  flourishes  under 
the  National  Policy  or  not.  Further  on 
he  quotes  the  opinions  expressed  by  some 
of  the  gentlemen  on  whom  he  called — 

**  Mr.  N.  Powers,  undertaker,  reports  the 

Sneral  health  of  thecity  sood,  probably  better 
an  in  1878.  He  adae,  with  grim  good 
humor: — ^Timee  are  somewhat  tougii,  but 
then  this  toughness  is  not  common  to  St. 
John;  it  affects  the  world  at  large.  My 
business,  like  most  other  trades,  is  affected 
br  hard  times,  inasmuch  as  people  call  for 
cheaper  work  than  in  prosperous  timea." 

Then  he  calls  on  Mr.  John  J.  Munroe, 
who  owns  a  trunk  factory,  who  reports 
"  business  this  year  is  very  good — better 
than  last  year,  and  better  than  1878." 

Of  course  it  is ;  people  are  going  away 
from  the  province,  and  I  can  well  under- 
stand that  trunks  are  in  demand  every- 
where. I  have  no  doubt  at  all  that  the 
trunk  factory  is  flourishing.  Then  he 
gives  a  statement  of  Messrs.  Stewart  & 
White,  furniture  manufecturers.  Those 
gentlemen  report  that  trade  is  dull  now, 
and  add : — 

"  The  tariff  is  unjust  to  furniture  manu- 
facturers who  use  fine  jgoods,  for  the  manu- 
facture of  which  there  is  not  now,  nor  likely 
to  be,  any  provision  in  the  near  future.'' 

I  have  marked  a  number  of  passages 
that  have  a  certain  degree  of  interest,  but 
time  does  not  permit  of  my  referring  to 
them  all.  I  think  the  commissioner  has 
tried  as  far  as  the  "exigencies'*  of  the 
circumstances  have  allowed,  to  make  as 
complete  a  statement  as  possible ;  but  it 
is  a  very  confused  report,  contradictory  in 
its  parts,  and  fictitious  in  some  particulars, 
though  I  have  no  doubt  not  through  any 
bad  intent 

McNichol  &  Russell,  merchant  tailors, 
are  reported  as  saying  in  reply  to  the 
commissioner's  inquiries : — 


^*  Business  not  so  booming  as  in  1878,  nor  as 
good  as  last  year.  The  ceneral  depression 
and  diminished  work  for  the  laboring  classes 
causes  business  to  lanj^uish.  Confederation 
hasn't  helped  our  business.  It  enables  the 
Montreal  and  western  dealers  to  overload  our 
market  with  thesoods  of  the  same  descriptiou 
as  we  make,  aaaat  prioes  below  competing 
figures.'* 

Edward  Hayes,  a  biscuit  baker,  says : — 

"The  National  Policy  is  not  helpful  to 
my  business.  I  use  about  two-thirds  Ameri- 
can flour*  The  American  article  is  preferred 
because  of  its  strength." 

Then  there  is  quite  an  interesting  report 
from  Mr.  John  Parks,  of  the  Park's,  or 
New  Brunswick,  Cotton  Mills,  who 
says: — 

<'  Business  this  year  is  the  worst  I*have  seea 
in  my  experience,  especially  during  the  last 
three  months." 

At  Fredericton,  McFarlane,  Thompson 
&  Anderson's  foundry,  started  13  years 
ago,  is  reported  to  be  prospering.  They  do 
not  know  that  the  National  Policy  hurts 
them  much  in  a  general  way.  In  one 
respect,  however,  it  operates  to  their  pre- 
judice. They  say  their  market  to  buy  is 
in  the  United  States  ;  but  the  tariff  forces 
them  to  go  to  Ontario  for  malleable  cast- 
ings, at  a  much  larger  first  cost,  and  much 
higher  freight  charged  than  they  formerly 
paid  to  foundries  in  the  Republic  They 
add:— 

"  The  Londonderry  Iron  Works  make  very 
good  iron,  but  at  present  there  is  little  or 
nothing  being  done  there.  We  find  it  better 
to  import  our  pig  and  bar  iron  from  the  old 
country.  Most  of  the  iron  we  now  use  is 
Scotch  pig." 

When  the  commissioner  comes  to  report 
on  the  Londonderry  Iron  Works,  he  makes 
out  that  there  are  a  large  number  of  hands 
employed,  and  I  do  not  see  how  that  com- 
pares with  the  statement  of  the  foundry- 
men  above  alluded  to,  who  say  that 
"there  is  not  much  doing  there."  The 
Londonderry  iron  is  protected  by  a  high 
duty  in  the  first  place ;  then  there  is  an 
additional  bounty  put  upon  the  pig  iron, 
and  after  that  they  had  almost  nominal 
rates  for  the  transport  of  coal,  and  after 
that  they  had  the  credit  of  the  Gov- 
ernment for  the  transport  of  the  coal 
— ^and  a  long  credit,  too,  I  think.  I  might 
go  further  on  through  this  report,  but  I 
do  not  propose  to  do  so.  I  am  sorry  to 
weary  hon.  gentlemen,  but  this  subject  has 
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been  very  ably  referred  to  by  my  hoa 
friend  from  Victoria^  and  he  mentions 
this  report  as  being  very  exact  and  accu- 
rate in  all  its  statements.  He  will  find, 
however,  that  the  tables  are  totally  unre- 
liable. I  will  call  his  attention  to  page  74 
and  page  134.  He  states  on  page  74  that 
the  town  of  Woodstock  has  14  new  indus- 
tries, started  since  1878,  employing  113 
hands,  whose  yearly  aggregate  of  weekly 
wages  amounts  to  $5 10,010.  That  would 
be  an  average  of  $4,513  a  week  .for  each 
hand,  and  yet  my  hon.  friend  says  that 
the  Liberal  press  is  entirely  wrong  when 
it  says  that  this  report  is  inaccurate 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.  C)— 
it  is  a  printer's  mistake  evidently. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— The  same 
statement  appears  in  two  different  places, 
and  if  a  typographical  error  the  totals 
would  not  correspond,  but  they  do  in  the 
report,  and  it  requires  a  great  deal  of 
exertion  sometimes  to  counteract  the 
effects  which  such  statements  produce.  I 
bave  been  trying  all  the  evening  myself  to 
correct  palpable  errors  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
men opposite.  To  send  the  report  dl  over 
the  country  with  such  mis-statements  would 
be  positively  delusive  and  misleading,  and 
therefore  the  statement  of  my  hon.  friend 
that  the  newspapers  were  wrong  in  their 
criticisms  is  not  justifiable.  This  report 
would  be  about  as  useful  and  reliable,  so 
far  as  the  information  which  it  professes 
to  contain  is  concerned,  as  the  Arabtan 
Nights,  or  some  other  work  of  fiction.  It 
is  not  exactly  what  the  Government  or 
anybody  else  wanted,  but  if  it  is  reprinted 
I  would  suggest  that  it  be  printed  in  the 
Chinese  language.  Many  of  us  will 
remember  the  legend  of  the  old  piper 
of  Hameln.  When  that  ancient  city 
was  infested  with  rats,  which  the  people 
heartily  desired  to  get  rid  of,  they  agreed 
to  pay  the  old  piper  a  certain  sum  of 
money  to  do  so.  The  piper  by  his  music 
and  charms,  and  the  grotesqueness  of  his 
•dress,  induced  the  rats  to  follow  him,  and 
they  were  destroyed. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— That  has 
been  the  effect  of  the  hon.  gentleman's 
speeeh  on  the  House.  It  is  decidedly 
tidnned  out 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN. 


Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN—No,  the 
members  did  not  come  in,  and  I  am  un- 
able, like  the  piper,  to  attract  them.  What 
I  was  going  to  say  to  my  hon.  friend  is, 
if  it  is  proposed  to  re-print  this  report  it 
should  be  printed  in  the  Chinese  language, 
with  his  additional  endorsement  of  its 
absolute  correctness,  in  figures  and  groups 
of  figures — and  I  can  imagine  my  hon. 
friend,  leading  the  way  through  the  defiles 
and  canons  of  the  Rockies,  with  the  entire 
following  of  the  Mongolians  wending  their 
way  to  this  Mecca  of  high  wages  in  Wood- 
stock, N.B.,  where  they  would  each  earn 
$4)513  &  week  for  wages,  and  I  am  sure 
if  my  hon.  friend  would  adopt  that  course 
he  would  be  favored  by  the  extermination 
of  the  Chinese  of  British  Columbia,  and 
then  the  occupation  of  the  Vigilance 
Committee  will  be  gone.  I  tmst  that  my 
hon.  friend  will  be  very  much  better  re- 
warded if  he  adopts  the  suggestion,  than 
the  piper  to  whom  I  have  just  alluded  as 
indicated  in  the  sequel  to  the  old  story. 
I  am  satisfied,  however,  that  my  hon. 
friend  will  undoubtedly  receive  proper 
consideration  for  the  ability  which  he  has 
displayed  in  bringing  this  important  sub- 
ject to  the  notice  of  this  Chamber,  and 
seeing  to  it  that  this  report  is  re-published 
and  circulated  everywhere,  even  in  British 
Columbia ;  but  I  say,  notwithstanding  all 
the  credit  which  I  am  disposed  to  give 
the  commissioner  who  has  been  employed 
to  go  round  and  make  those  inquiries  and 
compile  this  report,  it  will  scarcely  answer 
any  practical  end  that  I  know  of,  unless  it 
reaches  the  hands  of  the  Mongolian  in  the 
manner  I  have  suggested. 

I  have  to  apologize  again  for  trespassing 
so  much  on  the  time  and  attention  of  this 
honorable  Chamber.  I  felt  that  it  became 
my  duty,  as  a  representative  from  one  of 
the  Maritime  Provinces,  and  knowing  the 
evils  that  are  springing  up  amongst  us  by 
the  inauguration  and  continuance  of  this 
policy,  which  I  know  to  be  invidious  and 
hard  to  be  borne,  to  state  its  effect  not 
only  there,  but  in  Nova  Scotia  and  Prince 
Edward  Island,  and  in  fact  throughout  the 
Dominion  of  Canada.  Whatever  hon. 
gentlemen  may  say,  and  whatever  a 
majority  of  this  House  may  say,  and  what- 
ever they  may  reiterate,  it  is  a  policy 
which  is  contrary  to  English  precedent ; 
it  is  a  policy  which  is  calculated  to  de- 
grade and  injure,  and  lower  the  interests 
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of  this  country.  It  is  a  policy  which  is 
not  suitable  to  this  progressive  age.  It  is 
a  policy  which  properly  belongs  to  feudal 
times  and  a  past  age — one  which  the 
Government,  when  they  come  to  consider 
the  ill-effect  of  it,  and  cast  aside  those  in- 
fluences by  which  they  surround  them- 
selves with  power — when  they  take  a 
patriotic  view  of  those  things,  and  work 
more  for  the  country  and  less  for 
their  party,  will  se^  is  not  in  the 
best  interests  of  the  Dominioa  The 
Minister  of  the  Interior,  in  reply  to  my 
hoa  friend  from  Ottawa,  spoke  about  that 
lucky  star  that  guides  this  Government. 
He  spoke  of  the  sunshine  in  which 
they  are  basking.  I  may  say  to  the  Min- 
ister of  the  Interior,  that  I  hope  the  time 
may  speedily  come  when  the  sunshine 
will  not  alone  fall  upon  this  Government 
entrenched  as  they  are  on  the  treasury 
benches,  that  the  dark  clouds  will  break 
and  the  whole  people  of  this  country  will 
get  the  benefit  of  that  sunshine ;  when  the 
laborers  and  farmers,  and  the  lumbermen 
and  fishermen  of  this  country  will  reap  the 
6ill  advantages  of  their  toil,  and  will  not 
be  compelled  to  contribute  from  their  re- 
sources further  than  is  necessary  for  the 
purposes  of  government. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— I  am  sure  after 
the  long  and  labored  debate  that  has  taken 
place  on  this  great  subject  it  would  be  the 
height  of  bad  taste  on  my  part  to  desire 
to  continue  it  much  longer.  It  must  be 
a  matter  of  pride  to  all  to  see  the  manner 
in  which  the  debate  has  been  conducted 
It  must  show  to  the  country  that  it  was 
the  desire  of  the  Senate  that  a  subject 
affecting  the  true  interests  of  this  country 
should  be  debated  in  the  most  intelligent 
and  able  manner.  I  feel,  myself,  notwith- 
standing the  length  of  this  debate,  that 
after  all,  the  jury  to  determine  this  ques- 
tion will  be  the  country.  Whether  one 
party  or  the  other  may  fancy  they  get  the 
victory  in  this  House  matters  not ;  it  will 
not  have  the  slightest  influence  on  the 
people,  The  arguments  pro  and  con  as 
ajSecting  our  commercial  interests  and  our 
true  prosperity  will  be  sifted  thoroughly, 
and  I  think  an  accurate  judgment  will  be 
arrived  at  by  the  people.  Notwithstand- 
ing the  great  ability  displayed  on  the  part 
of  some  speakers  who  took  part  in  this 
debate,  I  took  notice  of  what  may  be 


called  a  heresy  in  political  economy,  that 
has  been  indulged  in  by  both  sides  in  de- 
bating this  subject.  I  could  not  help 
feeling  somewhat  surprised  that  statements 
should  be  made  that  vast  quantities  of 
money  had  been  lost  to  this  country  by 
investments  in  manufacturing  industries. 
It  was  said  that  the  stockholders  had  lost 
their  stock  and  that  factories  which  had 
cost  some  $260,000  or  $300,000  were 
a  total  loss  and  that  business  was 
crippled  in  consequence  of  this  capital 
having  been  taken  out  of  its  legitimate 
course  and  virtually  lost  to  the  country. 
I  take  exception  to  this  statement  at 
once.  I  think  I  have  studied  some  of  the 
laws  of  political  economy.  I  think  I  have 
been  taught  to  be  lieve  that  when  money  is 
taken  from  the  banks  or  taken  from  private 
individuals  and  put  into  actual  labor  in  the 
country,  that  instead  of  its  being  lost  to 
the  public  it  is  simply  displaced  and  put 
into  circulation  in  the  hands  of  the  laboring 
classes.  It  enters  the  business  of  the 
shop-keepers,  the  tradespeople,  doctors 
and  lawyers  and  various  citizens  who 
dwell  in  our  country.  It  is  true  it  is  tak- 
en from  one  and  goes  into  the  possession 
of  another,  but  still  not  one  dollar  is  lost  to 
the  country.  A  gentleman  who  took  the 
opposite  side  of  the  argument  seemed  to 
think  that  that  proposition  was  a  fair  one ; 
he  did  not  think  it  was  wrong.  Men  go 
into  business  and  lose  their  capital  He 
took  it  as  a  matter  of  fact  that  the  capital 
was  lost,  and  that  men  in  the  lumber 
trade,  for  instance,  lost  their  money  in 
the  woods,  and  went  into  bankruptcy. 
Now  the  two  cases,  according  to  my  view 
of  the  strict  rules  of  political  economy, 
are  not  similar.  In  the  first  place,  if 
money  be  invested  in  getting  lumber,  it 
has  to  go  to  a  foreign  country ;  and  if  the  ex- 
penses incurred  are  not  met  by  the  amount 
realized  by  the  sale,  then  of  course  there 
is  a  loss  to  the  country  of  the  difference 
between  the  cost  and  the  amount  received 
from  the  sale;  but  in  the  other 
case  where  the  work  is  going 
on  in  our  own  country  and  the  money  is 
paid  for  labor,  I  think  it  will  be  found  on 
reflection  that  the  statements  of  hon. 
gentlemen  on  the  other  side  are  not  cor- 
rect I  do  not  know  that  it  is  necessary 
for  me  to  go  much  further  into  the  ques- 
tion ;  in  fact  I  do  not  know  that  I  could* 
if  I  tried,  go  over  the  grounds  that  have 
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already  been  covered.  The  subject  has 
been  ably  discussed  in  all  its  branches. 

We  have  a  grand  future  before  us,  if 
we  be  true  to  more  than  our  own  private 
interests,  and  not  be  like  the  Roman 
guards,  who  sold  at  auction,  to  the  highest 
bidder,  the  throne  of  their  country. 

My  own  views  on  the  tariff  question  are 
steady,  and  ever  have  been  since  I  had 
the  honour  of  a  seat  in  this  Chamber. 
But  desiring  lo  bow  to  the  will  of  the 
people,  I  sink  them,  and  acknowledge 
that  the  present  policy  was  sustained  at 
the  polls. 

Until  the  same  people  give  me  to  un- 
derstand that  they  have  changed  their 
minds,  I  will  carry  out  their  views  right 
loyally.  Instead,  though,  of  playing 
"  Vicar  of  Bray,"  I  would  rather  point 
out  that  there  is  danger  ahead,  and  that 
the  people  here,  like  the  people  of  the 
United  States,  are  not  going  to  be  ridden 
to  death  by  politicians.  One  stroke  of 
the  pen  would  let  go  the  whole  excise 
goods  of  the  United  States.  I  would  like 
to  know  what  would  become  of  the  fron- 
tier of  Canada  if  we  had  to  watch  the 
flood  of  smuggled  goods  that  would  then 
come  in  at  half  the  price  ours  would  cost. 

But,  gentlemen,  I  have  no  desire  to  go, 
or  appear  to  go,  deeply  into  these  matters. 
The  problem  of  political  economy,  as 
applied  to  the  wants  of  the  different 
countries,  is  an  exercise  for  statesmen,  not 
fpr  every  pretender  to  tariff  making. 

I  think  it  is  perfectly  safe  to  leave  the 
operations  of  the  present  tariff  and  policy 
in  the  hands  of  the  Government  There 
is  a  man  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
who  is  a  statesman  as  astute  as  any  on 
this  continent.  When  that  statesman 
considers  that  the  true  interest  of  this 
country  demands  an  alteration  in  the 
tariff,  he  has  sagacity  and  patriotism 
enough  to  adopt  it.  I  think  it  is  perfectly 
right  and  safe  for  us  to  wait  until  we  see 
the  necessity  for  a  change  in  our  system 
before  making  one.  I  may,  perhaps,  be 
inclined  to  think  that  a  change  will  take 
place  by  degrees  in  the  near  future;  but  until 
a  change  shall  take  place  in  public  opinion  I 
am  satisfied  to  bow  to  the  will  of  the  people. 

Hon.  Mr.  TURNER— In  the  absence 
of  the  hon.  member  from  Belleville,  I 
should  like  to  say  a  few  words  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  member  from  Hopewell,  on  the 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER. 


cheese  question.  Before  the  National 
Policy  was  adopted  as  a  general  principle, 
there  were  to  my  knowledge  three  articles 
to  which  the  protective  principle  had  been 
applied.  These  were  vinegar,  tobacco 
and  cheese,  in  all  of  which  articles  we  con- 
trol  our  own  market,  and,  as  r^ards  the 
latter,  we  are  now  large  exporters.  I  caa 
recollect — it  is  not  very  long  ago — when 
there  was  no  merchantable  cheese  made  in 
Canada.  There  was  a  duty  of  3  cents 
put  on  cheese,  and  from  that  time  the  im- 
provement dates.  Prior  to  that  the  duty 
was  nominal.  This  increase  in  the  duty 
was  followed  by  the  establishment  of 
cheese  factories,  and  an  extraordinary  in- 
crease in  the  production,  and  I  now  say  it, 
and  assert  it  boldly,  that  the  basis  of  the 
improvement  in  the  production  was  this 
increase  in  the  duty  imposed. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— I  do  not 

know  that  it  is  worth  while  for  me  to 
discuss  the  question  any  further.  The 
debate  has  been  a  long  and  a  tedious  one,, 
and  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  have  fired 
their  shots  and  spoken  in  ttie  n^ative  on 
the  question  have  left  the  House.  Many 
of  their  arguments  I  should  like  to  review,, 
but  as  they  are  not  present  I  shall  refrain 
from  doing  so  ;  however,  I  will  say  a  very 
few  words.  I  will  take  New  Brunswick 
first,  as  from  that  province  comes  the 
deepest  and  loudest  howl.  We  have 
heard  of  the  condition  of  affairs  there;, 
but  the  assertions  to  which  we  have 
listened  are  not  borne  out  by  the  facts  ;. 
anyone  who  looks  at  the  imports  and 
exports  for  the  last  five  years  will  see  that 
the  condition  of  trade  in  that  province  is- 
not  as  bad  as  it  has  been  represented 
The  hon.  gentleman  fit)m  Albert  made 
some  allusion  which  I  did  not  under- 
stand about  the  Chinese  in  British  Col- 
umbia. He  imported  that  question  inta 
this  discussion,  though  I  cannot  see  what 
bearing  it  has  upon  the  trade  policy  of 
the  Dominion  ;  but  I  will  say  this  that 
there  are  Chinamen  fully  as  intelligent 
and  as  well  informed  as  he  is,  in  many 
parts  of  British  Columbia  and  in  China, 
The  hon.  gentleman  did  not  confine  him- 
self to  the  question  at  issue,  the  trade 
policy  of  the  country,  but  went  beyond  it 
into  abstract  questions  which  it  is  per- 
fectly impossible  to  answer,  and  if  it  were 
possible,  would  be  of  no  benefit  to  any- 
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one.  I  have  no  intention  to  answer  the 
long  arguments  of  the  hon.  gentlemen 
from  St  John  and  Albert  Whenever 
they  approached  the  question  at  issue 
what  course  did  they  pursue?  They 
merely  tried  to  asperse  the  reports  of 
the  commissioners,  but  they  have  failed 
to  show  in  what  respect  they  were  defec- 
tive. Even  the  hon.  member  from 
Albert  had  to  pay  a  tribute  of  respect  to 
the  commissioner  for  New  Brunswick. 
He  could  only  discover  a  typographical 
error,  which  was  apparent  to  everyone. 
The  New  Brunswick  commissioner  gives 
both  sides  of  the  question,  and  makes  a 
statement  which  may,  therefore,  be  taken 
as  more  credible  than  if  it  had  been  a 
party  report  altogether.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  New  Brunswick  said  that 
the  National  Policy  was  driving  the  young 
people  from  that  province,  because  their 
trade  relations  were  hampered.  How 
can  that  be  the  case  if  there  are  more 
people  employed  in  1884  than  there  was 
in  1878  ?  It  shows  that  there  is  more 
•employment  in  the  country,  and  if  young 
men  are  leaving  the  province,  it  is  from 
other  causes  than  the  National  Policy. 
The  hon.  member  from  Albert  says  that 
the  National  Policy  interferes  with  the 
farmers.  I  denv  that  it  does.  Nearly 
all  the  goods  that  our  fiarmers  use  are 
manufactured  in  the  country  ;  so  that  the 
National  Policy  can  in  no  way  interfere 
with  them,  unless  it  is  to  benefit  them, 
because  it  gives  them  a  larger  home 
market  than  they  formerly  had,  on  ac- 
count of  there  being  more  people  employed 
and  getting  higher  wages  in  the  different 
manufacturing  establishments,  than  they 
did  formerly.  Hon.  gentlemen  laid  great 
stress  on  the  duty  on  flour  and  Indian 
com  brought  into  the  country.  What 
does  that  duty  amount  to  ?  One-fifth  of 
a  cent  on  the  pound  for  Indian  com. 
Suppose  a  family  were  to  use  5  pounds  in 
a  day,  the  duty  upon  that  would  be  only 
I  cent  a  day.  The  duty  on  flour  is  a 
quarter  of  a  cent  ^  pound,  and  these 
are  the  inflnitessimal  taxes  to  which 
he  has  referred  as  grinding  down 
the  people.  He  says  that  trade  should 
be  conducted  on  the  old  lines.  The 
old  lines  have  fallen  to  pieces. 
From  1873  to  1879  ^^  trade  of  the 
country  was  ruined.  There  was  a  howl  of 
despair  all  over  the  country,  and    new 


lines  of  trade  had  to  be  originated.      A 
new  line  was  struck  out  and  has  brought 

Prosperity.  Hoa  gentlemen  have  not 
een  able  to  say  that  the  National  Policy 
has  not  succeeded.  The  hon.  member  from 
Prince  Edward  Island  (Haythome)  did 
not  contend  that  at  alL  He  did  not  say 
that  the  country  was  not  more  prosperous. 
He  could  not  say  so,  and,  therefore,  he 
wisely  let  it  alone  He  confined  himself 
chiefly  to  a  long  dissertation  on  abstract 
questions.  The  hon.  gentleman  from 
New  Bmnswick  made  a  great  handle  of 
the  increased  prices  of  manufactured 
articles  up  in  the  North- West  As  a 
matter  of  course  that  must  be  the  case. 
The  transportation  to  that  country  must 
add  to  the  cost  of  those  articles,  and  if 
they  are  dearer  than  in  Ontario  and 
Quebec,  which  are  nearer  hand,  it  is  only 
what  we  must  expect  as  a  matter  of  trade. 
The  hon.  gentleman  from  New  Brunswick 
also  said  when  arguments  failed  that  we 
remarked  we  have  the  people  with  us. 
We  are  proud  to  have  them  with  us ;  they 
have  twice  over  ratified  the  policy  of  the 
Govemment  and  have  sustained  the 
National  Policy.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
had  that  axgument  on  his  side  what  would 
he  say  ?  What  has  he  brought  forward 
when  argument  failed  him?  He  has 
brought  forward  two  or  three  letters  from 
obscure  fishermen  ;  he  has  taken  the  state- 
ments of  different  people  in  the  United 
States  and  other  parts  of  the  world ;  he 
has  read  history  55  years  old  about  the 
trade  of  England ;  he  has  told  us  about 
the  low  prices  of  sugar,  coffee  and  tallow 
in  England,  and  he  has  quoted  from 
speeches  made  by  free  traders  in  the 
United  States,  and  speeches  made  in 
Toronto  many  years  ago  which  have  noth- 
ing whatever  to  do  with  the  question  at 
issue.  Our  contention  is  that  the  trade  of 
the  country  has  increased  and  improved 
in  every  way,  comparing  1884  with 
1878;  that  was  the  question  that 
was  brought  before  the  Senate.  Now 
we  will  take  the  revenue  derived 
from  New  Brunswick  during  the  Ave  years 
from  1875  to  1879  and  the  five  years  from 
1880  to  1884.  The  figures  show  a  wonder- 
ful evenness  over  the  whole  ten  years. 
The  difference  amounts  to  about  $84,000 
a  year  for  the  last  five  years.  From  1875 
to  1879  the  duties  collected  were  $6,066,- 
374,  and  from  1880  to  1884  $6,489,056. 
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The  highest  point  reached  by  the  revenue 
during  the  Liberal  administration  was 
$1,454,000,  and  the  highest  point  under 
the  present  tariff  was  in  1883  when  it 
reached  $1,520,000.  a  difference  only  of 
$66,000.  Then  the  exports  are  wonder- 
fully even  also  for  the  ten  years,  $28,059,- 
736,  under  a  Liberal  Government,  and 
$30,600,702  under  a  Conservative  Govern- 
ment, showing  an  excess  during  the  last 
five  years  under  the  Conservative  Govern- 
ment of  $2,540,966.  Now  a  country  which 
has  exported  that  much  over  the  previous 
five  years  under  the  Liberal  Government 
cannot  be  in  a  very  bad  condition.  These 
figures  relate  to  articles  the  produce  of  the 
country,  and  in  1884,  in  addition  to  the 
produce  of  the  country,  $1,000,000  worth 
more  was  exported  of  imported  goods ;  so 
that  whatever  the  hon.  gentlemen  from 
New  Brunswick  may  say  for  party  pur- 
poses, the  condition  of  affairs  in  their 
province  is  not  as  bad  as  they  try  to  make 
out 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— I  beg  to  differ 
from  my  hon.  friend. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  rise  to  a 
question  of  order.  The  hon.  gentleman 
has  no  right  to  interrupt 

The  SPEAKER— The  hon.  gentleman 
has  the  floor  and  should  not  be  interrupted. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— I  simply  wish  to 
explain  that  these  exports  are  the  natural 
products  of  the  province,  and  not  increased 
by  the  National  Policy. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— The  hoa 
gentleman  referred  to  the  exodus  firom 
New  Brunswick.  If  that  hon.  gentleman 
and  others  continue  to  decry  the  country 
in  which  they  live,  and  to  old  up  the 
United  States  as  a  more  desirable  country 
than  ours,  people,  of  course,  will  leave 
Canada.  The  leaders  of  the  party  to 
which  the  hon.  gentlemen  belong  continu- 
ally extol  the  United  States,  and  decry 
their  own  country.  The  hon.  gentleman 
fi-om  New  Brunswick  also  alluded  to  the 
wonderful  wealth  which  England  had 
accumulated  under  a  firee-trade  system. 
No  one  doubts  the  wealth  of  England,  and 
no  one  would  think  for  a  moment  of  com- 
paring the  wealth  of  that  country  with  that 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD. 


of  any  of  the  colonies ;  but  comparisons 
are  made  between  the  taxation  of  the  two 
countries,  and  such  comparisons  are  very 
fevorable  to  Canada.  The  taxation  in 
England  is  $3.25  per  head  higher  than  the 
taxation  in  Canada,  and  with  regard  to 
the  large  accumulation  of  trade  in  England 
it  has  been  chiefly  or  largely  due  to  the 
civil  war  in  the  United  States.  That  war 
threw  the  whole  shipping  trade  of  the 
world  almost  into  the  hands  of  England ; 
and  the  manufacturing  for  42,000,000  of 
people  besides,  and  English  manufacturers 
reaped  immense  fortunes  from  that  war.  It 
swept  the  United  States  commerce  from  the 
seas,  and  all  the  ressources  of  the  United 
States  were  taxed  to  the  utmost  in  the 
struggle  with  the  rebellions  states,  so  that 
they  could  not  manufacture  tor  themselves. 
That  is  one  reason  of  the  great  prosperity 
of  the  fi-ee-trade  England,  between  186  r 
and  1873  'y  but  since  the  latter  date  things 
have  been  very  diflferent.  Trade  has  been 
In  a  very  depressed  condition  indeed,  and 
thousands  of  men  are  starving ;  hundreds 
of  mills  are  closed,  and  manufacturing 
could  not  be  in  a  worse  condition,  I  am 
sorry  to  say.  Allusion  has  been  made  to  . 
the  Mother  Country,  and  her  prosperity 
and  her  wealth,  but  her  poor  manufactur- 
ing people  are  anything  but  prosperous. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  should  like  to 
remind  my  hon.  friend  that  he  is  speaking 
entirely  under  the  indulgence  of  the 
House.  There  is  no  affirmative  motion 
before  us,  and  as  it  is  getting  late  I  would 
remind  the  hon.  gentleman  that  he  is 
entirely  out  of  order, 

Hon.  Mr. MACDONALD— lamaware 
that  I  am  speaking  with  the  consent  of  the 
House ;  we  have  been  speaking  all  along 
under  the  indulgence  of  the  House.  If  I 
am  called  to  order  I  will  at  once  sit 
down. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— The  [hon.  gentle- 
man is  making  a  speech. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— I  am  only 
replying  to  the  arguments  of  other  hon. 
gentlemen. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— The  hon^gentlc- 
man  is  keeping  us  here  to  a  late  hour. 
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Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— The  hon. 
gentleman  is  not  obliged  to  remain. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— If  I  did  not  re- 
main there  would  be  no  quorom,  and  I  am 
sitting  here  as  a  matter  of  courtesy  to  the 
hon.  gentleman. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— The  hon.  gentle- 
man is  out  of  order,  and  I  wish  to  make 
an  explanation  about  New  Brunswick. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— The  hon. 
gentleman  from  Ottawa,  who  I  am  sorry 
to  see  is  out  of  his  seat,  discussed  the 
question  with  a  great  deal  of  warmth  and 
excitement  He  accused  me  of  taking  an 
.unparliamentary  advantage  of  this  House 
by  referring  to  a  report  which  was  not  in 
the  hands  of  members.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man should  not  have  made  a  charge  of 
that  kind  What  has  been  the  custom  of 
this  House?  Has  it  not  been  to  move 
for  papers  and  speak  of  them  before  they 
are  brought  down  ?  The  hon.  gentleman 
said  also  that  I  had  not  given  sufficient 
notice.  I  gave  five  days  notice  on  my 
motion,  and  delayed  it  five  days  further, 
and  what  is  the  fact  ?  The  papers  were 
not  in  my  hands  five  minutes  before  they 
were  being  perused  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Ottawa,  which  gave  him  the  oppor- 
tunity to  prepare  and  deliver  a  very  able 
speech,  though  it  was  one  with  which  I 
did  not  agree.  The  hon.  gentleman  also 
said  I  had  chosen  a  very  inopportune 
time  for  bringing  this  matter  forward. 
I  think  it  was  a  very  opportune  time; 
it  was  a  comparison  with  one's  year  of 
depression,  1878,  with  another  year  of  de- 
pression, 1884.  If  I  had  compared  1878 
with  1883  I  would  have  been  told  that  I 
had  taken  a  special  year  and  that  the  com- 
parison was  not  fair.  The  hon.  gentleman 
said  also  that  I  was  away  from  the  coun- 
try and  therefore  could  not  have  known 
what  was  going  oa  In  reply  I  can  only 
say  that  if  the  hon.  gentleman  was  himself 
in  the  country  he  must  have  closed  his 
eyes  and  made  very  poor  use  of  his  time 
if  he  could  not  ascertain  what  was  going 
on  and  see  the  progress  of  the  country. 
The  hon.  gentleman  from  Ottawa  made  a 
very  ungenerous  speech ;  he  could  not 
deny  the  progress  and  the  increased  pro- 
duction of  the  country,  and  yet  he  would 
not  give  one  single  iota  of  credit  to  the 


party  whose  policy  had  caused  the  im- 
provement, although  on  the  other  side  we 
are  prepared  to  allow  the  hon.  gentleman 
and  his  party  credit  for  all  their  acts,  good 
or  bad.  The  hon.  gentleman  alluded  to 
the  importations  and  exportations  of  the 
country  as  being  in  excess  of  what  they 
were  in  former  years.  Is  not  that  an  evi- 
dence of  wealth  ?  If  we  have  been  able 
to  consume  the  increased  importations 
and  the  large  home  manufactures  that  is 
surely  an  evidence  of  increased  wealth  in 
the  country.  I  will  just  tell  hon.  gen- 
tlemen what  the  difference  has  been  in 
exports.     It  is  something  wonderful. 

MoN.  Mr.  PLUMB— Oh,  no,  it  is  too 
late ;  hand  the  figures  in  to  the  reporter. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— The 
statement  shows  an  excess  during  the  five 
years  that  the  National  Policy  has  been 
in  operation  of  $85,150,292.  That  is  no 
evidence  of  poverty,  and  the  imports  have 
increased  as  well  by  $43,000,000  in  the 
five  years. 

Total  exports  for  the  five 
years  under  Liberal  Gov- 
ernment  $392,681,048 

Total  exports  under  Conser- 
vative Government  for 
five  years,  1880  to  1884.  477,831,340 

Dominion  Imports. 

187s $123,070,283  00 

1876 94,733»2i8  00 

1877 96,3001483  00 

1878 9i>i99»577  00 

1879 81,964,427  00 

$487,267,988  00 

1880 71,782,349  00 

1881 105,330,840  00 

1882 112,648,927  00 

1883 132,254,022  00 

1884 108,180.644  00 

$53o,i96>7^2  00 

Anincrease  of  $42,928,794. 00  imports  iiv 
five  years,  under  the  National  Policy, 
compared  with  five  years  under  a  revenue 
tari£f. 

•  As  hon.  gentlemen  are  so  impatient,  I 
will  merely  say,  that  those  who  have  taken 
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the  negative  side  and  have  chosen  to  be 
unbelievers  on  the  question,  have  not 
succeeded  in  disproving  any  one  of  the 
-statements  made  by  these  commissioners, 
or  in  refuting  the  arguments  they  have 
brought  forward 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  think  it  is  due 
to  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  taken 
his  seat,  to  say  that  his  opening  speech 
was  compiled  with  great  care,  and  contain- 
ed much  useful  information.  It  has  given 
rise  to  a  most  interesting,  even  if  somewhat 
prolix,  debate.  I  hope  he  will  not  con- 
sider that,  because  at  this  late  hour  we 
have  become  a  little  restless  after  hearing 
a  vexy  long  speech,  and  many  tedious  read- 
ings in  another  quarter,  and  because  I  drew 
his  attention  to  the  fact  that  he  had  no 
right  to  reply,  and  was  speaking  entirely 
with  the  indulgence  of  the  House,  that  I 
had  not  full  appreciation  of  the  value  of 
the  information  which  he  has  given  u& 
For  one,  I  thank  the  hon.  gentleman  very 
sincerely  for  having  brought  the  question 
before  the  House.  I  declined  to  speak 
upon  it,  because  it  has  been  a  subject  of 
exhaustive  discussions  in  another  quarter, 
and  in  those  discussions  I  took  an  active 
part  there  and  on  the  hustings.  There 
was  nothing,  and  could  be  nothing,  new 
in  the  general  argument,  to  one  who  had 
watched  very  closely  the  whole  of  the 
National  Policy  debates  and*  speeches  for 
the  last  eight  years.  For  that  reason  I 
did  not  feel  inclined  to  take  any  part  in 
the  discussion  here,  but  I  was  perfectly 
willing  to  listen,  ana  I  have  remained,  not 
without  a  trial  of  patience,  here  this  eve- 
ning to  listen  to  arguments  which  contain- 
ed nothing  that  I  had  not  heard  quite  as 
forcibly  stated  often  before  ;  but  I  felt  it 
due  to  the  hon.  gentleman,  as  I  had 
suggested  to  him  that  he  was  making  a 
speech  which  was  a  little  out  of  order,  to 
make  this  explanation,  which  I  trust  he 
will  accept 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— I  wish  to  make 
an  explanation.  The  hon.  gentleman 
from  British  Columbia  is,  certainly,  en- 
titled to  our  thanks  for  the  manner  in 
which  he  has  brought — 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  rise  to  a 
question  of  order.  This  is  not  an  ex* 
planation. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD. 


The  SPEAKER— The  hon.  gentleman 
is  certainly  out  of  order  in  what  he  is  say- 
ing now.     That  is  not  an  explanation. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— I  may  not  have 
taken  the  proper  course  to  miake  an  ex- 
planation, but  my  object  is  to  say  that 
while  the  hon.  gentleman  irom  British 
Columbia  is  entitled  to  our  thanks  for  the 
manner  in  which  he  has  brought  forward 
this  question,  I  cannot  agree  with  him — 

Hon.  M.  KAULBACH— I  rise  to  a 
question  of  order.  This  b  not  an  ex- 
planation. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— I  move  that  the 
House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
Senate  adjourned  at  1 1  p.m. 


THE  SENATK 

Ottawa^  Wednesday^  April  2^h^  iSSj, 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

OFFENCES  AGAINST  THE  PER- 
SON  BILL. 

IN  COMMITTEE. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (S),  "An  Act 
to  amend  an  Act  respecting  Offences 
against  the  Person." 

Hon.  Mr.  GOWAN— I  beg  to  move 
the  adoption  of  the  first  and  only  amend- 
ment that  I  have  to  propose  to  this  Bill, 
to  strike  out  the  words  *'  and  compellable  " 
in  the  nth  line.  I  do  so  in  deference  to 
the  strongly  expressed  opinion  of  my  hon. 
friends  opposite,  who  consider  that  it 
would  be  better  not  to  compel  the 
wife  under  such  circumstances  to  give 
evidence.  I  myself  am  not  very  strongly 
struck  with  the  force  of  the  objection,  but 
I  do  not  think  I  would  be  justified  in 
pressing  it  in  the  face  of  their  opinion. 
Every  member  owes  a  debt  to  the  pro- 
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fession  to  which  he  belongs,  and  my  hon. 
friends  opposite  and  myself  are  endeavor- 
ing to  repay  it  by  placing  on  the  statute 
b<x>ks,  good  laws  and  proper  amendments 
to  the  existing  laws  and  if  there  is  not  a 
complete  accord  between  us  on  all  points, 
I  think  we  should  always  be  prepared  to 
give  way. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— May  I  be  al- 
lowed  to  ask  my  hon.  friend  if  that  is  the 
only  amendment  he  proposes  to  make? 
On  a  former  occasion,  I  suggested  the 
desirability  of  permitting  the  husband  to 
give  evidence. 

Hon.  Mr.  GOWAN— I  myself  did  not 
propose  to  make  any  other  amendment, 
but  if  hon.  gentlemen  desire  to  discuss 
the  point,  I  should  be  happy  to  consider 
it.  That  is  the  only  amendment  I  would, 
without  hesitation,  assent  ta 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I  do 
not  think  the  amendment  suggested  by 
my  hon.  friend  from  Amherst  is  necessary, 
because  the  Bill  only  relates  to  cases  in 
which  the  husband  fails  to  provide  for  his 
wife  and  family.  There  is  no  probability 
of  an  action  being  taken  by  the  husband 
against  the  wife,  so  there  is  no  room  for 
such  an  amendment.  I  do  not  see  how 
the  husband  could  come  in,  in  any  way. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— It  may  be  a 
prosecution  against  the  husband  and  the 
question  is  whether  he  should  be  allowed 
to  be  a  witness.  My  hoa  friend  who  has 
charge  of  this  Bill  is  perfectly  aware  of 
the  general  rule  with  regard  to  the  hus- 
band and  wife — the  general  rule  in  crimi- 
nal matters  is  that  the  husband  and  wife 
are  not  allowed  to  give  evidence  either 
for  or  against  each  other,  for  the  reason 
that  if  they  testify  for  each  other  their 
interests  are  identical.  They  are  not 
allowed  to  give  evidence  against  each 
other,  on  grounds  of  public  policy,  for 
^ar  of  creating  distrust  and  sowing  dissen- 
sions between  them,  and  occasioning 
perjury.  That  is  the  rule  of  the  law.  We 
have  been  pointed  to  an  exception  made 
by  this  parliament  in  43  Vic,  an  Act  res- 
pecting summary  proceedings  for  common 
assault  In  that  Act  there  is  a  provision 
that  the  husband  or  wife  shall  be  allowed 
to  be  a  witness  in  such  action.  In  analo- 
Zi 


gous  proceedings  to  this  the  husband  is 
allowed  to  be  a  witness,  and  there  is  a 
provision  also  that  the  wife  of  the  defend- 
ant shall  be  a  competent  witness  on  be- 
half of  her  husband,  but  there  is  no 
provision  in  that  Act,  as  I  read  it,  to 
make  her  a  competent  witness  against  her 
husband.  In  this  Bill  it  is  proposed,  for 
the  first  time,  to  make  the  wife  competent 
to  give  evidence  against  her  husband. 
Now,  that  is  a  point  very  well  worthy  of 
being  considered,  because  we  had  it  up 
the  other  day.  We  should  proceed  very 
cautiously  in  these  criminal  matters.  This 
is  the  first  instance  of  this  kind, 
as  far  as  my  experience  goes — I 
may  have  overlooked  some  instances 
in  our  criminal  legislation — except  those 
cases  in  which  the  wife's  evidence  has 
always  been  allowed  (such  as  adultery,  or 
proceedings  where  the  husband  had  used 
violence  to  her,  where,  from  necessity,  she 
might  be  a  witness),  on  the  ground  ex 
necessitate.  This  Bill  is  contrary  to  all  the 
previous  precedents  of  our  legislation,  and 
I  think  the  committee  should  pause  be- 
fore allowing  such  an  enactment  as  this  to 
make  the  wife  a  competent  witness  against 
her  husband.  I  refer  my  hon.  friend  to 
the  Act  43  Vic,  where  it  ia  stated  that  in 
any  such  trial  the  wife  or  husband  shall  be 
a  competent  witness  on  behalf  of  the  de- 
fendant— not  against,  but  on  behal£  In 
this  Bill,  it  is  stated  that  the  wife  shall  be 
a  competent  witness  in  the  prosecution  on 
her  own  behalf ;  but  it  does  not  allow  the 
husband  to  give  testimony  in  his  behalf. 
Surely  he  should  be  allowed  to  defend 
himself  if  the  wife  is  allowed  to  be  a  wit- 
ness against  him.  The  precedents  have 
only  gone  so  far  as  to  allow  the  wife  to  be 
a  witness  for  her  husband  *,  if  we  allow 
her  to  give  evidence  against  her  husband, 
I  think  the  husband  should  be  allowed  to 
be  a  witness  on  his  own  behalf. 

Hon.  Mr.  GOWAN— I  think  ray  hon. 
friend  is  mistaken  in  supposing  that  it  is 
the  only  case  in  which  a  wife  may  be 
called  upon  to  give  evidence  against  her 
husband.  However,  that  scarcely  touches 
the  point  in  this  case.  The  offence  that 
this  is  intended  to  cover  relates  to  an  act, 
certainly  not  of  violence  against  the  wife^ 
but  of  cruelly  witholding  from  her  the 
necessaries  of  life.  There  is  a  distinction 
between  acts  of   feasance  and  of    non- 
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feasance,  and  it  was  on  that  ground  that 
the  court  held  she  was  not  a  competent 
witness,  the  majority  of  the  court  differing 
from  one  of  the  learned  judges  before 
whom  the  question  came  up,  who  held  that 
she  was  a  competent  witness,  and  that  the 
Act  would  be  futile  and  valueless — as  I  have 
already  observed  in  moving  the  2nd  read- 
ing of  the  Bill — unless  her  evidence  is 
admitted.  I  do  not  myself  think  the  sug- 
gested amendment  of  the  Bill  is  necessary. 
There  is  this,  however,  to  be  said  in  favor 
of  what  the  hon.  member  from  Amherst 
has  referred  to,  and  perhaps  the  only  point 
to  be  said  in  its  favor  ;  it  may  be  that  the 
husband  is  not  in  a  position  to  procure 
the  necessaries  of  life  for  his  wife,  and  he 
may  be  the  only  person  who  could  give 
full  evidence  on  that  point.  That,  it 
seems  to  me,  is  the  only  point  in  favor  of 
the  contention  that  he  shall  be  allowed  to 
give  evidence  on  his  own  behalf  I  do 
not  myself  think  it  necessary,  but  I  am 
quite  in  the  hands  of  the  House.  I  do 
not  desire  to  press  any  point  that  may  not 
be  thoroughly  well  founded  I  am  mak- 
ing ah  humble  effort  to  improve  the  law  in 
points  where  it  has  been  pronounced  to  be 
quite  defective  by  the  highest  judges  in 
the  land,  and  I  am  always  glad  and  grati- 
fied to  receive  any  assistance  that  can  be 
given  to  it  by  those  who  have,  as  I  have, 
only  a  desire  to  place  on  the  statute  book 
the  best  and  most  suitable  laws  for  the 
circumstances  of  the  case.  If  my  hon. 
friend  chooses  to  move  an  amendment  in 
the  direction  he  has  indicated,  he  can  do 
so,  but  I  do  not  myself  feel  disposed  to 
place  it  on  the  statute  book. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBAGH— I  hope  the 
hon.  member  from  Amherst  will  not  move 
in  the  direction  of  allowing  the  defendant 
to  give  evidence  in  a  case  of  this  kind,  I 
think  we  have  gone  far  enough  in  allowing 
defendants  in  cases  of  assault  and  battery 
to  give  evidence.  If  we  go  further  we 
may  be  in  the  position  to  which  the  hon. 
member  from  Halifax  objected,  with 
Jregard  to  a  bill  introduced  the  other  day. 
It  is  rather  going  in  that  direction.  I 
think  the  bill  should  be  amended  this  isx^ 
that  the  evidence  of  the  wife  herself  should 
not  be  sufficient  alone  to  convict  the 
husband.  There  should  be  some  corro- 
borative evidence  to  find  the  party  guilty. 
But  to  allow  the  husband  to  give  evidence 

Hon.  Mr.  GOWAN. 


in  a  matter  of  this  kind,  when  he  neglects^ 
a  duty  which  is  imposed  upon  him  by  every 
law,  human  and  divine — to  provide  food 
and  lodging  and  clothing  for  his  wife  and 
children — I  do  not  think  he  is  a  right 
person  to  give  evidence.  As  regards  his* 
not  being  able  to  provide  for  his  wife,  I 
think  that  fact  might  be  easily  proved 
apart  from  himself  altogether.  If  he  is  a 
pauper,  there  are  many  means  by  which 
evidence  of  the  fact  could  be  given  to  the 
court,  but  I  really  hope  the  hon.  member 
from  Amherst  will  not  move  in  the  direc* 
tion  of  allowing  the  defendant,  in  a  case  of 
this  kind,  to  give  evidence  on  his  own 
behalf 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— The  profession! 
of  which  I  have  been  long  a  member  does 
not  give  me  much  knowledge  of  the  law,, 
but  it  gives  one  a  knowledge  of  human 
nature.  I  am  convinced  that  a  woman 
bringing  a  case  before  a  court  against  her 
husband,  the  moment  she  is  allowed  to> 
give  evidence,  will  give  it  in  her  husband's- 
behalf.  When  he  is  charged  with  failing 
to  provide  her  with  clothing,  she  will  be 
ready  to  say,  "I  have  plenty  of  good 
clothes  at  home,  and  a  first  rate  di^  atr 
the  dressmaker's  to  be  taken  in  or  let  out,, 
as  the  case  may  be.*  I  am  not  a  chie^ 
justice,  but  I  once  saw  a  case  which  would 
serve  as  an  illustration  of  this — that  of  a 
man  who  had  shot  his  wife  with  a  rifle.  The 
ball  had  gone  through  her,  and  she  ought 
to  have  died,  but  did  not.  He  was< 
prosecuted  for  the  crime,  and  she  came  to- 
me, asking  me  to  try  and  get  him  off  1 
said,  "  he  is  a  scoundrel,  and  ought  to  be 
punished."  She  said,  *'  I  know  he  is,  but 
suppose  he  is  sent  to  penitentiary  for 
seven  years,  who  will  provide  for  my 
family?"  I  think  the  punishment  pro- 
vided by  the  Act  which  this  Bill  is  intended 
to  amend  is  imprisonment  for  three  months, 
in  a  workhouse.  Will  that  enable  the 
husband  to  give  his  wife  better  clothes,  or 
is  he  more  likely,  when  he  is  discharged 
from  the  wOTkhouse,  to  supply  them  ?  I 
think  not.  If  this  Bill  is  passed,  the  poor 
woman  will  be  worse  off  than  she  is,  and 
I  think  it  should  be  thrown  out.  If  the 
hon.  gentleman  wishes  to  improve  the 
laws,  I  will  suggest  an  amendment  In 
the  case  I  have  mentioned  I  was  examined 
as  a  witness;  I  had  been  the  medical^ 
attendant  of  the  prisoner,  and  I  was  askedl 
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if  he  had  told  me  why  he  had  shot  his 
wife.  I  refused  to  answer,  on  the  ground 
that  any  conversation  I  had  with  him  was 
as  a  medical  man.  The  judge  said,  ''  you 
are  wrong;  a  medical  man  is  bound  to 
relate  all  he  knows,  and  more  than  that,  a 
priest  or  clergyman  is  obliged  to  relate 
what  is  told  him,  even  in  the  confessional." 
Whatever  the  law  may  be,  I  knew  that 
common  sense  was  against  it,  and  I  was 
not  afraid  at  all  of  being  compelled ;  but 
I  asked  the  judge  on  that  occasion,  and  I 
ask  the  hon.  member  from  Barrie,  why,  if 
a  lawyer  cannot  be  made  to  tell  what  his 
client  has  said  to  him,  the  same  privilege 
is  not  extended  to  clergymen  and  doctors  ? 
I  trust  that  the  hon.  gentleman  will  give 
them  the  same  privilege  that  the  law  now 
grants  to  the  lawyer. 

-  Hon.  Mr-  SCOTT— I  do  not  concur 
altogether  in  the  view  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man who  has  just  taken  his  seat.  The 
hon.  member  who  introduced  this  Bill 
does  not  speak  as  an  advocate  or  counsel, 
but  from  a  much  higher  standpoint — as  a 
judge  who  has  been  for  40  years  entrusted 
with  the  administration  of  the  laws.  During 
a  long  and  very  active  life,  in  which  he  has 
acquired  a  very  valuable  training  for 
making  the  laws  of  thet  country,  he  has 
discovered  that  there  are  certain  defects 
in  the  laws,  which  should  be  remedied. 
No  one  supposes  that  our  laws  are  perfect, 
even  when  they  are  ^consolidated  The 
laws  of  the  country  are  perpetually  chang- 
ing, as  experience  dictates,  from  time  to 
time,  and  it  is  really  only  from  experience 
that  one  can  judge  what  is  best  to  be 
adopted.  I  feel  that  it  is  not  wise  to  de- 
part from  the  xnd3xs[kjestina  lente^  particu- 
larly in  laws  of  this  kind,  but,  no  doubt, 
experience  is  the  most  valuable  educator 
in  furnishing  improvements,  more  particu- 
larly in  the  criminal  laws.  The  suggestion 
made  by  the  hon.  member  from  Lunen- 
burg, is,  I  think,  the  correct  one — ^that  is, 
that  no  conviction  should  be  complete  on 
die  evidence  of  the  wife  alone.  It  should 
be  supported  by  ccMToborative  testimony. 
It  is  the  invariable  practice  of  judges  to 
hear  the  statement  of  the  husband  in  such 
cases.  He  does  not  make  it  under  oath, 
but  he  is  allowed  to  make  it  to  the  court 
He  is  always  catechised  as  to  why  he  has 
fiuled  to  support  his  wife  or  child,  and 
the  case  is  not  exactly  as  my  hon.  friend 


from  Amherst  has  put  it,  because  it  is  not 
a  complaint  of  the  wife  alone,  but  it  is 
the  wife  and  child,  or  children.  Those 
children  may  be  of  such  tender  years  that 
they  cannot  be  examined,  and  I  am  dis- 
posed to  believe  that  there  are  not  many 
cases  in  which  the  wifecomplains  against  the 
husband  where  there  are  no  children  As  far 
as  my  own  observation  goes,  when  women 
who  have  no  children  to  support  are  ab- 
andoned by  their  husbands,  or  their  hus- 
bands refuse  to  support  them,  they  gener- 
ally rely  upon  their  own  exertions,  and 
are  able  to  support  themselves ;  but  when 
there  are  minor  childern,  perhaps  it  be- 
comes an  unfair  tax  on  the  wife,  and  she 
natiurally  appeals  to  the  laws  of  the  country 
to  enforce  the  obligations  which  her  hus- 
band assumed  to  support  his  family.  I 
think,  therefore,  the  suggestion  of  my  hoa 
friend  is  a  very  proper  one,  that  no  pro- 
secution should  be  permitted  under  this 
Bill  on  the  unsupported  testimony  of  the 
wife,  but  that  her  evidence  should  receive 
such  substantial  corroborative  evidence  as 
the  courts  may  think  necessary.  With 
those  words  added  I  think  the  danger 
would  be  averted,  and  this  very  useful 
provision,  removing  the  question  of  doubt 
as  to  whether  the  wife  is  a  competent 
witness,  might  become  law.  There  is  no 
one  so  well  fitted  as  the  wife  to  explain 
to  the  court  and  jury,  if  necessary,  what 
the  neglect  complained  of  has  been.  Very 
often  no  neighbor  is  cognizant  of  the 
facts.  Take  the  case  of  a  family  who  live 
isolated  from  neighbors.  How  can  they 
know  whether  the  husband  turns  his  wife 
out  of  doors  or  fails  to  provide  her  with 
food?  In  such  cases  it  is  extremely 
difficult  to  procure  a  convictioa  A  father 
may  be  guilty  of  acts  of  tyranny  which 
should  subject  him  to  punishment,  but 
unless  there  are  grown  up  children  there 
are  no  witnesses.  Where  they  are  of 
tender  years,  say  under  eight  or  nine,  they 
are  not  eligible  as  witnesses,  and  therefore 
this  sort  of  treatment  may  go  on  for  years, 
and  be  utterly  incapable  of  proof  unless 
the  evidence  of  the  wife  is  admitted.  We 
know  the  tendency  of  all  judicial  minds, 
and  in  fact  of  every  &ir  mind,  is  to  heal 
up  domestic  difficulties.  It  is  not  de- 
sirable that  a  wife  should  have  resort  to 
an  action  of  this  kind,  and  it  is  the  ex 
perience  of  courts  that  it  is  infinitely  better 
in  such  cases  to  postpone  the  hearing.     1 
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know  that  the  feelings  of  judges, 
who  have  had  such  cases  before  them, 
b  to  suggest  that  some  other  reference 
should  be  made,  and  that  the  wife 
and  husband  should  not  quarrel,  at  the 
same  time  intimating  to  the  husband  what 
his  legal  responsibilities  are,  and  what 
would  be  the  consequence  of  a  continuance 
of  refusing  to  support  his  wife  and  childrea 
-Therefore,  we  need  not  be  at  all  uneasy 
that  the  judges  will  hastily  punish  the 
husband  unless  there  is  such  strong  testi- 
mony as  makes  it  clear  that  he  should  be 
punished — having  the  means  at  his  disposal 
to  support  his  wife  and  minor  children, 
and  wilfully  refusing  to  do  so.  For  these 
reasons,  I  would  be  disposed  to  believe 
that  the  amendments  proposed  by  the  hon. 
member  from  Lunenburg  would  remove 
any  objection  that  otherwise  would  be 
made  to  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  principle  of 
the  Bill  was  adopted  at  the  second  reading, 
I  take  it,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
committee  have  agreed  upon  one  point, 
that  is  that  the  wife  shall  not  be  compel- 
lable to  give  evidence.  I  think  it  might 
be  as  well  to  make  the  amendment  which 
has  been  suggested  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
in  charge  of  the  Bill  first,  and  then  consi- 
der the  other  question  as  to  whether  the 
husband  should  be  a  competent  witness  or 
not  I  agree  with  the  hon.  member  from 
Amherst  that  he  should,  but  we  might 
make  the  amendment  that  we  all  agree  to 
first 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  GOWAN— Having  heard 
what  my  hon.  friends  on  the  other  side 
have  said,  I  must  say  I  do  not  think  that 
I  would  be  justified  in  resisting  the  pro- 
position mAde  by  my  hon.  fnend  from 
Lunenburg,  that  some  testimony  in  cor- 
roboration of  the  wife's  should  be  heard, 
but  beyond  that  I  do  not  feel  disposed  to 
ga  I  think  it  would  be  unwise  to  allow 
the  husband  to  be  admitted  as  a  witness 
in  the  matter,  and  I  think  it  would  be 
opening  the  door  to  a  very  objectionable 
practice.  My  hon.  friend,  the  junior 
member  from  Halifax  (Mr.  Almon)  seems 
to  consider  that  members  of  the  profession 
to  which  I  belong  are  utterly  incapable  of 
forming  any  judgment  whatever  with  res- 

Hon.  Mp  SCOTT. 


pect  to  the  matters  on  which  he  touched  ; 
that  we  have  no  opportunities  of  doing  so, 
and  that  we  are  incapable,  in  fact,  of 
forming  an  opinion  upon  them  had  we 
such  opportunities.  No  doubt  he  v^ 
thinking  that  as  certain  trades  render  men 
liable  to  certam  diseases  so  a  certain 
course  of  life  renders  men  liable  to  fall  in- 
to wrong  impressions  on  various  subjects ; 
but  with  respect  to  the  profession  to  which 
I  have  the  honor  to  belong,  I  beg  to  in- 
form him  that  he  is  quite  mistaken. 
Lawyers  have  very  nearly,  if  not  quite,  as 
good  opportunities  of  forming  a  judgment 
as  medical  men.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
constantly  referred  to  matters  touching 
members  of  the  profession,  and  perhaps 
he  has  not  quite  studied  some  of  the  pecu- 
liarities of  his  own  profession — an  honor- 
able profession  of  which,  I  believe,  he  is  a 
distinguished  member — but  they  occasion- 
ally fadl  into  errors  like  other  men.  Now, 
I  know  as  a  fact,  from  reading  and  from 
my  own  observation,  that  they  form  cer- 
tain theories — they  receive  a  little  light  and 
get  enamoured  of  their  own  conception  \ 
they  form  theories  and  generalize  them 
and  apply  them  to  every  case.  I  remem- 
ber, it  IS  not  long  ago,  that  a  physician 
pronounced  every  disease  which  came 
under  his  notice  was  suppressed  gout  If 
a  man  had  a  pain  in  his  elbow  it  was  sup- 
pressed gout ;  if  a  man  had  a  boil  on  his 
back  it  was  suppressed  gout  My  hon.  friend 
the  junior  member  from  Halifax,  is  not 
exactly,  perhaps,  in  favor  of  that  view,  that 
suppressed  gout  applies  to  every  case,  but 
he  is  quite  a  believer  of  the  view  that  sup- 
pressed Scott  Act  applies  to  every  Bill 
His  remarks  to-day,  and  on  the  motion 
for  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  point- 
ed to  the  Scott  Act,  so,  really,  he  has  a  ceiv 
tain  moral  disease — I  say  it  with  all  res- 
pect— which  is  suppressed  Scott  Act 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — I  wish  it  were 


Hon.  Mr.  GOWAN— I  should  like  to 
hear  the  amendment,  if  the  hon.  member 
from  Lunenburg  will  kindly  formulate  it 

Hon  Mr-  KAULBACH— I  move  that 
the  following  be  added  to  the  end  of  the 
clause,  ''  In  all  such  prosecutions,  the 
evidence  of  the  wife  alone  shall  not  be 
sufficient  as  against  her  husband." 
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Hon.  Mr.  GOWAN— I  accept  that 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  —  Before  that 
amendment  is  moved,  I  propose  another 
which  would  render  that  unnecessary  if  it 
carried.  The  section  of  the  Act  of  1869, 
which  my  hon.  friend  proposes  to 
amend,  provides  that  whoever,  being 
legally  liable  to  provide  for  any  person, 
wife,  child,  &c,  necessary  food,  clothing 
or  lodging,  and  without  any  lawful  excuse, 
refuses  or  neglects  to  provide  the  same, 
shall  be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor,  &c 
Now,  hon.  gentlemen  will  see  that  the 
offence  set  out  here  is  not  in  the  nature  of 
what  is  commonly  regarded  as  a  crime  ;  it 
is  simply  the  neglect  of  the  husband  to 
perform  a  duty  which,  as  a  husband,  he  is 
bound  to  perform ;  and  it  is  really,  as  I 
said  when  the  Bill  was  at  its  second  read- 
ing, to  all  intents  and  purposes,  a  civil  action 
to  compel  the  husband  to  do  this,  and,  in 
addition,  to  punish  him  for  not  doing  it. 
Where  the  husband  and  wife  fall  out,  and 
their  relations  become  such  that  the  wife 
brings  a  criminal  prosecution  against  her 
husband  for  not  ]>roviding  for  herself  and 
her  children,  the  woman  must  have  lost  the 
feelings  which  ordinarily  actuate  wives  to- 
wards their  husbands,  and,  instead,  prob- 
ably feelings  of  bitter  hostility  fill  her  mind 
and  her  heart,  I  think  that  the  wife 
in  such  cases  is  very  likely  to  be  an 
exceedingly  unscrupulous  witness.  Now, 
here  is  the  husband  accused  of  hav- 
ing neglected  to  supply  the  neces- 
saries of  life  for  his  wife.  It  may  be 
simply  that  he  and  she  have  had 
a  quarrel  and  she  is  very  angry  and  bound 
to  make  him  suffer.  She  comes  into 
court  and  tells  her  itory  under  oath.  If 
you  allow  her  to  tell  her  side  of  the  story, 
the  husband  should  be  allowed  to  come 
in  and  tell  hib.  I  think  that  is  a  perfectly 
fair  and  reasonable  proposition.  Where  a 
man  is  charged  with  adultery  his  evidence 
is  admitted,  and  I  think  that  as  this  is  a 
case  of  failure  to  discharge  his  duty  as  a 
husband  in  another  way,  his  evidence 
should  be  admitted  also,  as  it  is  in  the 
other  case.  I  propose  by  this  amendment 
to  strike  out  all  the  words  after  "  child  " 
in  the  loth  lineT  and  insert  the  following 
instead  :  "  the  accused  and  his  wife  shall 
be  competent  to  give  evidence  either  for 
or  against  the  accused" 


Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— My  hon. 
friend  will  see  that  by  the  amendment 
which  I  have  proposed  the  evidence  of 
the  wife  will  not  alone  be  sufficient 
That  will  accomplish  what  he  wants  by  his 
amendment  There  must  be  other  evi* 
dence  besides  that  of  the  wife,  and,  really, 
if  the  facts  are  I  said  before,  that  the 
husband  is  such  a  brute  as  to  refuse  to 
supply  his  wife — 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— My  hon.  friend 
has  prejudged  the  case,  as  a  jury  might 
do.  They  make  up  their  minds  that  the 
husband  is  a  brute  before  they  have  heard 
his  story,  and  that  is  why  I  think  he  should 
be  allowed  to  state  his  case. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— They  come 
to  the  conclusion  from  evidence  in  addition 
to  the  statement  of  the  wife.  I  should  be 
sorry  to  go  any  further  to  allow  the  defend- 
ant in  a  prosecution  to  give  evidence.  I 
think  it  is  dangerous  legislation. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  am  very  glad  to 
find  that  the  suggestion  which  I  made 
to  the  hon.  member  in  charge  of  this  Bill  has 
been  received  by  him  in  a  proper  spirit 
My  object,  equally  with  his,  is  to  secure 
good  legislation.  The  only  Act  that  has 
been  referred  to  which  has  made  an  ex- 
ception to  the  rule  I  have  mentioned  is 
the  43  Vic,  which  applies  to  cases  of 
common  assault  and  battery.  In  such 
cases  you  allow  the  wife  to  be  a  witness 
for  the  husband  and  the  husband  to  be  a 
witness  for  himself,  but  there  is  nothing 
said  about  the  wife  being  a  witness  against 
her  husband.  Now,  as  far  as  that  goes,  I 
stated  the  only  ground  upon  which  it 
could  be  allowed,  as  I  thought,  was  from 
the  necessity  of  the  case.  Ifi  ex  necessitate^ 
that  provision  is  required  that  the  wife 
shall  be  allowed  to  be  a  witness  against 
her  husband  with  regard  to  this  matter 
for  not  providing  food  and  clothing, 
let  it  be  so.  For  my  own  part,  I 
am  willing  to  give  way  on  that  point  if  the 
hon.  gentleman  will  put  the  two  parties  on 
the  same  footing — in  the  same  position  that 
they  occupy  in  the  Act  43  Vic.  That  is  alll 
a8k,andIhavenotasyetheardasinglereason 
why  the  husbandshould  beplacedin  a  worse 
position  than  the  wife.  It  is  quite  true, 
as  the  hon.  member  from  Lunenburg  ex- 
plained, that  his  amendment  does,  to  a 
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certain  extent,  meet  the  difficulty,  because 
it  requires  corroborative  evidence,  but  at 
the  same  time  my  hon.  friend  will  see 
that  the  mouth  of  the  husband  is  shut  by 
this  BilL  He  allows  the  wife  to  tell  her 
story,  but  will  not  allow  the  husband. 
There  is  no  fair  play  in  that,  and  there  is 
no  reason  why  we  should  not  legislate  in 
exactly  the  same  lines  as  we  did  on  as- 
sault and  battery,  and  allow  both  parties 
to  tell  their  stories.  I  really  do  not  see 
why  that  should  not  be  done.  If  my  hon. 
friend  will  take  that  course  I  for  one  shall 
be  perfectly  willing  to  abandon  the  objec- 
tion I  have  to  the  wife  giving  evidence 
against  her  husband.  That  is  met  by  the 
amendment  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Lun- 
enburg, but  the  husband  should  be  put, 
as  a  witness,  on  exactly  the  same  footing 
as  the  wife. 

.  Hon.  Mr.  GOWAN— I  must  say  that 
I  think  the  amendment  moved  by  my 
hon.  friend  from  Lunenburg  completely 
meets  the  whole  case,  and  I  should  be 
unwilling  to  allow  the  entering  wedge  of 
permitting  a  party  liable  to  be  indicted 
iox  a  misdemeanor — because  it  is  a  mis- 
demeanor by  the  statute  for  which  he  is 
liable  to  three  years  imprisonment — ^to 
give  evidence  on  his  own  behalf.  It  is 
true  there  is  a  distinction  between  this 
and  other  cases,  the  charge  being  one  of 
omission  and  not  of  commission,  but  still 
the  principle  is  the  same,  and  the  same 
rule  which  would  apply  to  one  case 
would  also  apply  to  the  other.  I  accept 
the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  from 
Lunenburg,  and  I  think  it  will  really 
cover  all  that  is  necessary  to  provide  for 
the  security  of  a  person  indicted  on  such 
a  charge.  He  requires  that  the  evidence 
of  the  wife  shall,  in  effect,  be  corroborated — 
that  no  man  shall  be  convicted  on  the 
unsupported  evidence  of  his  wifa 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
{Mr.  Power's)  was  declared  lost,  and  the 
Original  amendment  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER,  from  the  commit- 
tee, reported  the  Bill  as  amended 

Hon.  Mr.  GOWAN  moved  concurrence 
in  the  amendments. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY—I  would  suggest 
that  as  the  amendments  are  materull,  it 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY. 


would  be  better  to  postpone  concurrence 
m  the  report  of  the  committee  until  to- 
morrow, in  order  that  members  may  have 
an  opportunity  of  considering  the  Bill  in 
its  present  shape. 

Hon.  Mr.  GOWAN— I  move  that  the 
amendments  be  taken  into  consideration 
to-morrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  AFFECT- 
ING ANIMALS  BILL. 

SECOND   READING, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (41),  "  An  Act 
respecting  Infectious  or  Contagious  Dis- 
eases affecting  Animals."  He  said  :  This 
Bill  is  to  make  somechangesof  no  very  great 
importance  in  the  Act  respecting  con- 
tagious diseases  affecting  animals,  amend- 
ments which  have  been  found  by  experi- 
ence to  be  desirable  in  the  interest  of  the 
protection  of  the  general  flocks  and  herds 
of  the  country,  against  infectious  diseases. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— After  the  very 
lucid  and  elaborate  explanation  of  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill  made  by  the  Minis- 
ter, there  can  be  no  hesitation  on  the  part 
of  the  House  in  adopting  it. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
will  explain  it  all  in  committee. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

CANADA  TEMPERANCE  ACT  AND 

LIQUOR    LICENSE    ACT 

AMENDMENT  BILL. 

ORDER  OF  THE  DAY  POSTPONED. 

The  order  of  the  day  having  been  called 
that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  a  com- 
mittee of  the  whole  on  Bill  (92),  ''An  Act 
further  to  amend  the  Canada  Temperance 
Act  1878,  and  the  Liquor  License  Act 
1883"— 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL  said :  I  have  just 
received  from  our  colleague,  the  Hon. 
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Mr.  Flint,  whose  interest  in  this  matter 
ire  all  appreciate,  a  request  that,  if  possi- 
ble, the  putting  of  the  House  into  com- 
mittee on  this  Bill  be  deferred  until  to- 
morrow, and  I  therefore  move  that  the 
order  of  the  day  be  discharged,  and  that 
the  Bill  be  referred  to  committee  of  the 
whole  to-morrow. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  would  like  to 
suggest  this;  that  the  amendments  of  which 
I  have  given  notice,  should  be  moved 
when  the  order  of  the  day  is  called,  and  it 
may  be  there  will  be  some  discussion  on 
that,  and  after  that  discussion  we  will  go 
into  committee  on  the  Bill,  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Belleville  will  then  have 
an  opportunity  of  being  present  when  the 
Bill  is  being  discussed  in  committee. 

Tm  SPEAKER— I  take  it  for  granted 
that  the  calling  of  the  order  of  the  day 
means  putting  the  question  before  the 
House.  There  is  no  motion  before  the 
House  now  until  the  order  of  the  day  is 
put  before  the  House  by  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— That  has  been 
the  usual  practice,  I  think,  to  make  a 
motion,  but  really  after  all  it  is  not  of 
much  consequence.  I  put  it  to  my  hon. 
friend  whether  under  the  circumstance  of 
the  committee  being  put  off,  as  that  has 
been  so  cordially  responded  to  on  this  side 
of  the  House,  he  will  be  ready  with  the 
Bill,  in  its  future  stages,  to  have  a  full  con- 
sidenation  of  it  He  has  met  us  in  the 
same  spirit  from  the  beginning  in  this  Bill, 
and  I  should  certainly  support  him  in  this 
motion  to  postpone  the  order  of  the  day 
under  the  circumstances.  I  do  not  under- 
stand my  hon  friend,  from  Halifax  to 
object  to  that  at  all ;  he  merely  objects  to 
the  mode  of  proceeding. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— I  do  not  think  it 
is  wise  to  postpone  the  consideration  of 
the  Bill  I  shall  be  very  happy  to  pair  off 
with  die  hoa  member  from  Belleville,  as 
iar  as  the  voting  is  concerned 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAI^— It  is  not  the  mere 
pairing  off  on  the  vote ;  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Belleville  wishes  to  ad<fress  the 
House,  and  I  am  afraidthat  my  hon.  friend 
<ippo6ite  will  hardly  represent  him  in  that 
re^)ect 


The    motion    was  agreed  to  and  the 
order  of  the  day  was  discharged. 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  4.20  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa^  Thursday ^  April jo  thy  188^, 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

BILL  INTRODUCED. 

"An  Act  respecting  the  North-West 
Mounted  Police  Force."  (Sir  Alex. 
Campbell.) 

TREATIES   WITH   THE    INDIANS 
IN  THE  NORTH-WEST, 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ  rose  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Government  to  the  trea- 
ties made  with  the  Indians  in  the  North- 
West,  and  ask  if  it  is  the  intention  to 
make  any  further  treaties  of  the  same 
nature  ? 

He  said :  I  have  been  led  to  give  notice 
of  this  motion  from  certain  discussions  in 
the  public  press  of  the  country,  in  relation 
to  the  Indians  and  the  troubles  in  the 
North-West  Af^er  the  able  address  that 
was  delivered  to  us  by  the  hoa  gentle- 
man from  Winnipeg)  lately,  I  suppose 
there  is  not  much  to  be  said  as  to  the 
condition  of  the  Indians ;  but  we  must 
be  quite  aware  that  our  relations  with  the 
Indians  in  the  North-West  at  the  present 
time  are  engaging  the  public  mind  to  a 
very  great  extent  I  was  led  to  look  into 
this  matter  from  a  statement  of  a  very 
extraordinary  nature  that  appeared  in  one 
of  the  leading  journals  of  this  country,  the 
Toronto  Globe.  I  thought  it  was  not 
possible  that  such  a  statement  could  have 
been  made  by  the  gentleman  to  whom  it 
is  attributed ;  and  for  fear  that  I  should 
not  do  him  justice,  I  wrote  to  him  on 
Monday  and  have  his  reply.  I  think  it  is 
as  well  to  read  what  he  is  reported  to 
have  said  and  then  give  his  answer.    The 


Digitized  by 


Google 


792 


Treaties  with  the  [SENATE]  Indians  in  the  JV.-  West. 


gentleman  is  the  Rev.  E.  R.  Young,  and 
the  statement  to  which  I  refer  appears  in 
a  report  of  a  lecture  delivered  by  him  in 
the  Bloor  street  Methodist  Church, 
Toronto.  When  we  see  in  a  paper  like 
the  G/ode,  a  statement  purporting  to  have 
been  made  in  a  Wesleyan  Church,  in 
Toronto,  we  are  likely  to  believe  that  it 
was  made  as  represented.  However,  I 
could  not  conceive  that  it  was  possible 
such  an  assertion  could  have  been  made, 
fend  I  will  read  for  the  information  of  the 
House  what  Mr.  Young  is  reported  to 
have  said : — 

"  Those  men  who  had  been  sent  out  to  deal 
with  the  Indians  had  tried  to  make  as  good 
a  thing  out  of  it  as  possible  for  themselves 
while  there. 

"  Within  the  past  few  years  the  country  has 
spent  over  a  million  dollars  on  the  Indians. 
'Allowing  that  there  were  33,000  Indians  in  the 
North- West,  this  amounted  to  about  $30  per 
head.  But  the  Indians  only  received  $5  per 
head,  and  the  country  had  been  paying  f  25  a 
head  per  Indian  to  the  officials  who  distribut- 
ed this-  allowance." 

This  quotation  is  embodied  in  an 
editorial  based  on  the  report  of  the  lec- 
ture, published  the  day  before.  I  asked 
myself,  can  it  be  possible  that  such  a 
statement  was  made  ?  I  am  well  ac- 
quainted with  the  gentleman  who  is  said 
to  have  made  the  statement.  He  is  a 
minister  of  my  own  church,  and  he  has 
lived  eight  or  nine  years  in  the  North- 
west. I  wrote  him  a  letter  asking  him  if 
the  statement  that  I  had  seen  in  the  report 
of  his  speech  in  the  GMe  of  Friday  was 
substantially  correct.  His  reply  I  will 
-read  to  the  House ;  it  is  as  follows  : — 

**  In  reply,  I  beg  leave  to  state  that  the 
re{><irt  of  my  lecture  in  the  Olobe  oi  last 
Friday  is  about  as  correct  as  such  reports 

fenerallv  are,  which  is  not  saying  a  ^reat 
eal.  The  leaving  out  of  a  great  deal,  and  the 
putting  of  such  a  sentence  as  that  about  the 
Indians  only  getting  $5  per  bead,  and  the 
country  paymg  $25  a  head  per  Indian  to  those 
who  distribute  this  allowance,  is  very  mis- 
leading." 

That  is  all  he  said  on  that  question.  I 
have  looked  into  the  papers  since  to  see 
if  over  his  own  signature  he  has  denied 
the  statement,  and  I  have  not  been  able  to 
find  that  he  has  done  so  through  the  press. 
If  he  did  not  make  the  statement  that 
was  published  in  the  GMe^  I  think  he 
ought  to  deny  it  The  rev.  gentleman 
knew  what  he  was  talking  about,  because 

Hon.  Mr.  READ. 


he  stated  the  number  of  Indians  there  were 
in  the  North-West,  or  about  the  number, 
and  he  also  knew  the  amount  of  money 
the  country  was  expending.  It  amounts  to 
$33.50  per  head  for  each  Indian  man, 
woman,  and  child  that  receives  assistance 
under  the  treaties. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— In  what  way  ? 
Per  annum  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  READ— Yes,  $33.50  per 
head  is  the  amount  paid  by  the  country 
per  annum.  This  gentleman  states  in  his 
letter  the  amount  of  money  which  is  ex- 
pended. He  has  evidently  taken  it  from 
the  Public  Accounts,  because  he  says  the 
actual  figures  are  $1,025,605.80,  and  of 
this  large  sum  he  says  the  Indians  only 
receive  the  sum  of  $ 1 70, 749. 50.  I  cannot 
find  there  is  any  truth  in  that  statement  I 
cannot  charge  him  with  saying  anything 
more,  only  when  people  lecture  in  a  church 
where  their  statements  cannot  be  confront- 
ed it  is  well  that  they  should  at  least  know 
what  they  are  talking  about,  especially 
when  they  are  dealing  with  such  subjects 
as  this ;  because  if  this  report  in  the  Gio^ 
were  read  to  the  Indians  in  the  North- 
west in  their  present  excited  state,  and 
they  were  told  that  the  press  of  the  coun- 
try was  saying  that  the  distribution  of  the 
Indian  money  cost  $25  a  head,  while  the 
Indians  are  only  getting  $5,  it  would  be 
very  apt  to  excite  them,  especially  if  there 
was  any  truth  in  it.  It  would  be  well  to 
consider  where  this  money  goes.  I  think, 
from  everything  I  can  gather,  having  tak- 
en some  pains  to  look  into  this  matter,  it 
has  been  rightly  expended.  If  there  was 
any  dereliction  of  duty,  or  if  any  direct 
charge  could  be  brought  against  any  of 
the  officials  under  the  Government,  it 
would  be  the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
investigate  it  at  once.  But  these  state- 
ments go  abroad  and  people  are  led  to 
think  that  possibly  there  may  be  some 
truth  in  thein,  unless  they  are  denied.  I 
think  that  is  a  sufficient  reason,  if  there 
was  nothing  more,  to  bring  thb 
matter  before  the  House  and  the 
country,  because,  before  I  am  through, 
I  will  show  where  this  money  goes  and 
will  prove  that  this  $1,000,000  money  b 
not  thrown  away  upon  officials,  but  that  it 
is  honestly  distributed  amongst  the  In- 
dians. 
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INDIAN  EXPENDITURE,  1884. 

Annuities $170,749  50 

Agricultural  Implements 22,172  69 

Tools 8,589  38 

Cattie 15,459  76 

Seed  grain 10.786  45 

Ammunition  and  Twine 7,770  70 

ProYisions  for  use  during   annuity 

{Moments 48,269  20 

Provisions  for  destitute  Indians 499,325  50 

Clothing 4,906  50 

Schools 12,183  40 

Surveys 19, 443  09 

Farm  Wi^^ 44,023  95 

Farm  Mamtenance 27,007  12 

Scow 469  63 

General  Expenses 117,314  34 

Commissioners,  House  and  Office 10,135  67 

Industrial  Schools 12,018  93 


81,025,678  68 

We  have  entered  into  seven  treaties  with 
the  Indians  since  we  acquired  the  North- 
west Territories.  The  first  was  made 
with  the  Ojibways  and  Swampy  Crees  by 
Mr.  Simpson,  Mr.  Dawson  and  Mr.  Robt 
Pether.  By  that  treaty  each  family  re- 
ceived i6o  acres  of  land,  and  the  Govern- 
ment agreed  to  maintain  schools,  to  pro- 
hibit liquor  on  the  reserves,  and  to  give 
an  annuity  of  $3  per  head  and  a  present 
ot  an  equal  amount  per  year.  The  second 
treaty  was  made  by  Mr.  Simpson,  Lieut - 
Governor  Archibald  and  Mr.  McKay. 
The  terms  were  very  much  the  same  as  in 
the  former  one.  The  Indians  had  the 
opportunity  of  hunting  and  fishing,  and 
they  lived  in  a  country  where  game 
abounded.  Subsequently,  after  other 
treaties  had  been  made,  the  terms  of  these 
two  were  reconsidered  and  amended  on 
the  30th  April,  1875,  to  conform  to  more 
recent  ones,  and  the  annuity  was  increased 
to  $5  per  head,  and  other  things  in  pro- 
portion. The  chief  gets  $25,  each  head 
man  $15,  Indians  $5  each,  and  amongst 
other  things  schools  are  maintained  on  the 
reserve.  The  next  treaty,  No.  3,  is  known 
as  the  North- West  Angle  Treaty.  The 
commissioners  were  Governor  Morris,  J. 
N.  Provencher,  and  S.  J.  Dawson.  It 
was  with  the  Ojibways,  and  the  terms 
were,  a  square  mile  for  each  fiamily,  a  pre- 
sent of  $12  to  each  person  at  the  signing 
of  the  treaty,  schools  to  be  maintained  on 
the  reserves,  the  sale  of  liquor  to  be  pro- 
hibited,  each  Indian  to  receive  $5  an- 
nually, and  $1,500  a  year  to  be  divided 
amongst  them  in  ammunition  and  twine, 
and  ^ao  tools  and  implements  were  to  be 
delivered,  seed  grain,  a  yoke  of  oxen,  a 


bull  and  four  cows ;  each  chief  received 
$25  a  year,  each  head  man  $15,  and  each 
member  of  the  tribe  $5.  This  treaty,. 
No.  3,  is  called  the  Model  Treaty;  the 
four  treaties  made  afterwards  were  of  the 
same  character.  The  fourth  treaty  was 
made  with  the  Salteaux  and  Assiniboines, 
on  the  15th  of  September,  1874,  the  com- 
missioners being  Governor  Morris,  Gov- 
ernor Laird  and  Wm.  J.  Christie.  Each 
family  of  five  was  to  receive  a  mile  square 
of  land,  and  where  the  family  was  larger  than 
five,  the  quantity  was  increased  propor- 
tionately. The  annuities  paid  to  the 
chiefs,  headmen  and  members  of  the  tribe 
were  the  same  as  in  treaty  No.  3.  Treaty 
No.  5  was  with  the  Salteaux  and  Swampy 
Crees.  The  commissioners  were  Lt. -Gov- 
ernor Morris,  Hon.  James  McKay  and  Mr. 
Christie.  Treaty  No.  6  is  the  Carleton 
and  Pitt  Treaty.  This  is  where  we  have 
the  present  difficulties.  The  treaty  wa& 
made  in  August,  1876,  by  Governor 
Morris,  Hon.  George  McKay  and  Hon. 
Wm.  Joseph  Christie — I  think  he  was  the 
agent  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Company  in 
that  locality. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Yes, 
he  was. 

Hon.  Mr,  READ— By  that  treaty  each 
family  of  five  was  to  have  a  mile  square  of 
land,  each  Indian  received  $12  at  the 
signing  of  the  treaty,  schools  were  to  be 
maintained,  liquor  to  be  prohibited,  and 
$1,500  worth  of  useful  articles  to  be  distri- 
buted each  year ;  but  there  is  nothing  in 
all  these  treaties  about  supplying  food, 
and  when  we  come  to  look  into  it,  we 
will  see  what  is  the  explanation  of  it,  be- 
cause a  shorthand  reporter  was  present  at 
the  conference,  and  took  down  everything 
that  was  said  by  the  Indians  and  the  com- 
missioners. This  treaty  was  with  the 
Plains  and  Woods  Crees  and  some  of  the 
Stony  tribes.  The  last  treaty,  No.  7,  was 
made  on  the  22nd  of  September,  1877, 
the  commissioners  being  Governor  Laird 
and  J.  F.  McLeod.  It  was  made  with 
the  Blackfeet,  the  Piegans,  the  Sarcees 
and  other  tribes  close  to  the  international 
boundary,  and  near  the  Rocky  Mountain^ 
They  were  to  have  a  mile  square  of  land 
for  each  family  of  five,  $12  each  at  the 
signing  of  the  treaty,  $25  for  each  chief 
per  annum,  $15  for  each  head  man,  and 
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$5  for  every  other  member  of  the  tribe. 
They  were  to  be  supplied  with  other  arti- 
cles in  the  same  manner  as  the  Indians 
under  the  other  treaties. 

Hon.  Mr.  O'DONOHOE— How  much 
tobacco  constitutes  a  present — how  many 
pounds  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  READ — I  have  not  the  in- 
formation as  regards  the  present  of  tobacco 
At  all.  I  have  read  over  all  the  reports 
of  the  treaties  and  the  public  accounts, 
and  I  do  not  see  anything  that  will  give 
me  that  information. 

Now,  what  are  we  doing?  Are  we 
carrying  out  our  agreements  with  the 
Indians  ?  From  the  Public  Accounts,  and 
from  all  the  information  I  can  get,  we  are 
doing  so  to  a  much  greater  extent  than 
ever  was  expected — certainly  to  a  greater 
extent  than  the  terms  of  the  treaties 
demand.  At  the  present  time,  and  for 
some  years,  we  have  been  spending 
about  a  million  dollars  annually.  It  was 
not  quite  so  much  five  or  six  years  ago, 
and  I  think  it  was  a  little  more  than  a 
million,  a  year  or  so  ago.  At  all  events, 
it  is  now  $1,025,000.  How  has  that 
money  been  expended?  The  Indians 
are  distributed  as  follows : — 


Treaty  Ko 

Ohieta.  HeidnMn. 

Indiana 

I 

9 

33 

3.323 

3 

6 

25 

864 

3 

29 

83 

2.493 

4 

35 

96 

S.614 

5 

10 

27 

3."» 

6 

Z9 

135 

7,983 

7 

9 

46 

6,616 

137     448     30,011 

In  all  30,011  that  received  $5  per 
head;  448  headmen,  who  received  $15 
each;  and  137  chiefs,  who  received  $25 
each  per  annum.  Each  chief  every  three 
years  had  a  suit  of  clothes  gi/en  him.  I 
do  not  know  whether  the  headmen  get 
clothing  in  the  same  way. 

The  industrial  schools,  I  may  say,  are 
for  the  instruction  of  Indian  boys,  and 
others  who  wish  to  learn  trades,  such  as 
blacksmithing,  shoemaking,  carpentering, 
&c.,  which  will  enable  them  to  earn  their 
living.  Many  of  the  articles  which  the 
Indians  receive  are  specified  in  the  treaties, 
such  as  oxen  and  cows,  and  our  agreements 
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were  made  to  give  them  more  where 
ranching  could  be  carried  on,  and  less 
stock  in  parts  of  the  country  not  so  well 
suited  for  cattle  raising ;  but  each  band 
received  a  yoke  of  oxen,  a  bull  and  three 
or  four  cows,  etc.  I  think  that  is  one  of 
the  reasons  why  the  expenditures  a  year 
or  two  ago  were  more  than  they  are  now. 
I  have  looked  through  the  accounts  and 
it  appears  to  me  they  are  all  regular.  If 
the  money  has  gone  in  an  improper  man- 
ner there  is  no  evidence  of  it.  Everything 
is  expensive  in  that  -country,  no  doubt,  but 
still  the  system  that  the  Government  have 
inaugurated  is  one  that  any  business  man 
would  have  adopted,  and  if  there  was  any- 
thing wrong  it  would  soon  be  found  out 
The  Government  get  most  of  their  supplies 
by  contract.  Advertisements  are  published 
in  the  press  throughout  the  country  calling 
for  tenders,  and  there  is  a  great  deal  of 
competition.  Every  one  knows  how 
anxious  people  are  to  deal  with  the  Gov«- 
ernment,  because  if  the  prices  are  at  all 
reasonable,  the  money  being  certain  the 
contract  is  generally  profitable.  The  con- 
tractor delivers  his  supplies  to  the  Indian 
agents,  at  the  different  agencies.  The 
receipt  of  the  agent  is  taken  in  each  case, 
upon  which  the  contractor  receives  his 
pay.  After  that,  each  agent  distributes  to 
the  different  farm  instructors  in  his  agen- 
cy, and  each  farm  instructor  has  to  give 
a  receipt  for  everything  he  gets,  and  has 
to  show  what  becomes  of  the  supplies.  I 
think  that  is  a  sufficient  check.  I  cannot 
conceive  why,  if  anything  should  go  wrong, 
it  would  be  anywhere  but  with  the  form 
instructor  who  lives  amongst  the  Indians. 
If  he  has  pork  and  flour,  and  other  sup- 
plies to  sell  it  will  soon  be  found 
out.  The  Indians  would  see  it.  His 
accounts  have  to  be  correct,  and  he 
is  the  only  man  who  is  responsible  for 
their  accuracy.  I  doubt  if  there  b  much 
dishonesty.  The  farm  instructor  may  use 
some  of  the  supplies ;  but  he  cannot  sell 
them,  and  I  do  not  see  how  the  accounts 
can  go  far  astray.  But,  besides  that,  there 
is  a  rigid  inspection  every  year.  The  ac- 
counts are  inspected  and  checked,  and 
they  have  to  correspond  as  regularly  as 
any  merchant's  books  must  balance,  and 
if  there  is  anything  wrong  it  is  rectified  at 
once.  That,  I  think,  is  a  sufficient  guar- 
antee to  the  country  that  at  least  the  food 
is  distributed  properly,  and  in  a  business^ 
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Uke  manner.  We  cannot  say  that  two 
thousand  miles  from  here  nothing  is 
wrong,  but  every  precaution  is  evidently 
taken  that  food  and  supplies  are  distri- 
buted properly.  If  the  farm  instructor 
does  not  do  so,  the  starving  Indians,  see- 
ing him  in  possession  of  supplies  of  pork 
and  flour,  would  soon  take  steps  to  have 
their  grievances  redressed.  I  do  not 
know  that  more  precaution  could  be 
taken.  We  see  things  hinted  at  here  and 
there,  but  why  do  not  people  make  a 
specific  charge  ?  I  was  in  conversation 
last  year  with  a  gentleman,  in  the  Russell 
House,  who  travels  a  great  deal,  a  very 
impcNTtant  man  in  this  country,  who  knows 
what  he  is  talking  about  He  told  me  a 
great  many  stories — that  he  had  seen  pork 
at  Fort  McLeod  that  was  rotten,  and  was 
not  fit  for  use. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— That  was 
iast  September  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  READ— Yes ;  that  he  had 
seen  rotten  pork,  diseased  pork,  and  every- 
thing of  that  sort  I  did  not  ask  him  then 
where  it  was,  but  to-day  I  met  him  on  the 
street,  and  he  said  to  me  very  jocularly 
"this  is  the  gentleman  who  thinks  the 
Indians  are  not  cheated."  I  said,  "I  do 
not  know ;  I  have  yet  to  have  evidence  of 
it.  Can  you  tell  me  where  you  saw  food 
issued  to  the  Indians  that  was  not  fit  for 
use?"  He  said  "Yes."  I  asked  "Where?" 
He  said  "Fort  McLeod."  I  asked  "When?" 
He  said  "Last  September."  That  was  a 
plain  statement  I  made  it  my  business 
then  to  enquire  about  it — in  fact  I  went 
to  the  office — and  I  have  a  letter  here  from 
the  Inspector  which  it  will  be  well  to  read. 
The  Inspector  said  that  "there  is  a  rigid 
inspection  of  the  food  every  year ;  I  have 
heard  nothing  about  this  case,  but  this  is 
a  specific  charge,  giving  a  specific  time 
and  a  specific  place,  and  I  will  make  en- 
quiries." He  did  so  and  the  result  he  gives 
in  this  letter  : — 

Ottawa,  30th  April,  1886. 

Sia, — Referring  to  that  portion  of  my  an- 
'Dual  report,  at  page  143  of  the  printed  Report 
•ol  the  i>epartment  of  Indian  AfiUre  lor  1884, 
I  have  the  honor  to  state  that  I  inspected  the 
several  agencies  in  Treaty  No.  7,  in  July  and 
August  1884,  and  that  I  found  all  the  provi- 
sioDS  on  hand  of  excellent  quality.  Therocon 
4m  band  at  Fort  MacLeod,  aad  at  the  Black 


foot  Grossing,  is  a  portion  of  120,000  lbs.  de- 
livered under  contract  in  November,  1883. 

I  happened  to  be  in  Treaty  No.  7  when  the 
bacon  was  being  delivered,  and  am  able  to 
say,  positivelv,  tnat  it  was  of  as  fine  a  quality 
of  clear  side  bacon  as  it  was  possible  to  far- 
nish — in  fact  it  was  of  the  very  best  (quality. 

Up  to  the  date  of  my  last  inspection,  it  had 
not  appreciably  deteriorated  in  quality,  a  fact 
of  which  I  satisfied  myself  but  cuttmg  into 
every  tenth  side  inspected,  finding  the  meat 
firm  and  the  fat  sweet  and  white. 

The  condition  of  the  bacon  in  question  was 
found  to  be  the  same  at  all  the  points  in 
treaty  7,  where  it  was  stored. 

I  am  also  able  to  state  from  personal  know- 
ledge that  all  the  beef  suppliecf  to  the  Indians 
of  that  Treaty  is  of  excellent  quality,  the  ani- 
mals killed  being  fat  steers  ot  from  three  to 
seven  years  old. 

(Signed)       T.  P.  Wadsworth, 

Inspector  of  Indian  Agencies^ 
N.  W.  T. 
L.  Vavkouohnbt,  Esq., 

Deputy  Minister  of  Indian  Afiistirs. 

That,  I  think,  disposesof  those  bold  state- 
ments  that  people  make.  There  is  noth* 
ing  like  pinning  them  right  down  when  we 
find  them.  The  people  know  that  they 
are  expending  a  large  amount  for  those 
Indians;  they  expend  it  willingly,  and 
when  statements  like  this  are  made — that 
the  Canadian  people  provide  the  means 
to  supply  the  Indians  with  food,  which 
the  officers  appointed  to  distribute  it 
amongst  them  turn  to  their  own  use, 
while  the  Indians  are  starving,  and  that  is 
the  cause  of  this  uprising — it  should  not 
go  uncontradicted,  if  it  is  untrue.  While 
it  is  generally  supported  that  the  Indians 
are  not  very  sharp  in  making  their  bar- 
gains, it  will  be  seen  that  in  all  those  treaties 
they  made  very  large  demands  on  th^ 
Commissioners,  and  asked  that  they 
should  be  fed.  It  is  evident  that  Chief 
Beardy  has  been  a  troublesome  Indian 
from  the  commencement.  The  year  be- 
fore this  treaty  was  made  with  them,  the 
Rev.  George  Macdougal  was  requested 
by  the  Government  to  visit  all  the  tribes 
and  notify  them  that  the  following  year  a 
treaty  would  be  made  with  them  for  their 
lands.  He  had  been  a  missionary  among 
the  Indians  for  several  years,  and  was 
froeen  to  death  on  the  plains  the  year 
after  this  treaty.  He  notified  all  the 
Indians  in  the  North-West  that  the  Com* 
missioners  would  be  there  the  following 
year,  to  make  a  treaty  with  them.  When 
they  came  near  the  Duck  Lake  district, 
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Chief  Beardy  was  very  troublesome.  The 
Commissioners  had  appointed  Carlton 
as  the  place  at  which  the  treaty  would  be 
made,  but  Beardy  pointed  out  another 
place ;  he  said  he  had  a  vision  that  the 
treaty  was  to  be  made  on  such  a  hill, 
and  not  at  Carlton.  The  Commissioners 
did  not  approve  of  it,  and  went  on  to 
Carlton,  and  he  did  not  attend  at  the 
treaty.  Then  the  Commissioners  sent  a 
messenger  to  him,  and  he  states  the  cir- 
cumstance as  follows : — 

^*  I  sent  a  messenger,  Mr.  Peter  Ballenden, 
to  Duck  Lake,  to  inform  the  Indians  that  I 
would  meet  them  at  the  encampment  of  the 
Carlton  Crees,  about  two  miles  from  the 
Fort.  On  the  17th,  on  his  return,  he  in- 
formed me  that  the  Chief  said,  "he  had  not 
given  me  leave  to  meet  the  Indians  anywhere 
except  at  Duck  Lake,  and  that  they  would 
only  meet  me  there." 

Beardy  did  come  in,  I  believe,  fin- 
ally, and  joined  in  the  treaty,  but  he  has 
been  a  troublesome  Indian,  When  the 
telegraph  people  were  going  through  that 
country  he  unloaded  their  carts  and  threw 
their  stuff  away,  and  the  Government  had 
to  pay  the  contractors  some  $600  for 
damages.  He  lias  always  been  trouble- 
some. It  is  as  well  to  read  a  little  from 
the  report  of  what  was  said  at  that  treaty. 
They  asked  that  food  should  be  given  to 
them.     The  report  says  : — 

"  A  spokesman,  the  Pond  Maker,  then  ad- 
dressed me,  and  asked  assistance  when  they 
settled  on  the  land,  and  further  help  as  they 
advanced  in  civilization.  I  replied  that  they 
had  their  own  means  of  living,  and  that  we 
could  not  feed  the  Indians,  hut  only  assist 
them  to  settle  down.  The  Badger,  Soh-ab- 
rooos,  and  several  other  Indians  all  asked 
help  when  they  settled,  and  also  in  case  of  un- 
forseen  troubles  in  the  future.  I  explained 
that  we  could  not  assume  the  charge  of  their 
everyday  life,  but  in  a  time  or  a  great  national 
calamity  they  could  trust  to  the  generosity  of 
the  Queen." 

In  all  the  correspondence  there  never 
were  any  hopes  held  out  to  them  that 
they  were  to  be  fed.  There  was  a  short- 
hand reporter  there,  and  everything  was 
taken  down  that  was  said.  And  in  no 
part  of  the  report  will  it  be  found  that  the 
Commissioner  held  out  to  the  Indians  any 
hope  that  they  were  to  be  fed  by  the 
Government  Now,  what  are  we  doing  ? 
In  addition  to  giving  them  &rm  imple- 
ments and  instructors,  and  furnishing 
them  with  seed  and  industrial  schools 
and  cattle  and  all  those  things,   we  have 
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been  spending  half  a  million  of  dollars  an- 
nually for  food,  and  that  food  is  distribute 
ed  in  this  manner : — ^There  are  certain  re- 
serves where  pork  is  distributed,  and  other 
reserves  where  beef  is  given.  The 
latter  are  in  the  ranche  country, 
to  the  south  west  where  they  have  been 
in  the  habit  of  using  beef  or  buffalo  meat 
altogether,  and  there  the  Indians  are  fed 
with  beef.  There  has  been  some  little 
trouble  about  some  pork  having  been  sent 
there.  The  Indians  for  a  time  did  not 
like  the  pork ;  but  they  want  a  ration  of 
pork  once  a  week  now.  There  was  some 
little  jarring  at  that  time,  but  since  it  was 
discovered  the  commissioners  had  given 
them  beef.  They  give  each  Indian  a 
pound  of  beef  a  day,  and  half  a  pound  of 
fiour  under  Treaty  Na  7,  for  every  man, 
woman  and  child.  It  is  issued  three  times 
a  week.  The  system  is  to  give  the  food 
to  the  aged  and  infirm  and  the  widows 
and  orphans  regularly — all  those  who  can- 
not help  themselves.  But  the  Indian  that 
will  not  do  anything  on  his  own  land,  or 
do  anything  to  support  himself  and  his 
family,  the  farrii  instructor  is  directed 
not  to  give  him  rations.  If  the  Indiaa 
works  on  his  own  land,  and  does  some- 
thing towards  earning  his  own  living,  then 
he  receives  his  rations  for  himself  and  his 
family  the  same  as  the  others  in  the  tribe. 
Those  are  the  instructions  to  farm  instruc- 
tors, and  I  cannot  tell  you  how  they  are 
carried  out  The  instructions  seem  to  be 
reasonable,  and  it  does  not  seem  to  be  any 
cause  for  this  rising.  The  Indian  is  given 
oxen  and  a  plough,  and  seed  grain  and 
implements  and  cows,  and  he  has  his  land 
to  work,  and  if  he  will  only  do  something 
towards  earning  his  own  living  and  culti- 
vating the  soil,  he  gets  his  rations  regu- 
larly. The  Indians  in  the  Edmonton  and 
Fort  Pitt  district  get  a  pound  of  flour  per 
day  and  one-third  of  a  pound  of  pork  for 
each  man,  woman  and  child.  That  seems 
to  be  a  very  fair  ration  when  it  includes 
every  little  papoose.  This  bacon  that  is 
distributed  is  all  meat  and  no  bone,  and  I 
think  that  amount  of  food  is  quite  suffici- 
ent for  the  Indians  to  subsist  on.  That 
is  the  condition  of  affairs,  and  we  cannot 
conceive  that  there  is  any  real  cause  for 
this  uprising.  No  doubt  the  Indians  have 
been  misled.  We  cannot  divest  ourselves 
of  the  idea  that  they  are  children  to  a 
certain  extent;  that  they  are  easily  led 
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away,  that  they  have  not  the  foresight  that 
other  people  have  to  provide  for  the 
future.  The  British  Government  have 
always,  since  they  have  had  anything  to  do 
with  the  Indians  of  this  country,  made  it 
part  of  their  policy  to  take  care  of  them 
and  to  protect  them,  and  up  to  the  present 
time  we  do  not  know  of  any  difficulty 
that  has  arisen  under  that  policy.  We 
find  them  in  the  war  of  1812  Rghting  side 
by  side  with  the  whites  against  the  enemies 
of  England,  and  up  to  the  present  time  I 
do  not  think  we  have  had  any  difficulty 
with  them,  and  would  not  toniay  if  they 
had  not  been  badly  advised.  I  hope  the 
time  will  soon  arrive  when  they  will  peace- 
ably take  to  their  reserves  and  devote 
themselves  to  the  cultivation  of  their 
lands  and  try  to  support  themselves. 
It  is  a  serious  question  what  we  are  to  do 
with  the  Indians,  and  it  is  one  that  has  to 
be  met  by  Parliament  I  do  not  advocate 
feeding  men  who  are  not  willing  to  do 
anything  for  themselves — able-bodied  men 
who  could  work  if  they  wished  to  do  so. 
The  Rev.  Mr.  Young,  who  has  been  re- 
ferred to,  has  lived  amongst  the  Indians 
for  a  number  of  years,  and  he  advises  that 
they  should  be  all  moved  to  the  north,  to- 
wards the  Beren's  River.  I  should  like  to 
see  the  Government  try  to  drive  those 
people  to  the  north — to  drive  them  away 
Irom  where  they  were  born  and  brought 
up,  and  their  fathers  before  them  !  If  they 
were  driven  north,  I  do  not  think  they 
could  be  kept  there  very  long.  Mr.  Young 
says  200  policemen  would  be  able  to  take 
care  of  them  if  they  were  all  put  together 
fai  the  north.  However,  I  think  they  will 
find  it  a  difficult  matter  to  keep  them 
there ;  they  would  be  like  a  flock  of  sheep. 
When  one  would  break  out  the  rest  would 
follow.  In  the  spring  of  the  year  the  ^um 
instructors  are  authorized  to  give  the 
Indians  who  will  work  on  their  land  to- 
l^cco  and  tea.  That  is  a  present  to  en- 
courage them  to  provide  for  themselves.  It 
might  be  well  perhaps  for  hon.  gentlemen  to 
hear  what  is  the  cost  of  this  food  that  is 
provided  in  the  different  localities.  It  is 
no  secret,  but  many  would  be  surprised 
to  learn  how  expensive  it  is : 

TREATY   NO.  4. 

Flour.  Beef.     Bacon. 

JBirtle 04c.  .16c. 

Indian  Head..         .02^  -14^ 


TREATY  NO.  6. 

Prince  Albert . .         .03  -lyj^ 

Carlton 03)^  -17?^ 

Battleford 04  J^;  .18 

Pitt 055^  .i8J< 

Snake  Hills o6V,o  .18^ 

Edmonton 06  J^  .i87io 

Peace  Hills 06  J^  .  1 8  J4 

TREAl-Y   NO.  7. 

Blood  Reserve.. . .  .o4j^c.  .iij^c  .15V10 

Piegan  Reserve. . .  .04^     .ii>^     'isVio 

Blackfoot Reserve.  .03^     -nj^    .i47io 

Sarcee  Reserve. . .  .03 J^     .12        .i47io 

Those  seem  to  be  very  high  prices,  but 
everything  in  that  country  is  expensive, 
and  has  to  be  paid  for  at  high  prices.  No 
doubt,  in  the  near  future,  this  will  be 
changed  as  the  country  is  settled  and 
farm  produce  becomes  more  plentiful  and 
the  Indians  raise  more  produce  of  their 
own,  and  the  Government  will  be  able  to 
give  them  more  food  for  the  same  amount 
of  money.  I  have  often  wondered  why  it 
is  that  in  the  North-West  country,  where 
grain  is  so  plentiful  and  so  cheap,  the 
farmers  have  not  taken  to  raising  pork 
more  than  they  have  done.  However, 
they  manage  their  own  business,  and  I 
cannot  manage  it  for  them.  This  Indian 
question  is  of  vast  importance  now,  and  if 
I  have  detained  the  House  a  little  by  my 
remarks  I  hope  hon.  gentlemen  will  excuse 
me.  It  is  desirable  to  have  the  informal- 
tion  which  is  the  subject  of  my  inquiry,  and 
I  will  conclude  by  asking  the  Government 
whether  they  intend  to  make  any  more 
treaties  in  the  North-West  of  the  same 
nature  as  those  which  have  been  made  up 
to  the  present  time  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  OGILVIE— Before  anything 
further  is  said,  I  would  like  to  confirm  a 
great  many  of  the  statements  of  the  hon. 
member  from  Belleville.  There  was  a 
difficulty  about  bacon  and  pork  at  the 
Blood  reserve  just  about  the  time  I  was 
there,  in  August  I  then  saw  good  bacon, 
meat  that  any  of  us  would  be  glad  to  have 
on  our  tables,  distributed  to  the  Indians, 
and  I  have  seen  the  Indian  chiefs  look  at 
it  and  pitch  it  contemptuously  away  from 
them,  saying,   "  no  good,  no  good." 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— \Vhere  was 
that? 
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Hon.  Mr.  OGILVIE— That  was  on 
the  Blood  Reserve.  I  have  seen  the  beef 
distributed  to  them,  and  if  there  was  any- 
thing wrong  with  the  smallest  piece  of  it, 
they  would  not  take  it,  and  they  acted 
very  badly  indeed.  They  get  good  prov- 
isions, and  from  what  I  saw  while  out 
there  of  the  agents  who  are  doing  the 
work,  they  did  it  well  and  honestly.  They 
had  a  kind  of  stockade  built,  to  which  the 
Indians  had  access  through  a  narrow  pas- 
sage way,  made  with  heavy  posts,  through 
which  one  man  could  go  at  a  time.  They 
tried  to  get  me  to  go  in  through  it,  but  I 
could  not ;  it  was  too  narrow,  and  the  In- 
dians laughed  at  me.  The  beef  is  cut  in 
pieces,  weighed,  and  given  out  to  the 
Indians,  and  they  take  it  away  with  them. 
They  get  first-rate  rations  indeed,  and  are 
treated  a  great  deal  better  than  most  of 
our  laboring  men  in  this  part  of  the 
country. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.  C.)— 
The  trouble  is  they  are  fed  too  well 

Hon.  Mr.  OGILVIE— I  have  been  on 
several  of  the  reserves  myself,  and  from 
what  I  have  seen  I  have  come  to  the 
conclusion,  that,  if  they  had  not  been 
treated  so  well  as  they  have  been,  we 
would  not  have  so  much  trouble  from 
tfiem  to-day.  The  hon.  member  from 
Belleville  spoke  of  Fort  McLeod  Indians. 
Those  we  saw  about  Fort  McLeod  were 
tew  in  number,  and  they  had  just  as  good 
rations  there  as  the  Mounted  Police  had 
— nothing  could  be  better.  In  my  opin- 
ion, this  rebellion  has  originated  in  a  de- 
sire to  get  possession  of  the  country. 
The  Indians  have  been  led  to  believe, 
and  I  have  known  it  for  months,  that  if 
they  can  once  get  possession  of  it  again, 
they  can  hold  it  forever. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— I  have  been  ac- 
quainted with  the  rev.  gentleman  who  has 
been  accused  of  making  the  statement 
which  appeared  in  the  Glo^  from  his 
boyhood,  and  I  know  him  almost  as  well 
as  I  know  anyone.  I  believe  him  to  be  a 
man  of  honor  and  integrity,  and  I  know 
that  he  must  have  made  a  great  sacrifice 
when  he  gave  up  a  comfortable  home  to 
go  into  the  North- West  country  amongst 
the  Indians,  where  he  remained  eight  or 
mne  years,  endeavoring  to  do  th^na  ^  ^^^ 


good  he  possibly  could,  and  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  he  is  a  man  who  would  make  a 
statement  at  variance  with  the  truth.  I 
think,  in  whatever  statements  he  ha» 
made,  he  has  been  influenced  by  a  desire 
to  do  what  is  right,  and  I  hold  in  my  hand 
a  letter  of  his,  which  is  published  in  the 
Methodist  Magazine^  of  Toronto,  for  May. 
With  the  permission  of  the  House  I  should 
like  to  read  it.  I  think  it  is  no  more  than 
fair  to  the  rev.  gentleman  that  he  should 
be  put  in  a  right  position.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve in  the  Globe  myself.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve much  of  anything  I  see  in  its 
columns.  Its  object  seems  to  be  to  do  all 
the  damage  it  can  to  the  present  Govern- 
ment, by  publishing  articles  that  will  have 
a  bad  effect  upon  them.  This  letter  by 
the  Rev.  Mr,  Young,  is  as  fdllows  : — 

'*  The  iDdian  question  has  suddenly  come 
to  the  front,  and,  as  is  quite  natural,  a  lar^e 
number  of  persons  are  emerging  from  the  ob- 
scurity where  they  had,  according  to  their 
own  imagination,  been  reading  the  *  signs  of 
the  times,'  and  with  their  *  X  told  you  so/ 
and  <  I  had  lona  foreseen  this,"  and  *  the 
Government  ought  to  have  done  this,'  or  <  it 
ought  not  to  have  done  that,'  are  adding  to- 
the  agony  of  the  occasion,  and  making  matters 
more  mixed  and  confusing  to  a  lon^-sufferingr 
patient  readingjpublic,  who  patriotically  wade 
through  their  effusions. 

*'  It  is  said  that  the  author  of  '  Life  on  the 
Ocean  Wave,'  never  went  to  sea,  and  that  he 
who  wrote  *  Do  they  miss  me  at  home  ?'  never 
left  home.  So  the  less  some  people  know- 
about  a  thing  the  more  assurance  with  which 
they  write  about  it. 

*'At  the  earnest  request  of  the  editor,!  add 
my  share  to  this  eenerous  dish  of  011a  Podri* 
da,  not  that  I  prcSees  to  know  more  than  what 
has  been  written «  but  from  the  fact  of  having: 
been  within  a  few  hundred  miles  of  the  scene 
of  conffict,  and  having  had  a  partial  acquaint- 
ance  with  some  of  the  notorious  charactera 
that  have  lately  sprune  into  an  unenviable  pro- 
minence, I  have  had  the  honour  conferred 
upon  me. 

*'  As  Canadians,  we  have,  most  assuredly,, 
received  a  rude  shock  by  these  stirring  eventa 
which  are  transpiring  in  our  own  Dominion. 
Our  vanity  is  mounded,  our  record  tamiehed» 
and  we,  Britons,  who  on  Yankee  platforms 
and  in  the  press  used  to  wax  eloquent,  in  oar 
own  eyes,- as  we  with  much  assurance  con* 
trasted.  always  to  our  own  advantage,  the 
methods  of  treatment  pursued  in  reference  to- 
the  Indians  \ij  the  two  nations,  seem  to  have^ 
reached  a  period  in  our  national  history  when 
we  can  sit  down  and  ruminate  on  the  proverb 
that  they  who  live  in  glass  houses  should  not 
throw  stones. 

**  But  is  it  not  humiliating  thatthese  thinga 
should  be  7*  that  with  a  past  record  so  honour- 
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aUeaod  astisfftctory,  we  shonld  have  this  rude 
awakening,  and  be  obliged  to  open  our  eyes  to 
the  startling  fact  that  we  are  really  engaged 
10  a  war  of  no  noean  dimensions  with  hall 
breeds  and  Indians  ;  and  that  it  should  occur 
now,  when  nearly  everybody  was  of  the  opin- 
ion that  satisfactory  treaties  had  been  made 
with  the  Indian  tribes,  and  that  the  claims  of 
the  half  breeds  had  been  met  by  a  liberal 
issue  of  scrip,  makes  it  the  more  extraor- 
dinary. 

<'  If  it  had  occurred  years  ago,  when  these 
now  feeble  tribes  were  mighty  and  could 
muster  their  thousands  of  proud  free  warriors, 
who  revelled  with  delight  m  the  very  thought 
of  war  and  carnage,  we  might  have  partially 
understood  it ;  but  in  those  days  all  who 
Tisited  any  of  those  tribes,  no  matter  whether 
north  or  south  of  the  boundary  line,  if  they 
came  with  the  proud  distinction  of  beine 
British  subjects,  were  always  received  as 
trusted  brothers,  and  were  ever  assured  of  a 
very  cordial  welcome. 

**  Now  our  hearts  are  saddened  by  the  sick- 
ening details  of  precious  lives  lost,  fair  homes 
dei^troyed,  and  a  spirit  of  unrest  and  disquiet- 
tude  aroused  that  will  not  subside  for  years. 

''Many  are  anxiously  asking,  was  there 
sufficient  cause  for  this  unhappy  state  of 
things ;  if  so,  what  was  it»  and  what  is  the 
remedy  ? 

"  First,  then,  as  to  there  having  been  suffi- 
cient excuse  lor  this  uprising  ana  defiance  of 
law,  we  most  emphatically  say,  na 

**  There  have  been  no  grievances  mentioned, 
even  by  the  most  bitter  and  rebellions  of  the 
Metis,  to  iuatify  them  in  the  lengths  they  have 
gone,  and  for  the  valuable  lives  they  have 
taken,  and  for  the  iigury  they  have  inflicted 
on  the  country. 

"  For  a  long  time,  however,  there  have  been 
inflnenoes  at  work  which  have  made  this  up- 
lisine.  which  is  really  a  conflict  of  races,  a 
poeslDilitj.  Many  of  these  French  half-breeds 
inherited  both  the  traditions  and  feelings  of 
the  past.  They  well  knew  that  there  was  a 
time  when  their  French  ancestors  were  the 
mlersfrom  Quebec  to  the  Mississippi.  Some 
of  their  Ibrefathers,  with  the  humiliations 
following  the  English  victory  on  the  Plains  of 
Abraham,  and  the  subsequent  surrender  of 
Quebec,  and  then  of  the  whole  of  Canada,  had 
hurried  away  into  the  vast  wilderness,  and 
there  amidst  the  excitement  of  almost  savi^e 
life  had  kept  alive  in  the  hearts  and  memories 
of  their  children  and  grandchildren,  as  the 
▼ears  rolled  by,  the  story  of  their  fears  and 
natred  of  that  race,  which  had  made  the  Fleur* 
de-Lis  of  France  fq  down  before  the  Bed  Gross 
of  Enffiand.  Living  under  the  semi-patri- 
archial  rule  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Company, 
whose  requirements  were  few,  and  making 
their  living  more  by  hunting  and  trapping 
than  by  fanning,  they  kept  themselves  aioof, 
except  for  purposes  of  trade,  from  the  Scotch 
half-breeds  and  others  speaking  the  English 
lanffu^e,  and  were  much  more  French  than 
English  in  their  prejudices  and  feelings. 

'^Wiih  jealous  eyes,  and  bitter  feelings,  they 


watched  the  incoming  waves  of  Anglo-Saxon 
civilization.  They  chaied  and  fretted,  and 
then  with  Riel — ^the  dreamer,  the  egotist,  the 
coward — they  made  that  desperate  attempt  in 
1869  and  1870  to  retain  tneir  supremacy,, 
which  has  become  a  matter  of  history.  Into 
those  events  we  cannot  here  enter,  but  vividly 
burned  into  memory's  tablet  are  some  of  th& 
scenes  and  incidents  of  those  days,  when  the 
dear  'Old  Flag'  was  for  a  time  in  the  dust,. 
and  when  the  snow  in  front  of  the  old  Fort 
Garry  was  crimsoned  with  the  life-blood  oi 
Scott,  a  moral,  honest,  temperate  young  man> 
a  communicant  of  the  Presbyterian  Church,, 
who  was  foully  murdered  tor  his  outspoken 
loyalty,  and  for  his  contempt  of  the  man  who 
had  dared  to  dishonor  the  flag  he  loved  so 
well. 

<<With  the  half-breeds  of  Manitoba,  the 
Government  dealt  most  honorably  and  lib- 
erally. Hundreds  of  thousands  of  acres  of 
good  land,  most  advantageously  situated^ 
were  allowed  them ;  and  in  addition,  scrip» 
which  was  a  kind  of  a  deed  for  much  more» 
was  granted  them.  They  threw  the  scrip 
upon  the  market,  which  was  almost  glutted 
with  it  for  a  time.  Soon  after  the  opening  of 
the  country,  when  emigrants  began  pounne 
in,  the  restless  spirit  of  the  Metis  manifested 
itself,  and  many  of  them,  setting  rid  of  both 
their  scrip  and  farms,  left  tneir  province  and 
wended  tneir  way  to  the  distant  Saskatohe- 
wan  and  other  places,  where  many  of  their 
class  bad  gone  before.  Now,  instigated  by 
Riel,  and  soured  by  tJieir  straiehtoned  cir< 
cumstanceSy  the  direct  result  of  their  own 
improvidence,  they  are  found  in  open  rebel- 
lion ;  and  with  arms  in  their  hands,  on 
§  round  stained  with  innocent  loyal  blood,  are 
emandin^  their  rights.  The  demand  is  pre* 
posterous  in  the  extreme.  It  is  still  an  open 
question  requiring  candid  consideration » 
whether  or  not  those  who  can  prove  that 
they  have  not  been  sharers  in  the  Manitoba 
allottment,  but  have  been  and  are  settlers  in 
those  western  settlements,  have  any  just 
claims  or  rights  be^rond  what  they  now 
enjoy.  Common  justice  says-:  *  Give  them 
the  patents  or  deeds  to  the  farms  on  which^ 
as  bona  fide  settlers,  they  reside^but  we  fail 
to  see  that  they  have  claims  beyond  this 
which  may  not  be  as  justly  demanded  by  all 
loyal  emigrants  going  in  as  settlers,  be  they 
English,  Irish  or  Scotoh. 

*<  But  the  great  cause  of  the  present  trou- 
ble is  the  scarcity  oi  meat  since  the  destruo* 
tion  of  the  great  buflalo  herds.  Both  Indians 
and  half-breeds  well  know  that  the  extinction 
of  these  animals  is  due  to  the  coming  of  the 
white  man,  with  his  superior  fire-arms,  and 
his  wanton  slaughtor  for  the  mere  excitement 
of  the  chase,  and  also  his  greed  for  the  pro- 
fits on  the  sale  of  the  robes. 
.  **  The  buffalo  was  ever  regarded  by  the 
Indians  as  the  special  gift  of  the  Kiche 
Maneto,  the  Great  Spirit.  His  nutritious 
flesh  furnished  the  best  of  food ;  his  hides 
gave  them  their  touts,  bedding,  clothing  and 
moccasins }  the  sinews  were  easily  made  into 
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the  etronjgeet  of  thread.  With  plenty  of 
huffalo,  they  hardly  Deeded  anything  else. 
Travellers  who  visited  those  broad  prairies 
years  ago  have  given  as  flowing  descriptions  of 
the  vast  herds  that  then  roamed  over  those 
fertile  regions;  literally,  the  cattle  upon  a 
thousand  hills.  Strict  laws,  very  similar  to 
our  present  game  laws,  were  rigidly  enforced 
bv  the  Indians  to  prevent  the  unnecessary 
slaughter  of  these  useful  animals.  Spears 
and  Dows  and  arrows  were  the  only  weapons 
with  which  thev  hunted  them.  But  this  is 
all  changed.  The  pale  face  has  come,  and  in 
his  mad  frenzy  to  kill  he  has  ignored  all  the 
wise  laws  for  their  preservation,  and  so  the 
wholesale  slaughter  has  gone  on  until  now 
the  buffalo  is,  or  very  soon  will  be,  classed 
among  the  extinct  animals.  A  iew  years  i^o 
as  many  as  160,000  were  slaughtered  for  the 
Tobes  alone.  When  killed  in  the  fall  of  the 
year  for  meat,  their  robes  are  about  worthless, 
out  during  the  winter  when  they  are  in  prime 
condition  as  the  robes  of  commerce,  the  flesh 
is  poor  and  hard.  The  result  is  there  was  a 
double  slaughter,  to  obtain  meat  and  to  obtain 
Tobes. 

"  Is  it  any  wonder  that  under  such  whole- 
sale slaughter,  those  plains  that  once  teemed 
with  plenty,  should  now  be  so  devoid  of  life; 
and  that  the  half-breeds  or  Indians  should,  from 
theirpresent  half-starved  condition,  wish  they 
could  see  those  days  return  ajgain  ?  I  remem- 
ber once,  when  conversing  with  the  late  hon- 
ored Rev. George  McDoueall  on  the  expensive- 
ness  of  getting  in  supplies  to  my  northern 
mission,  hearing  him  say  that  the  matter  of 
obtaining  provisions  for  his  own,  and  son's 
families,  the  previous  fall,  was  a  very  simple 
afiair.  He  said  that  he  and  one  of  nis  sons, 
with  their  pockets  full  of  bullets,  with  their 
powder  horns  on  their  necks,  and  with  their 
guns  in  their  hands,  had  mounted  their  well- 
trained  buffalo  runners,  and  during  the 
afternoon's  sport  had  killed  fourteen  fa 
buffalo  cows,  which  furnished  them  with 
abundance  of  fresh  meat  all  through  the 
winter. 

**  The  great  yearly  event  in  the  life  of  the 
half-breeds  was  the  great  fall  hunt  of  the 
the  buffklo.  When  their  little  crops  were 
secured,  like  a  great  military  procession  they 
wended  their  way  westward  towards  the  vast 
feeding  grounds  of  these  animals.  Wives  and 
children  followed  after  in  thequaint,  capacious, 
ungreased,  and  consequently  noisv,  vehicles, 
known  as  the  Red  River  carts,  hundreds  of 
buffalo  used  to  be  killed,  and  thousands  of 
pounds  of  dried  meat  and  pemican^  and  tallow 
and  hides  would  be  eecur^.  This,  with  the 
produce  of  their  little  farms,  although  they 
made  miserable  farmers,  gave  them  abundance 
of  food. 

"  So  vast  was  themiantity  of  meat  secured, 
that  great  portions  or  it  were  sold  for  a  trifle. 
The  Indian  tribes,  who  lived  in  the  outside 
forest  regions,  where  the  buffalo  roamed  not, 
when  their  fisheries  or  deer  huntings  were 
poor,  could  get  all  the  buffalo  meat  they 
wanted  at  cheap  rates  in  exchange  for  their 

.\  Hon.  Mr.  FLINT. 


furs.  Now,  all  this  is  changed.  With 
hungry  looks,  and  gaunt  forms,  we  have 
hea^  them  talk  of  those  bygone  times,  and 
mourn  over  the  presen  t  state  of  things.  From 
our  standpoint,  of  course,  we  could  see  that 
these  things  were  inevitable,  that  as  the 
Anglo  Saxon  wave  of  civilization  rolled  west^ 
wara  those  fertile  prairies  were  too  valuable 
to  be  kept  as  mere  buffalo  preserves.  But 
many  of  these  half-breeds  ana  Indians  do  not 
thus  see  it,  and  hence  their  bitterness  and 
discontent.  Hungry  men  are  naturally  apt 
to  be  unreasonable  and  quarrelsome.  True, 
we  have  made  arrangements  and  treaties  with 
them,  but  the  most  advantageous  treaties  do 
not  give  them  a  tithe  of  what  they  once  had. 
What  is  five  dollars  a  head,  with  a  little 
twine  and  ammunition  and  a  few  rations,  per 
annum  on  their  now  desolate  prairies,  com* 
pared  with  what  they  had  in  those  days  when 
the  thunder  of  the  tread  of  the  vast  herds  of 
buffalo  constantly  sounded  in  their  ears. 

<'  There  is  no  use  disguising  the  fact,  tha 
these  people  are  in  a  wretchM,  half-starved 
condition.  The  transition  has  been  too  sud- 
den, the  old  life  was  too  deeply  ingrained  to  be 
forgotten  in  a  year,  or  even  adecMe.  Placed 
on  their  reserves  or  settlements,  they  have 
never  felt  contended,  and  it  will  take  long 
years  and  much  patience  and  firmness  in  deaf- 
m  with  them. 

**  If  there  is  one  thing  more  important  than 
another,  it  must  be  the  selection  of  the  men 
who  represent  our  Government  among  them. 
What  ever  else  is  done,  let  us  not  introduce 
the  American  system  of  giving  some  political 
hack  an  Indian  agency,  in  order  that  ne  ma;^ 
be  recouped  for  some  service  rendered  to  his 
party.  Already  there  are  facts  that  have 
come  to  light  that  are  humiliating.  What 
seems  very  much  like  Texas  steers  haye  been 
furnished  where  well-broken  plough  oxen 
were  promised.  Miserable  ploughs  and  bass- 
wood  whipple-treee  were  sent  in  to  one  large 
reserve.  What  would  be  rejected  by  some 
people  as  chicken-feed  was  sent  to  one  place 
tor  seed  wheat.  True,  these  and  other  things 
were  done  by  sub-agents;  but  the  fact  that 
they  could  be  done  at  all  shows  that  oar 
methods  need  overhauling.*' 

Hon.  Mr.  READ— Those  oxen  that 
wer5  sent  in  were  refused,  and  others 
were  sent  in  to  take  their  place. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— How  does  the 
hon.  gentleman  know  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  READ — I  know  from  infor- 
mation received  at  the  Department 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— My  object  is  not 

to  say  whether  they  were  or  were  not,  but 
merely  to  give  the  reverend  gentleman's 
letter  as  it  is,  and  to  let  the  House  see  it 
for  themselves,  and  decide  whether  the 
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o-everend  gentleman  is  as  much  to  blame 
as  the  Globe  newspaper  would  represent 
him  to  be  in  making  a  statement  which 
does  not  appear  in  this  letter,  and,  I  think, 
in  this  at  all  events,  his  views  are  more 
likely  to  be  correctly  represented.  The 
letter  continues  : — 

"  My  article  is  already  too  lonjr,  or  I  would 
-endeavor  to  show  how  I  think  our  who'e 
system  of  reserves  is,  a  failure,  and  a  great 
mistake.  My  theory  is  the  formation  of  a 
large  Indian  province  north  and  east  of  Lake 
Winnipeg,  in  which  all  our  Indians  could  be 
more  advantageously  placed,  both  for  their 
own  happiness  and  welfare,  and  for  the  future 
progress  and  safety  of  the  great  prairie  re- 
gions, which  we  hope  to  see  yet  filled  with 
cnil  lions  of  people,  who  will  till  the  soil  and 
live  happy  and  contented  on  its  resources, 
and  now  is  the  time  to  promptly  attend  to  it. 
The  uprising  of  the  Indians  has  destroyed 
the  confidence  of  the  whites.  They  can 
never  again  live  in  peace  and  content- 
ment with  the  Indian.  Reserves,  as  they 
BOW  are,  acattered  all  through  the  white 
settlements.  '  Heroic  treatment '  must  be 
the  order  of  the  day,  if  we  expect  settlers  to 
•come  in  after  what  has  occurred.  The  strong 
arm  of  the  law  must  punish  the  half-breeds  ; 
the  Indians  must  be  removed." 

Now,  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  right 
ior  the  Government  to  force  the  Indians 
to  go  into  a  certain  part  of  the  country  to 
cetUe  by  themselves,  but  if  they  could  be 
persuaded  to  do  so,  no  doubt  it  would  be 
the  best  thing  that  could  happen.  I  be- 
lieve, with  the  rev.  gentleman  who  is  the 
author  of  this  article,  that  there  will  never 
be  peace  in  that  country  until  the  Indians 
are  sufficiently  civilized  to  live  by  agricul- 
ture. I  would  not  have  detained  the 
House  so  long  if  my  hon.  friend  from 
Quinte  had  not  come  to  me  to  obtain  the 
address  of  the  rev.  gentleman  with  a  view 
to  writing  to  him,  and  he  showed  me  the 
report  in  the  Globe.  I  had  no  faith  in  the 
accuracy  of  the  report  then,  and  I  have  no 
faith  in  it  now.  I  believe  this  article 
which  I  have  read,  contains  just  what  the 
rev.  gentleman  would  have  written  to  the 
Government,  and  he  should  not  be  blamed 
for  the  report  in  the  Globe^  although  he 
has  not  contradicted  it.  I  feel  that  I  have 
been  doing  a  simple  duty  not  only  to  the 
rev.  gentleman,  but  to  the  country,  in  sub- 
mitting this  article  to  the  Senate. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— I  am  thank- 
ful to  the  hon.  member  from  Quintd  for 
the  way  in  which  he  has  explained  this 
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question  to  the  House.  I  thought  when 
he  took  his  seat  that  there  would  be  no 
other  speeches  on  the  subject.  I  felt  that 
I  could  add  very  little  to  what  he  had 
said,  except  to  endorse  the  greater  part  of 
it  I  suppose  it  never  entered  the  head 
of  any  one  in  this  House  that  the  Govern- 
ment, after  making  treaties  with  the  In- 
dians, had  failed  to  carry  out  their  part  of 
the  agreement.  The  hon.  member  from 
Quint^  said  nothing  more,  but  merely 
tried  to  show  from  the  blue  books  and 
public  accounts  that  the  Government  had 
done  their  duty,  but  the  hon.  member  for 
Alma  has  been,  on  this  occasion,  a  little 
too  zealous.  I  regret  that  this  discussion 
has  taken  place,  because  we  are  no  more 
capable  of  arriving  at  a  correct  conclusion 
upon  it  than  a  blind  man  would  be  to 
judge  of  colors.  We  are  ignorant  of 
the  facts.  Some  hon.  gentlemen  de- 
nounce the  rebels,  although  no  one 
in  this  Parliament  can  say  why  they 
are  in  arms.  They  put  other  gentlemen 
in  this  House  in  this  position,  that  knowing 
something  more  on  the  subject,  they  are 
forced  to  deny  the  assertions  which  are 
made,  and  then  the  trouble  begins.  I 
think  it  would  be  much  better  to  let  those 
questions  rest  for  the  present,  until  Parlia- 
ment is  in  possession  of  the  whole  of  the 
facts.  Surely,  we  have  a  right  to  expect 
that  a  majority  in  Parliament  will  prefer 
the  public  good  to  personal  prejudice,  and 
if  it  be  found  that  the  Government  have 
done  wrong,  I  am  sure  a  majority  of  the 
House  will  be  ready  to  condemn  them. 
If  it  should  be  proved  by  public  documents 
that  the  rebels  are  not  as  wantonly  mis- 
chievous as  some  represent  them  to  be,  I 
hope  that  there  are  men  who  are  conscien- 
tious enough  to  admit  that  these  unfortu- 
nate people  are  not  such  wretches  as  some 
believe  them  to  be.  I  rely  upon  the 
honor  of  our  public  men  to  wait  until  they 
see  what  is  at  the  bottom  of  these  troubles 
before  condemning  anyone.  If  the  hon. 
member  from  Alma  were  not  my  repre- 
sentative, I  would  not  say  a  word  on  this 
subject ;  but  in  this  instance  he  does  not  re- 
present my  view  of  the  matter,  because  I  am 
far  from  believing  that  those  who  are  now 
in  arms  in  the  North-West,  are  influenced 
merely  by  a  desire  to  be  the  sole  proprie- 
tors of  that  country.  They  may  be  wrong 
in  their  views,  but  there  are  other  reasons 
behind  their  movement  than  those  which 
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have  been  stated  here.  If  they  were  ani- 
mated by  any  such  sentiment  as  the  hon. 
member  has  stated,  why  did  they  remain 
peaceable  and  law-abiding  for  ten  or  twelve 
years  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  OGILVIE— The  tribes  were 
fighting  each  other. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— No  country 
could  be  more  peaceable  than  the  North- 
West  was  until  this  spring.  It  is  easier 
for  the  Government  to  send  an  army  into 
that  country  now,  when  the  Pacific  Railway 
b  nearly  completed,  than  it  would  have 
been  three  or  four  years  ago,  and  if  the 
Metis  had  been  prompted  by  a  desire  to 
keep  that  country  for  themselves  it  would 
have  been  much  easier  for  them  to  fight 
Canada  then,  than  it  is  to-day.  It  shows 
how  little  foundation  there  is  for  any  such 
assertion.  I  ask  why  prejudice  public 
opinion  on  this  subject  ?  This  is  some- 
thing more  than  a  question  of  pounds, 
shillings  and  pence ;  it  is  a  question  of 
life — 2i  question  of  even  more  than  that ; 
it  is  one  of  the  public  good  of  this  Dom- 
inion. There  are  men  in  this  country 
who  are  not  ready  to  believe  all  those 
charges  that  are  made  against  the  half- 
breeds.  It  is  well  known  that  in  1837 
and  1838,  when  the  officials  of  the  Imper- 
ial Government  went  to  the  other  side  of 
the  Atlantic,  none  of  them  confessed  they 
were  wrong.  After  having  injured  our 
country  in  many  ways,  they  returned  to 
England  and  raised  the  cry  that  we  were 
wrong  ;  that  we  were  a  people  who  could 
not  be  managed,  and  that  they  were  right. 
But  it  was  satisfactory  to  us  to  hear  some 
years  later,  as  I  heard  from  a  governor 
who  was  sent  out  here,  that  if  England 
had  known  at  the  time  how  those  Imperial 
officials  had  treated  Lower  Canada,  there 
would  have  been  no  rebellion,  because  we 
would  not  have  had  any  cause  to  complain. 
It  is  because  I  remember  all  these  events 
that  I  now  say,  "  let  us  wait ;  let  us  not 
prejudice  public  opinion."  But  if  any  one 
wishes  to  precipitate  a  discussion  on  the 
matter,  I  am  ready  to  fight  it  out  in  my 
own  way.  But  for  the  sake  of  our  country, 
for  the  sake  of  peace  and  harmony,  let 
the  matter  rest  while  our  men  are  fighting 
and  spilling  the  best  blood  of  Canada  in 
the  west  \  let  us  admire,  but  let  us  also 
keep  quiet ;  let  us  help  them  if  we  can  to 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE. 


tenninate  the  insurrection,  but  let  us  do- 
nothing  more. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER—  The  other  day 
when  I  made  some  reference  to  the  dis- 
turbance in  the  North-West  my  hon.  friend 
from  DeLanaudiere  rather  chid  me  for 
introducing  a  subject  here  which  might 
lead  to  a  somewhat  heated  discussion. 
Now,  I  have  the  right  to  retaliate  on  the 
hon.  gentleman.  As  I  understand  it,  the 
question  of  the  half-breed  grievances  is 
not  before  the  House.  The  hon.  gentler- 
man  who  brought  this  matter  before  us 
did  not  deal  with  the  half-breed  question, 
but  solely  with  the  Indian  question.  Of 
course  it  is  a  cognate  subject,  and  it  13 
very  hard  for  gentlemen  to  deal  with  the 
Indians  without  speaking  of  the  half-breeds- 
too.  I  do  not  know  that  I  should  have 
said  anything  about  this  subject  had  not 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  introduced  it  to* 
the  notice  of  the  House  taken  occasion,, 
as  some  members  ot  the  Senate  so  often 
do,  to  introduce  party  politics,  and  to- 
read  from  the  Globe;  and  his  speech  was 
to  a  certain  extent  a  reply  to  the  editorial 
comment  in  that  newspaper  on  an  address- 
delivered  by  a  Wesleyan  clergyman.  The 
hon.  gentleman  undertook  to  tell  us,  and 
the  hon  member  from  Belleville  (Mr. 
Flint)  also  undertook  to  tell  us,  that  what 
they  read  from  that  reverend  clergyman 
showed  that  the  Globe  report  was  wrong.. 
I  did  not  so  understand  it  If  I  caught 
the  figures  given  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Quintd  as  furnished  to  him  in  the 
letter  of  the  Rev.  Mr.  Young,  that  gentle- 
man stated  that  while  some  $170,000  was- 
expended  in  feeding  the  Indians  and 
giving  them  necessaries 

Hon.  Mr.  READ — No,  the  amount  is. 
$170,000  in  bounties. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  —  $170,000  in 
bounties,  $800,000  odd  were  expended 
for  other  purposes.  That  is  pretty  nearly 
the  proportion  of  5  to  25,  and  the  state» 
ment  in  the  Globe  is  not  so  far  out  of  the 
way.  Not  knowing  as  much  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  DeLanaudiere  does  about 
the  merits  of  the  difficulties  between  the 
Indians  and  the  Government  or  their 
agents,  I  cannot  undertake  to  say  to  say  a 
great  deal  on  the  subject ;  but  I  shall  say 
this,  and  I  think  it  is  something  that  must 
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strike  everyone  Canada  has  been  deal- 
ing with  Indians  for  a  great  many  years. 
Ever  since  1763  the  government  of  this 
country  has  been  obliged  to  deal  with  the 
Indian  tribes,  and  I  think  this  is  the  first 
lime  that  we  have  had  any  serious  diffi- 
culty with  any  of  them.  It  may  be  that 
the  Indian  is  not  exactly  the  sort  of  indi- 
vidual that  he  is  represented  by  Cooper 
and  other  novelists ;  but  as  far  as  one  can 
gather  from  persons  who  have  been 
amongst  the  Indians,  and  others  who  have 
had  dealings  with  them,  they  are  people 
who,  if  you  keep  your  word  with  them  and 
deal  fairly  with  them,  are  not  at  all  diffi- 
cult to  manage,  and  are  not  likely  to  make 
trouble.  Up  to  a  very  recent  date  the 
Indians  were  always  fairly  dealt  with,  and 
I  think  there  must  have  been  recently 
some  alteration  in  the  mode  of  dealing 
with  them  to  lead  to  this  change  in  their 
conduct.  No  doubt  the  failure  of  the 
buffalo  has  been  a  very  serious  element  in 
the  question,  but  that  is  not  all — there 
must  be  something  else.  One  fact  must 
strike  every  one  who  has  read  anything 
about  this  matter,  or  who  has  talked  with 
people  who  have  been  in  the  North-West, 
or  have  had  anything  to  do  with  the  In- 
dians there,  that  is  that  there  is  throughout 
the  whole  of  that  North-West  country — 
amongst  all  those  Indians — a  most  aston- 
ishing want  of  respect  for  and  confidence 
in,  the  Indian  Commissioner.  One  never 
hears  a  good  word  said  of  Mr.  Dewdney 
by  anyone  who  speaks  of  that  country.  I 
have  talked  with  people  who  have  been 
up  there  and  had  a  good  deal  to  do  with 
the  Indians,  and  I  have  never  heard  one 
of  them  yet  who  did  not  speak  in  the 
same  tone  of  the  feelings  which  the 
Indians  entertain  towards  him.  When 
we  find  that  a  whole  race  of  people,  who 
are  not  unreasonable,  entertain^ the  same 
feeling  towards  an  officer  who  has  to  deal 
with  them,  there  must  be  some  reason 
for  that  feeling.  When  Mr.  Morris,  a 
gentleman  appointed  by hon.  gentlemen  op- 
posite, was  Governor  of  Manitoba  and  In- 
dian Commissioner,  there  was  never  any  dif- 
ficulty in  the  administration.  The  Indians 
had  confidence  in  him,  and  when  he  said 
a  thing  they  believed  it  Mr.  Laird  spent 
a  number  of  years  there  and  the  Indians 
entertained  the  same  feeling  towards  him. 
He  never  said  anything  that  he  did  not 
mean,  and  when  he  made  a  promise  it 


was  fulfilled.  The  Indians  knew  and  felt 
that,  and  had  the  highest'respect  for  him  ; 
and  I  have  very  little  doubt  that  if  the 
present  Indian  Commissioner  had  been  a 
different  kind  of  a  man  from  what  he  is, 
this  difficulty  might  have  been,  to  a  very 
considerable  extent,  avoided.  We  have 
heard  the  opinions  of  clergymen  read, 
and  it  happens  that  I  have  been  furnished 
with  some  clerical  authority,  too.  The 
first  is  a  letter  which  is  published  under 
date  of  March  31st. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— What  paper 
is  that  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  V0VJ1£.K— The  Daily  Times 
of  Moncton,  an  extreme  Conservative 
paper.  The  letter  from  which  I  propose 
to  read  an  extract  is  written  by  a  Church 
of  England  clergyman.     He  says  : — 

"  As  to  the  Indians,  all  persons  who  know 
anything  about  them  state  that  they  have 
been  baaly  treated  through  the  rascality  of 
agents. 

**The  government  rations  are  scanty 
enough,  but  it  is  openly  stated  that  they  do 
not  ffet  even  these  id  full  Quantity.  There  is 
no  doubt  that  Governor  Dewdney  must  be 
held  responsible  if  there  is  an  Indnn  outbreak^ 
for  he  and  the  agents  have  not  representea 
matters  at  Ottawa  as  they  were.** 

Then  later  on  in  the  letter  this  reverend 
gentleman  says  : — 

"The  Indians  are  hunjgry  and  desperate^ 
They  have  no  confidence  m  Dewdney,  and  a 
little  more  delay  in  jjetting  control  of  the  out- 
break will  prove  disastrous,  and  will  send 
them  over  to  Riel  by  hundreds." 

Unfortunately  the  prediction  made  hj 
that  gentleman  on  the  31st  of  March  has 
been  verified,  so  far  as  to  their  going  over 
in  considerable  numbers  to  RieL  Now  I 
will  read  an  extract  from  a  paper  by  the 
Rev.  James  Seiveright,  a  Presbyterian 
clergyman,  which  was  published  in  the 
Canada  Presbyterian.     He  says  : — 

<*  Armed  rebellion  must  be  crushed  by  force - 
The  causes  that  led  to  the  uprising  are  far 
deeper  than  cannon  or  rifles  can  reach.  A 
wise  and  conciliatory  management  of  the 
Indian  Department  would  have  prevented  the 
whole  trouble.  Had  the  Controller  ot  Indian 
Affairs  been  of  the  same  stamp  of  Governors 
Laird  or  Morris,  the  volunteers  might  have 
been  peacefully  pursuing  their  wonted  voca- 
tions, and  the  country  spared  a  large  ezpendi* 
ture  of  life  and  treasure.  The  redmen  of  the 
North- West  have  substantial  crievances. 
Deprived  of  their  hunting  erouDOS  and  <he 
buffalo— their  main  means  o7  subsistence— by 
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the  advent  of  the  whites,  they  are  often  re- 
duced to  the  verge  of  starvation  by  the  scarc- 
ity of  game.  Over  the  graves  of  Indians  buried 
while  1  was  in  Prince  Albert,  might  truly  be 
inscribed:  'Died  of  starvation  or  diseases 
caused  by  want  of  food.'" 

This  from  a  clergyman  who  has  recently 
come  down  from  the  Prince  Albert 
country.     He  adds : — 

<<  The  muskrat  is  the  main  reliance  in  win- 
ter. When  it  is  scarce,  famine  stare  the  red- 
men  in  the  face.  Indians  are  shiftless,  disin- 
clined to  hard,  steady  work ;  still,  men  inured 
to  the  chase,  and  nothing  else,  have  a  rieht 
to  be  led  by  those  who  took  from  them  lands, 
their  means  of  subsistence;  a  right  to  at  least 
as  much  food  as  would  keep  soul  and  body 
together.'* 

Further  on  he  says  : — 

**  The  Indian  problem  can  never  be  rightly 
solved  by  mere  speculators  like  Lieutenant- 
Governor  Dewdney  and  some  of  the  officials  of 
the  Indian  Department.  No  one  can  conjec- 
ture to  what  extent  rebellion  may  spread 
among  famine-stricken  men. 

This  shows  that  people  who  were  up 
there  do  not  quite  agree  with  my  hoa 
friend  from  Quintd  in  thinking  that  the 
Indians  have  no  substantial  reason  for 
being  troublesome.  The  Government 
are  not  directly  responsible,  because  they 
have  been  spending  money  and  doing 
their  best  in  that  way  to  keep  those  In- 
dians quiet ;  but  I  think  the  Government 
have  suffered  to  a  certain  extent,  for  the 
shortcomings  of  their  agents.  It  is  to  be 
regretted  that  these  agents  were  not 
called  to  account  earlier.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman, who  brought  up  this  matter,  refer- 
red to  the  supplies,  and  to  the  way  in 
which  they  are  furnished.  He  says  that 
tenders  are  called  for,  and  the  supplies 
are  furnished  by  contract  I  am  not 
finding  any  fault  with  the  way  in  which 
the  Government  have  been  procuring  the 
supplies ;  I  presume  they  are  procured  in 
the  same  way  that  they  have  been  ob- 
tained all  along,  but  I  wish  to  point  out, 
as  a  matter  of  information,  that  there  are 
very  serious  drawbacks  to  that  mode  of 
furnishing  supplies.  For  instance,  the 
Government  call  for  tenders  for  the  sup- 
ply of  a  certain  quantity  of  hay  to  all  the 
diiferent  posts ;  and  the  same  way  with 
regard  to  fuel  and  other  necessary  articles. 
Naturally  enough,  none  but  those  who 
have  the  means  of  conveying  goods  over 
all  that  country,  can  tender  with  any 
chance  of  success.      The  consequence  is, 


that  the  Hudson  Bay  Company,  having 
stations  all  over  the  North-West,  and 
having  the  means  of  carriage  in  their  pos- 
session, are  in  a  better  position,  as  regards 
a  very  large  portion  of  the  countrj',  than 
anybody  else  to  furnish  those  supplies. 
Now,  hoa  gentlemen  will  see  how  this 
operates.  I  quote  from  a  letter  written 
by  a  settler  up  there,  a  William  Millar, 
who  went  from  New  Brunswick  up  to 
Prince  Albert,  and  writes  from  there 
under  date  of  March  20th. 

Hon.  Mr.  KATJLBACH— What  paper 
is  that? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  does  not  make 
any  difference  what  paper  it  is.  It  is  the 
Moncton  Transcript,  This  letter  was 
written  before  the  outbreak  of  the  troubles. 
He  says : — 

'*  We  have  to  depend  on  a  local  market. 
The  Indian  and  ponce  supplies  have  all  been 
given  to  the  Hudson  Bay  Company." 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
statement  is  not  correct,  because  the  sup- 
plies are  not  all  procured  from  the  Hudson 
Bay  Company. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  did  not  say 
they  were  all ;  I  said  as  regards  some 
things  they  had  a  great  advantage. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
refer  to  the  statement  of  the  writer ;  he 
says  they  are  all  procured  from  the  Hud- 
son Bay  Company.     That  is  not  correct 

Hon  Mr.  POWER— That  is  at  Prince 
Albert  Of  course  one  takes  these  state- 
ments for  what  they  are  worth  ;  no  doubt, 
as  they  are  made  by  a  person  laboring 
under  natural  excitement,  they  are  some- 
what exaggerated. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Niagara  says,  "  hear,  hear."  That 
hon.  gentleman,  when  there  is  no  reason 
to  be  excited,  often  speaks  in  an  exagger- 
ated way  here. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  do  not  think 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  a  right  to  make 
any  such  statement     I  call  upon  him  to 
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explain  what  he  means  when  he  says  that 
I  speak  in  an  exaggerated  way. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  mean  what 
I  say. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— You  have  no 
right  to  say  that,  and  it  is  not  correct 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— We  had  an  illus- 
tration of  it  the  other  day  when  the  hon. 
member  ventured  to  correct  my  hon. 
friend  from  Albert,  and  was  inaccurate. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— The  hon.  gentle- 
man is  out  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— In  what  way? 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— The  hon.  gentle- 
man has  no  right  to  refer  to  a  previous 
debate 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  is  a  very 
small  point     I  shall  now  read  this  letter  : 

"We  have  to  depend  on  a  local  market.  The 
Indian  and  police  supplies  have  all  been  given 
to  the  Hudson  Bay  Company.  That  means, 
nearly  all  the  money  goes  out  of  the  country," 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Now, 
that  statement  is  not  correct. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  letter  con- 
tinues : — 

**  It  is  put  into  their  power  to  pay  us  in 
trade^  and  they  have  taken  the  advantage  of 
it  to  the  utmost.  I  will  give  an  instance  or 
two :— They  let  600  cords  of  wood»  by  private 
contract,  to  Hudson  Bay  Company  at  $3.50 
per  cord.  I  would  have  liked  to  have  had  the 
job  at  $2.00  per  cord,  and  would  have  don^ 
well  by  it.  It  did  not  cost  them  $2.00  per 
cord  Also,  a  contract  for  hay  at  $26  per  ton, 
the  Hudson  Bay  Companv  paying  $7  for  it, 
and  paying  both  in  trade.'' 

I  call  the  attention  of  the  Minister  to 
the  last  sentence  particularly.  It  is  per- 
fectly clear  that  settlers  at  Prince  Allirt, 
who  were  obliged  to  supply  hay  to  the 
Hudson  Bay  Company  at  $7  per  ton 
would  feel  it  a  sort  of  grievance  that  the 
Hudson  Bay  Company  were  getting  from 
the  Government  for  that  same  hay  $25 
per  ton.  That  little  fact  will  show  how 
the  Indian  supplies  have  cost  more  than 
they  should.  As  I  have  said,  I  am  not 
directly  blaming  the  Government,  for  the 


system  has  been  for  some  time  in  existence 
there.  I  simply  mention  this  as  indicating 
the  feeling  in  that  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— What  does  wood 
cost? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— $3.50  per  cord. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — I  do  not  consider 
that  a  high  price.  Labor  up  in  that 
country  must  be  high.  A  man  would  get 
probably  $2  a  day,  and  he  would  not  cut 
more  than  a  cord  in  a  day. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— My  hon.  friend 
perhaps  knows  better  than  William  Millar 
who  is  living  up  there.  I  do  not  pretend 
to  know  anything  about  it ;  I  merely  read 
Mr.  Millar's  statement. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — I  do  not  consider 
that  $3.50  per  cord  for  wood  is  too  high. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— While  it  is  un- 
fortunate that  the  Indians  appear  to  be  in 
a  somewhat  ill-tempered  and  dissatisfied 
frame  of  mind  just  now,  I  do  not  think 
they  have  had  any  very  serious  grievances 
to  complain  of,  nothing  to  justify  them  in 
taking  up  arms  as  they  have  done.  But 
the  Indian  has  nothing  to  do  ;  he  has  not 
the  same  occupation  in  the  way  of  hunting 
that  he  formerly  had  when  the  country 
was  in  a  state  of  nature,  and  before  it 
passed  into  the  possession  of  the  Domin- 
ion. The  different  tribes  also  amused 
themselves  in  those  days  by  fightmg  with 
one  another.  That  they  do  not  do  now, 
and  when  there  is  a  fight  going  on  I  sup- 
pose they  have  the  feeling  that  is  attributed 
to  the  typical  Irishman,  that  they  want  to 
have  a  hand  in  it  There  is  one  reflection 
that  occurs  to  me  with  respect  to  that 
fight ;  it  might  be,  perhaps,  a  wise  policy 
for  the  Government  to  secure  the  services 
of  a  certain  number  of  Indians — say  the 
Blackfeet — as  scouts. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Nothing  could 
be  more  disastrous  than  to  employ  them 
in  any  way. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  is  a 
matter  on  which  opinions  may  differ.  I 
offer  a  suggestion  ;  and  I  know  that  a 
great   many   men   who   have   been  up 
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there  and  are  well  acquainted  with 
the  Indians  are  of  the  same  opinion — that 
a  warlike  tribe  like  the  Blackfeet  are 
very  likely  to  get  into  the  fight  if  it  con- 
tinues for  a  certain  time.  Now,  if  a  certain 
number  of  them  were  selected — I  do  not 
suggest  that  they  should  be  taken  as  part 
of  the  forces  exactly — but  if  150  or  so  of 
them  were  utilized  as  scouts  they  would 
be  of  very  great  service  to  the  troops  and 
would  prevent  anything  in  the  nature  of  a 
surprise  by  the  other  Indians  or  half- 
breeds  ;  and  the  fact  that  a  number  of 
those  men  were  in  the  service  of  Canada 
would  keep  the  remainder  of  the  tribe 
loyal.  It  may  be  that  that  is  a  mistaken 
view  altogether,  but  I  think  there  is  a 
good  deal  to  be  said  for  it 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL^I 
think  the  hoa  member  from  Quints  has 
done  the  country  good  service  in  calling 
attention  to  the  incorrect  statements  made 
by  the  Rev.  Mr.  Young ;  evidently  those 
statements  are  incorrect,  as  read.  Whether 
the  Rev.  Mr.  Young  did  make  them  in 
the  language  in  which  they  are  quoted,  or 
whether  the  subsequent  paper  read  by 
my  hon.  friend  behind  me  (Mr.  Flint) 
more  correctly  represents  his  views,  at  all 
events  the  statement  that  appears  in  the 
paper  conveys  an  erroneous  impression — 
that  the  larger  portion  of  the  money  which 
is  given  to  the  Indians  by  Parliament  is 
applied,  not  for  their  benefit,  but  for  the 
purpose  of  paying  agents  and  others  who 
are  the  intermediaries  between  the  coun- 
try and  the  Indians.  That,  in  the  degree 
which  is  mentioned  there,  is  an  enor- 
mously erroneous  statement 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— What  statement  ? 


Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
statement  that  out  of  every  $30  voted  by 
Parliament  for  the  Indians,  only  $5  finds 
its  way  to  the  Indians,  and  the  other  $25 
is  lost  among  the  officers  of  the  Depart- 
ment employed  to  distribute  the  fund  to 
the  Indians,  That  was  the  statement. 
Upon  the  reverend  gentleman  being 
applied  to,  he  does  not  seem  to  have 
taken  the  opportunity,  as  I  should  have 
hoped  he  would  have  taken  it,  of  saying 
that  the  statement  as  it  appeared  in  the 
newspapers  was  erroneous,  because  a 
statement  of  that  kind  on  the  face  of  it  is 
incorrect  No  one  could  read  it  without 
seeing  that  it  is  wrong.  I  hope  and  trust 
that  the  reverened  gentleman  was  misre- 
ported  and  that  he  did  not  state  anything 
of  the  kind  ;  but  it  is  very  desirable  and 
important  that  attention  should  be  called 
to  the  statement,  and  that  the  contradic- 
tion which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  given 
to  it  should  become  public,  and  that  the 
people  should  know  that  although  the 
Rev.  Mr.  Young  has  been  in  the  North- 
west eight  or  nine  years,  if  he  did  state 
this  he  was  grossly  incorrect. 

I  have  brought  down  with  me  the  in- 
formation which  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
given  to  the  House.  I  did  not  know  that 
he  had  gone  into  the  subject  so  thoroughly, 
and  I  had  brought  down  the  information 
in  order  to  supply  the  statistics  which  he 
has  given  to  the  House.  I  need  not 
read  them.  The  only  information  I  can 
supplement  is  a  statement  which  my  hon. 
friend  has  not  procured,  of  the  manner 
in  which  beef,  bacon  and  flour  are  distribu- 
ted under  treaties  six  and  seven,  and  the 
quantities  of  these  various  articles  that 
these  Indians  have  got     The  following  is 


A  STATEMENT  showing  the  number  of  Indians  in  Treaties  4,  6,  and  7,  in  the 
North- West  Territories,  and  the  quantities  of  Flour,  Beef  and  Bacon  distri 
butedto  them  during  the  year  ended  the  30th  June,  1884  : — 


Number 

of 
IndianB 


Provisions  Distbibcted. 


Flour. 

1 


I  be. 


Bacon, 
lbs. 


Fish, 
lbs. 


Potatoes 
lbs. 


Daily  RatioDB. 


Treaty  No.  4 
"  No.  6 
"     No.  7 


6,700 
8,400 
6,400 


604,500 
328,700 
497,90« 


7,800 
2,000 
2,341,903 


136,771 

82,160 

141,021 


60,000 


38,422 


1    lb.  of  Flour,   and 
when  Beef  is  given 
^     llb.ofBeeforilb. 
of  Bacon. 

i  lb.  ot  Flour  &  I  lb. 
of  Beef. 
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It  should  be  stated  that,  in  addition  to 
the  above,  the  Indians  themselves  raise 
•considerable  quantities  of  grain,  roots  and 
vegetables.  In  treaty  No.  4,  rations  are  dis- 
tributed to  all  working  and  destitute  In- 
dians, in  the  proportion  of  one  pound  of 
flour,  one  pound  of  beef,  or,  in  lieu  of 
beef,  one-third  of  a  pound  of  bacon  per 
<Jiem,  the  distributions  occurring  once  a 
^eek.  In  treaty  No.  6,  the  number  of 
working  and  destitute  Indians  rationed  is 
proportionately  less  than  in  treaty  4,  owing 
to  the  fact  that  game  and  fish  are  more 
plentiful,  and  that  hunting  and  fishing  are 
very  generally  followed  by  the  Indians. 
In  treaty  No.  7,  all  Indians  remaining  on 
the  reserves  receive  a  daily  ration,  the  dis- 
tributions occurring  every  other  day. 

I  thought  that  the  House  might  like  to 
see  the  ground  covered  by  these  treaties. 
I  have  brought  down  copies  of  the  treaties 
to  which  the  hoa  gentleman  from  Quinte 
has  already  alluded,  and  I  need  not  trouble 
the  House  with  them,  but  I  have  a  map 
liere  which  I  will  lay  on  the  table  of  the 
House  showing  the  different  areas  covered 
l)y  the  several  treaties.  The  territory 
covered  by  each  treaty  is  marked  with  a 
different  color. 

With  reference  to  the  general  question, 
I  agree  with  my  hon.  friend  from  De- 
Lanaudiere  that  the  time  has  not  arrived 
for  a  discussion  of  the  grounds  which  in- 
duced the  Indians  or  the  half-breeds  there 
to  take  the  course  which  they  have 
adopted.  It  seems  to  me  that  it  is  the 
wiser  course,  and  I  think  my  hon.  friend 
from  Halifax  will  ultimately  come  to  that 
decision,  to  refrain  from  discussing  the 
reasons  they  have,  or  think  they  have, 
until  all  the  facts  are  before  us.  The 
Government  ^e  responsible  for  the 
manner  in  which  the  affairs  of  that  country 
have  been  conducted,  and  if  those  troubles 
have  been  caused  by  any  dereliction  of 
duty  on  their  part,  it  will  be  tiine  to  fix 
that  responsibility,  and  punish  them  for 
it,  when  all  the  facts  are  before  Parliament ; 
but  I  do  not  think  it  fair  to  drag  into  this 
discussion,  with  the  little  iniormation  we 
have  before  us,  the  name  of  the  Lieutenant- 
Governor  of  the  North-West  Territories. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  is  perfectly 
right  to  do  so. 

Hon.  Sir.  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— How 


do  we  know  what  course  Lieutenant-Gover- 
nor Dewdney  has  pursued,  or  what  he  has 
done,  or  what  he  has  omitted  to  do  ?  The 
hon.  gentleman  speaks  only  from  what 
he  has  seen  in  newspaper  correspond- 
ence. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  have  read  those 
letters,  and  I  have  read  other  articles  be- 
sides ;  and  the  Minister  of  Justice  forgets 
that  I  stated  also  that  I  had  had  conversations 
with  numbers  of  persons  who  had  been 
through  the  North-West,  and  that  I  found 
one  universal  chorus  of  complaints  against 
that  officer. 

Hon.  Sir.  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Sup- 
posing the  hon.  gentleman  has  had 
that  in  addition  to  the  newspaper 
articles  and  letters,  I  ask  him  is  it 
fair  to  use  the  name  of  the  Lieu- 
tenant-Governor in  the  way  he  does, 
at  all  events  with  the  paucity  of  informa- 
tion which  he  has  upon  the  subject,  and 
upon  a  motion  of  this  kind,  when  nobody 
supposed  that  the  name  of  Lieutenant- 
Governor  Dewdney  was  to  be  brought  in- 
to this  debate?  The  hon.  gentleman 
from  Quinte,  in  drawing  attention  to  this 
question  of  the  treaties  with  the  Indians, 
described  what  those  treaties  were,  and 
mentioned  what  was  agreed  on  our  part  to 
be  furnished  to  the  Indians  on  behalf  of 
the  public,  and  how  those  supplies  were 
distributed ;  and  then  said  that  he  had 
found  in  the  newspapers  a  statement  of  a 
gentleman  who  had  been  up  there,  and 
said  so  and  sa 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— And  he  then 
drew  a  picture  of  the  Indians  reading  the 
Globe^  which  was  very  amusing. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ— I  did  not  speak  of 
the  Indians  reading  the  Globe,  but  I  spoke 
of  the  effect  that  would  be  produced  by 
someone  reading  such  articles  as  that  in 
the  Globe  to  the  Indians  in  their  present 
excited  condition. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— And 
I  suppose  it  is  a  barely  possible  thing. 
Putting  the  Government  to  one  side,  it  is 
injurious  to  the  conntry  that  such  reports 
should  go  abroad  that  we  are  not  doing  our 
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duty,  and  that  we  are  not  keeping  our  plight- 
ed faith  with  the  Indians,  that  the  money 
voted  by  Parliament  for  the  Indians  has 
been  squandered,  and  that  we  are  distribut- 
ing bad  food  amongst  them.  Putting  the 
Government  on  one  side  altogether,  it  is  in- 
jurious to  the  country  to  have  such  reports 
sent  abroad,  and  therefore,  I  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Quinte,  did  good  service 
in  bringing  before  the  notice  of  the  House, 
the  information  which  he  has  given  as. 
He  said  nothingabout  Lieutenant-Governor 
Dewdney  or  anybody  else  doing  anything, 
or  having  done  anything,  and  made  no 
charges.  When  the  facts  are  all  before 
us,  the  Government  will  be  anxious  to 
facilitate  all  inquiry  and  will  endeavor,  if 
possible,  to  get  at  the  very  bottom  of  the 
cause  of  the  present  troubles  in  the  North 
West  As  far  as  the  Indians  are  concern- 
ed, I  apprehend  the  cause  of  their  rising 
is  the  scarcity  of  the  buffalo.  There  may 
be  other  things  that  have  irritated  them ; 
there  may  have  been,  occasionally,  mis- 
conduct on  the  part  of  some  officers  of  the 
Government  that  they  do  not  approve 
of;  but  let  us  wait  until  we  ascer- 
tain the  truth  and  find  out  who  is  to  blame 
and  then  let  us  hold  that  person  or  those 
persons  strictly  to  account,  and  no  one 
will  be  more  ready  to  do  so  than  the  Gov- 
ernment. But,  until  then,  it  is  better  in 
the  interests  of  the  country  to  refrain  from 
discussmg  these  matters.  I  desire  to  say 
in  reply  to  my  hon.  friend  that  it  is  not 
the  intention  of  the  Government  at  present 
to  make  any  new  treatjr  with  the  Indians. 
The  territory  which  is  now  covered  by 
treaties  is  a  very  large  territory,  and  runs 
as  far  north  as  there  seems  to  be  any  neces- 
sity for  making  arrangements  about  in  the 
meantime.  This  policy  was  arrived  at  in 
the  early  part  of  1884,  and  a  letter  was 
then  written  to  the  Bishop  of  St.  Albert, 
communicating  to  him  the  fact.  He 
seems  to  have  asked  of  the  Superintendent 
General  whether  new  treaties  were  to  be 
concluded  or  not,  and  to  have  asked  that 
question  on  behalf  of  the  Indians  north  of 
the  country  we  have  now  acquired,  and 
who  seemed  to  be  desirous  of  having  a 
treaty  made  with  them.  The  letter  is 
dated  the  28th  of  May,  and  is  as  follows  : 

{Department  of  Indian  Affairs, 
Ottawa,  May  29th,  1884. 

Right  Rev.  Sir, 
With  reference  to  your  letter  of  the  28th  of 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL 


July  last,  relative  to  the  desire  of  the  Indians, 
whose  hunting  grounds  are  situated  north  of 
the  northern  boundary  of  Treaty  No.  6,  to 
enter  into  treaty  relations  with  the  Govern- 
ment, and  also  referring  to  the  document 
signed  by  the  Indian  Chief  on  behalf  of  the 
Indians  of  He  a  la  Crosse  on  the  same  subject, 
I  am  directed  by  the  Superintendent  General 
of  Indian  Afifairs  to  inform  your  Lordship  that 
having  caused  en(][uiry  to  be  made  into  the 
matter,  he  is  of  opmion  that  the  negotiating  of 
a  Treaty  with  these  Indians  may  be  postponed 
for  some  years,  or  at  least  until  there  is  a  like- 
lihood of  the  country  being  required  for  settle- 
ment purposes. 
I  have  the  honor  to  be. 

Right  Rev.  Sir, 
Your  Obdt.  Servant, 

(Sd.)    L.  Vankouohsbt, 
Deputy  of  Supt.  Gen'l  of  Indian  Affairs^ 

The  Right  Rev. 

Bishop  of  St.  Albert, 

St.  Albert,  N.W.T. 

That  would  show  that  the  Indians  who 
have  not  had  treaties  made  with  them  are 
desirous  of  coming  under  them  ;  I  think, 
in  the  meantime,  at  all  events,  we  should 
be  willing  to  assume  that  the  faith  of  the 
country  has  been  kept  with  the  Indians  ; 
that  they  have  got  all  that  the  treaties  se- 
cured to  them,  and  we  know  in  many 
cases  they  have  got  more,  and  those 
stories  about  bad  pork  and  bad  beef  should 
be  taken  with  great  allowance  and  great 
care,  because  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  the  interest  of  the  Government, 
to  see  that  the  Indians  are  fairly  dealt 
with  and  get  good  rations.  Until  the 
contrary  is  proved,  let  us  believe  that  the 
officers  employed  by  the  Government  have 
done  their  duty.  It  is  a  source  of  great 
mortification  to  the  Government,  as  it 
must  be  to  every  lover  of  his  country,  ta 
find  that  there  has  been  a  change  in  the 
feeling  of  the  Indians  towards  us.  It  has 
hitherto  been  a  matter  of  pride  to  us,  and 
I  have  sometimes  boasted  of  it  in  this 
House,  that  the  Government  of  Canada^ 
have  been  able  to  manage  the  Indian* 
tribes  so  well,  that  they  have  hitherto  been 
peaceable  and  law-abiding  citizens.  That 
they  have  been  so,  is  owing  mainly,  I  think,, 
to  their  faith  in  the  Hudson  Bay  Company, 
and  the  fact  that  the  Hudson  Bay  Com- 
pany had  always  carried  out  their  pro- 
mises with  the  Indians ;  that  gave  us,  as 
their  successors  in  the  government  of  the 
country,  the  high  standmg  we  have  had 
amongst  the  Indians  to  this  time.     That 
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good  feeling,  and  that  confidence  in  the 
Government,  were  a  heritage  that  has  been 
left  to  us.  It  was  a  heritage  that  was  de- 
served, and  I  think  we  still  deserve  it,  and 
if  any  of  the  officers  of  the  Government 
have  done  anything  towards  forfeiting  that 
high  character  for  fair  dealing,  they  should 
be  held  strictly  to  account,  and  if  the 
Cjovernment  are  to  blame  they  should  be 
held  strictly  to  account,  and  I  trust  and 
believe  the  country  will  always  hold  us 
strictly  to  account  for  our  treatment  of  the 
Indians  of  the  North- West 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.  C)— 
I  think  it  is  perfectly  clear,  from  the  state- 
ment made  to  the  House  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Belleville,  that  the  Indians 
have  been  treated  more  than  justly. 
Treaties  were  made  with  them,  and  terms 
and  payments  were  made,  and  beyond 
those  terms  and  payments,  they  received 
large  quantities  of  food. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
think  my  hon.  friend  is  not  quite  in  order. 
I  think  when  the  reply  to  a  question  of 
this  kind  is  given  by  the  Government,  the 
debate  should  close 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— Freedom 
ot  debate ! 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I  ask 
the  House  whether  it  is  not  proper  to 
close  a  discussion  of  this  kind  when  the 
reply  has  been  made  ?  It  seems  to  me 
that  to  continue  the  debate  would  be  to 
wander  into  a  long  discussion,  to  which 
there  would  be  no  end.  We  have  gone  as 
far  as  we  ought  to  go  under  the  usage 
and  pactice  of  Parliament,  which  enable 
a  question  to  be  put  and  explained  by  the 
mover  and  by  others,  who  desire  to  speak 
on  the  subject,  and  then  replied  to  by  the 
gentlemen  who  represent  the  Crown  on 
the  occasion. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  submit 
to  the  House  that  the  leader  of  the  Gov- 
ernment ought  to  have  waited — 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
call  the  hon.  gentleman  to  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— I  am 
perfectly  willing  to  forego  any  remarks 


that  I  wish  to  make,  in  deference  to  the 
wish  of  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ — I  wish  to  ask  a 
question  regarding  the  Bishop,  whose 
letter  has  been  quoted  by  the  leader  of 
the  House.  Where  does  that  Bishop 
reside  ? 

Hon.  Sir.  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— At 
St  Albert. 

The  SPEAKER— I  desire  to  say  with 
the  regard  to  the  position  of  this  question, 
that  I  do  not  consider  that  it  is  strictly 
out  of  order  for  any  member  to  continue 
this  discussion,  although  it  is  very  unusal 
after  the  Government  has  given  the  reply. 
However,  it  is  in  the  power  of  the  House 
to  control  the  whole  subject,  and  if  any 
member  desires  that  the  discussion  should 
not  proceed  further,  and  makes  a  motion- 
to  that  effect,  I  will  close  it 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  am  very 
e;lad  that  the  Chair  has  ruled  in  accord- 
ance with  what  I  am  sure  is  the  desire  of 
the  people  of  this  country  and  the  desire 
of  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— I  rise  to  a 
question  of  order.  I  was  prevented  from 
speaking  on  this  subject,  and  there  is  no 
question  before  the  House,  and  I  object 
to  anyone  continuing  the  debate. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  will 
simply  observe  that  I  quite  agree  with  the 
views  expressed  by  hon.  gentlemen  before 
me,  that  we  should  be  able  to  discuss  this 
matter  more  intelligently  if  we  waited  until 
fuller  information  was  placed  before  us; 
but  we  have  this  fact,  that  an  insurrection 
has  taken  place ;  and  we  have  further,  the 
foct  that  an  alarming  statement  has 
appeared  that  the  Indians  in  different  parts 
of  the  North  West  may  possibly  rise  and 
join  the  half-breeds.  With  such  a  fact 
before  Parliament,  surely  we  should  not  be 
discharging  our  duty  to  the  people  of  this 
country  if  we  did  not,  according  to  the 
information  that  we  possess,  endeavor  to 
find  out  what  could  have  led  to  this 
state  of  dissatisfaction  amongst  the  Indians. 
If  we  take  up  the  reports  of  the  Indian 
Department,  and  I  have  done  so^  and 
read  them  carefully,  I  cannot  find  from 
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those  reports  that  there  should  be  any  dis- 
turbance amongst  the  Indians.  The 
reports  of  the  special  agents  speak  of  the 
instructors  having  done  their  duty,  of  the 
Indians  being  trained  to  cultivate  the  soil, 
^f  their  being  supplied  with  rations,  and 
that  everything  was  going  on  peaceably. 
Then,  I  ask  if  that  is  a  reliable  report,  how 
does  that  tally  with  the  events  which  have 
itranspired  since  the  insurrection  of 
the  half-breeds,  and  how  does  it  tally 
with  the  rumors  which  appear  in 
this  morning's  journals?  It  is  proper 
that  we  should  inquire  into  and 
endeavor  to  ascertain  what  is  the  cause  of 
those  troubles.  We  know  that  Parliament 
:grants  upwards  of  $1,000,000  towards 
feeding  and  instructing  those  Indians.  I 
^o  not  desire  to  make  any  charge  against 
Lieut.-Govemor  Dewdney,  for  whom  I 
have  always  entertained  great  respect  I 
was  surprised  this  morning,  after  having 
perused  the  report  issued  by  the  Indian 
Department,  to  meet  the  owner  of  an  ex- 
tensive ranche  in  the  North-West  in  the 
streets  of  Ottawa,  and  touching  that  subject 
he  said, "  One  cannot  wonder  that  there 
should  be  discontent  amongst  the  Indians. 
When  I  visited  my  ranche,  a  short  time 
ago,  I  found  them  giving  damaged  pork 
to  the  Indians — pork  that  was  not  fit  for 
a  dog  to  eat,  which  led  to  much  murmur- 
ing." When  I  meet  a  loyal  citizen  who 
states  that  fact  of  his  own  knowledge,  I 
am  led  to  inquire  is  this  re[)ort  that  we 
have  from  the  Indian  Department  reliable  ? 
I  do  not  blame  the  Lieut -Governor  of 
the  North-West,  but  I  say  there  is  some- 
thing wrong — ^that  while  Parliament  votes 
$1,000,000  the  different  tribes  of  Indians 
should  still  be  dissatisfied.  The  fisu:t  of 
their  being  in  a  state  of  insurrection  to- 
day convinces  me  that  there  is  something 
wrong  in  the  distribution  of  that  money. 
I  have  lived  much  amongst  the  Indians, 
and  my  experience  has  been  that  if  you 
only  keep  faith  with  them,  and  show  that 
you  take  an  interest  in  their  welfare,  you 
would  never  have  an  insurrection  amongst 
them.  But  if  the  Govemment  continue 
to  appoint,  as  a  previous  speaker  has 
said,  mere  political  hacks  as  agents 
amongst  those  Indians,  it  is  one  of  the 
fertile  causes  of  the  trouble,  men  who 
have  been  sent  out  there  merely 
to  provide  them  with  office.  They 
may    not   be    men    of    principle,    and 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER. 


how  do  we  know  that  those  officers  have 
distributed  the  food  faithfully  amongst  the 
Indians  ?  The  Lieutenant-Governor  may 
not  know  whether  those  men  have  not 
appropriated  the  food  that  was  intended 
for  the  Indians,  to  other  purposes.  The 
Government  may  try  to  check  all  the 
debate  on  this  subject,  but  the  future  of 
the  country  depends  on  the  appointment 
of  proper,  upright  officers  to  administer 
the  affairs  of  the  North-West,  and  not 
political  hacks,  who  are  not  worthy  of  the 
position.  The  policy  in  dealing  with  the 
Indians  ought  to  be  one  of  paternal  care 
and  kindness,  and  if  such  were  acted  upon, 
we  should  not  be  troubled  with  an  insur- 
rection in  the  North-West 

RICHELIEU  &  ONTARIO  NAVI- 
GATION  GO'S  BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  PELLETIER  moved  the 
second  reading  of  Bill  (6),  "An  Act 
further  to  amend  the  Acts  incorporating 
the  Richelieu  Navigation  Company,  and 
the  Richelieu  &  Ontario  Navigation 
Company."  He  said :  This  Bill  has 
passed  through  the  House  of  Commons, 
as  presented  there,  without  any  opposi- 
tion, and  I  do  not  expect  that  any  opposi- 
tion will  be  made  to  it  here.  The  only 
parties  interested  in  the  Bill  are  the  share- 
holders themselves,  and  I  do  not  think 
anyone  can  have  any  objection  to  it  A 
certain  nimiber  of  shares  were  purchased 
on  the  open  market  for  the  company,  and 
the  purchase  was  made  in  part  out  of 
funds  borrowed  for  that  purpose.  Since 
then  some  doubt  has  arisen  as  to  the  val- 
idity of  the  purchase ;  the  Bill  legalizes 
that  purchase,  and  provides  for  the  pur- 
chase of  the  balance  of  the  shares  which 
remain  on  the  open  market,  at  a  price 
not  exceeding  60  per  cent  upon  its  par 
value,  and  for  the  issue  of  debentures  to 
the  amount  of  $200,000  for  a  period  not 
exceeding  ten  years,  bearing  interest  at 
six  per  cent  Great  precautions  are 
taken  to  secure  the  interests  of  the 
shareholders  by  saying  that  such  pur- 
chase of  the  balance  of  shares  shall  only 
be  made  after  one  month's  notice  shaU 
have  been  given  to  each  shareholder  of 
the  intention  to  purchase.  Such  deben* 
tures  are  to  be  a  first  mortgage  and  pri- 
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vilege  on  all  the  company's  property,  but 
they  are  not  to  be  issued  until  all  existing 
•claims  on  such  property  shall  have  been 
previously  paid  and  extinguished.  The 
last  clause  provides  that  the  quorum  of  the 
board  of  directors  shall  hereafter  be  a 
majority  of  the  number  of  directors  con- 
stituting the  board 

Hon.  Mr.  READ — Is  there  any  pre- 
cedent for  a  company  issuing  debentures 
to  buy  back  its  own  stock  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  PELLETIER— I  am  not 
prepared  to  give  any  precedent  now,  but 
I  have  no  doubt  I  can  do  so  when  the 
Bill  goes  before  the  committee. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

OFFENCES    AGAINST   THE   PER- 
SON BILL. 

AMENDMENTS   CONCURRED   IN. 

Hon.  Mr.  GOWAN  moved  concurrence 
in  the  amendments  made  in  committee  of 
the  whole  House  on  Bill  (S),  "  An  Act 
to  amend  the  Act  respecting  Offences 
against  the  Person." .  He  said :  The 
amendments  made  to  this  enactment  are 
in  this  position,  that  the  wife  is  competent 
to  give  evidence,  but  it  must  be  fortified 
by  corroborative  testimony.  I  need  not 
•dwell  upon  the  subject  as  the  matter  has 
been  fully  discussed. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  understood 
that  my  hon.  friend  wanted  some  slight 
amendment  made.  Several  gentlemen 
have  spoken  to  me  since  this  matter  was 
before  the  House  yesterday,  and  there 
seems  to  be  a  very  decided  impression 
that  there  is  no  reason  why  a  husband 
:should  not  be  allowed  to  give  evidence  on 
his  own  behalf  on  occasions  of  this 
kind  ;  and  I  move  that  the  amendments 
be  not  now  concurred  in,  but  that  the  Bill 
be  referred  back  to  a  committee  of  the 
whole  for  the  purpose  of  amending  the 
same  by  striking  out  all  the  words  after 
■"child"  in  the  loth  line  to  the  end  of  the 
:said  clause  and  inserting  the  following  in 
lieu  thereof: — 

**  The  accufied  and  his  wife  shall  be  com- 
f)etent  to  give  evidence  as  witness  either  for 
•or  against  the  occased.'' 


Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  think  we 
had  this  matter  thoroughly  before  us  yes- 
terday, and  discussed  in  committee,  and 
that  there  was  a  general  consensus  of 
opinion  in  favor  of  the  amendment  then 
made,  that  a  woman's  evidence  was  not 
sufficient  to  convict  her  husband.  That, 
it  seemed  to  me,  met  with  general  approv- 
al, and  I  hope  that  the  House  will  not  de- 
part now  from  what  was  the  evident  feel- 
ing of  the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr-  GOWAN— I  think  that  when 
the  matter  was  discussed  in  committee  of 
the  whole,  my  hon.  friend  opposite,  from 
whom  I  am  very  sorry  to  differ,  proposed 
his  resolution,  and  it  was  passed  upon  by 
the  House.  I  cannot  accept  this  amend- 
ment except  the  House  pronounces  upon 
it  I  think  it  is  just  the  entering  of  the 
wedge  to  a  most  objectionable  principle  of 
allowing  the  prisoner  to  give  evidence  on 
his  own  behalf.  While  there  are  some 
exceptions  perhaps  to  be  made  in  a  case 
like  this,  still  it  is  a  dangerous  point  to 
begin  with,  and  I  should  be  sorry  if  the 
House  assented  to  the  proposition. 

Hon.  Mr.  O'DONOHOE— I  do  not 
agree  with  the  very  strong  desire  on  the 
part  of  my  hon.  friend  that  the  husband 
should,  in  a  case  of  this  nature,  be  unable 
to  give  evidence.  This  is  different  from 
ordinary  cases.  I  do  not  think  it  should 
be  allowed  that  the  wife  can  bring  her 
husband  into  court,  and  say  just  what  she 
pleases  under  oath,  while  the  husband,  the 
party  charged,  as  between  himself  and  his 
wife,  is.  to  have  his  mouth  closed.  I  do 
not  think  it  is  entering  the  thin  edge  of  the 
wedge  as  against  any  established  law.  I 
have  not  had  the  long  experience  of  my 
hon.  friend  from  Barrie,  but  I  have  had  a 
good  deal  of  experience  in  criminal  courts, 
and  from  that  experience  I  conclude  that 
it  would  be  a  most  dangerous  thing  to 
enable  a  wife,  who  may  in  a  moment  of 
passion,  or  excitement,  or  in  a  state  of  jeal* 
ousy,  be  prepared  to  do  anything  against 
her  husband  There  is  nothing  to  which, 
under  any  of  those  conditions,  she  might 
not  pledge  her  word,  and  against  her  hus^ 
band,  for  whom,  when  she  cools  ofi^  she 
would  gladly  lay  down  her  very  llfeL  We 
should  give  her  no  chance  to  create  such 
a  state  of  feeling  between  herself  and  her 
husband,  as  might  render  the  differences 
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between  them  for  ever  after  irreconcilable. 
The  husband  who  has  been  bound  to  her 
for  years  and  years,  and  who  has  a  family, 
may  be  charged  by  her,  in  one  of  those 
moments  of  passion,  with  not  being  willing 
to  support  herself  and  her  children,  and 
he,  who  alone  can  tell  of  his  means  to  do 
that,  or  give  evidence  of  it,  is  not  allowed 
to  state  his  case.  Which  of  the  two  is 
more  likely  to  tell  the  truth,  or  to  give  the 
best  evidence  under  such  circumstances — 
the  woman  who  lodges  the  information 
against  the  husband,  or  the  husband 
against  whom  the  complaint  is  lodged? 
From  my  experience,  I  would  attach  much 
more  consequence  to  the  evidence  of  the 
husband  than  I  would  to  that  of  the  wife. 
I  am  very  reluctant  in  saying  a  word 
against  the  Bill,  or  against  the  view  of  my 
hon.  friend,  for  whom,  and  for  whose  ex- 
perience, I  have  great  respect,  but  I  can- 
not allow  any  respect  for  the  person,  or 
for  his  experience,  to  stand  in  the  way  of 
discharging  what  I  feel  to  be  the  duty  of 
the  House.  I  believe  it  is  proper  that  in 
such  a  case  as  this,  the  husband  should  be 
allowed  to  explain  the  reasons  why  he  is 
brought  there,  and  in  giving  him  that  lib- 
erty I  believe  that  you  add  very  much  to 
the  chances  of  diminishing  the  number  of 
such  cases.  I  shall,  therefore,  vote  for  the 
amendment  of  my  hon.  friend  from 
Halifax. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— My  hon.  friend 
who  has  charge  of  this  Bill  objected  to 
this  proposal  on  a  previous  occasion,  to 
allow  the  husband  to  be  placed  on  the 
same  footing  as  his  wife,  by  saying  that  it 
would  be  an  entering  wedge  in  the  crimi- 
nal law.  But  who  started  the  entering 
wedge  ?  It  was  my  hon.  friend  himself. 
When  he  brought  in  this  Bill  he  intro- 
duced the  thin  end  of  the  wedge  by 
asking  that  the  wife  should  be  allowed  to 
give  evidence  against  the  husband,  when 
my  hon.  friend  knew  jjiat  that  is  contrary 
to  all  principles  of  criminal  law.  When 
this  Bill  was  first  before  the  House  he  gave 
as  his  reason  that  it  was  only  following 
out  the  legislation  which  we  had  two  or 
three  years  ago  made  in  the  case  of  com- 
plaints for  assault  and  battery.  Then, 
when  I  called  his  attention  to  the  £3ict 
that  we  only  ask  to  proceed  on  exactly  the 
same  lines  as  that,  he  shifb  his  ground 
and  says  it  is  entering  the  thin  end  of  the 

Hon.  Mr.  O'DONOHOE. 


wedge  into  the  criminal  law,  and  that  it 
will  be  applied  to  other  cases.  I  wish  to 
call  my  hon.  friend's  attention  to  the  fact 
that  in  this  very  session  we  have  refused 
to  legislate  any  further  in  that  direction^ 
and  I  think  he  might  trust  the  House,  with 
the  benefit  of  his  assistance,  to  keep  itself 
right  in  that  respect.  If  we  were  to  act 
upon  the  objection  which  he  takes,  we 
would  not  consider  this  Bill  at  all,  because 
it  is  the  thin  end  of  the  wedge  that  he 
introduced  himself,  and  we  have  foregone 
our  opposition  to  that 

We  say  here  we  are  perfectly  willing  to 
let  the  Bill  go  if  you  make  it  conformable 
to  the  only  Act  on  our  statute  book 
which  is  a  precedent  for  it — ^that  is  the 
Act  passed  three  years  ago  by  which  both 
husband  and  wife  are  allowed  to  give  evi- 
dence fur  each  other  in  cases  of  assault 
and  battery.  The  feeling  of  the  House- 
at  that  time  was  that  we  could  go  no  fur- 
ther ;  the  feeling  of  the  House  has  been 
evidenced  since  by  what  has  taken  place 
this  session,  but  my  hon.  friend  persists  in 
pressing  this  Bill  forward  and  insists  on 
objecting  to  the  husband  in  the  cases 
covered  by  this  Bill  being  put  on 
the  same  footing  as  the  wife.  Why  should 
he  not  ?  There  has  not  been  a  single 
reason  given  to  the  House  why  the  hus- 
band and  wife  should  not  be  on  the  same 
footing.  The  hon.  member  who  has  just 
sat  down  has  put  that  strongly.  I  put  it  on 
the  simple  ground  that  if  it  is  right  for  the 
wife  to  give  evidence  in  such  a  family 
quarrel  as  this — and  1  doubt  whether  it  is 
good  policy,  but  I  am  willing  to  for^o 
my  opinion  on  that — if  it  is  right  to  give 
her  that  privilege,  surely  it  is  right  to  give 
her  partner,  the  other  party  to  the  squab- 
ble, the  same  right.  It  is  difficult, 
looking  at  the  question  logically,  to  get 
over  that  The  hon.  member  from  Lun- 
enburg yesterday  moved  a  very  good 
amendbnent,  as  far  as  it  went,  to  prevent 
the  wife  coming  in  and  telling  her  own 
story,  and  getting  a  verdict  against  her 
husband  without  corroborative  testimony,, 
but  my  hon.  friend  knows  very  well,  from, 
his  experience  as  a  criminal  lawyer,  that 
where  a  woman  would  undertake  to  con- 
vict her  husband,  if  she  were  unscrupu- 
lous, she  would  very  easily  get  someone  to 
come  forward  and  confirm  her  statement. 
The  amendment  is,  therefore,  no  great 
protection  after  all.     But  I  do  not  see 
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why  that  amendment,  good  as  it  is,  should 
interfere  with  the  one  which  I  propose, 
because  that  only  provides  for  a  case  where 
the  wife  comes  to  give  evidence  against 
her  husband,  and  it  is  no  answer 
at  all  to  what  we  contend  for,  that 
the  husband  should  be  put  on  the 
same  footing  as  the  wife,  and  be  allowed 
to  give  evidence  in  his  own  defence.  As 
far  as  my  experience  goes,  I  have  never 
seen  a  plainer  statement  of  a  ground  for 
proceeding  as  we  are  doing  in  asking  this 
amendment.  It  is  logically  correct ;  it  is 
in  conformity  with  the  legislation  of  three 
years  ago,  and  I  have  not  heard  a  single 
ground  upon  which  the  House  should  be 
called  upon  to  give  this  advantage  to  the 
wife  and  withhold  it  from  the  husband. 
The  object  of  testimony  it  to  elicit  the 
truth.  When  a  woman  comes  forward  to 
give  evidence  against  her  husband  she  is 
subject  to  feelings  which  require  her 
evidence  to  be  confirmed ;  when  the  hus- 
band comes  forward  to  tell  his  tale  he  is 
likely  to  be  swayed  by  the  same  feelings, 
and  his  evidence  will  be  taken  for  what  it 
is  worth,  and  no  more ;  but  to  shut  the 
door  against  him  and  say  we  will  allow 
the  wife  to  tell  her  story  and  bring  forward 
witnesses  to  support  her  statement,  per- 
haps a  mere  child,  is  to  my  mind  most 
unfair.  The  very  statement  of  the  case 
shows  the  impropriety  of  it.  I  hope  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  has  charge  of  the 
Bill  will  accept  the  amendment  which  I 
have  proposed. 

The  House  divided  on  the  amendment 
which  was  adopted  by  the  following  vote : 

COITTENTS: 


Hon.  Messre. 

Alexander, 

McClelan, 

AlmoD, 

Macdonald, 

Archibttldy 

McKay, 

BaillargeoDi 
Boteford, 

McMillao, 

O'DoQoboe, 

Carvell, 

Oeilvie, 
Paquet, 

Dever, 

Dickey, 

Power, 

Perrier, 

Bmitb, 

Oirsrd, 

Turner.— 21 

Haythorne. 

NonContbntp: 

Hon.  Messrs. 
Campbell  (Sir  Alez.)>  Miller  (Speaker), 
Flint,  Nelson, 

Gowan,  Odell, 

Kaulbach,  Plumb, 

Kaelnnes,  Scott, 

McDonald,  Vidal.-12. 


The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  com- 
mittee of  the  whole  on  the  Bill  to  make 
the  proposed  amendment. 

Id  the  Committee, 

Hon.  Mr.  GOWAN— I  accept  with 
respect  the  decision  of  the  House,  though 
I  am  not  convinced,  and  I  therefore  beg 
now  to  move  that  the  amendment  be 
inserted. 

The  motion  was  agreed  ta 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE,  from  the 
committee,  reported  the  Bill  with  the  am- 
endment. 

Hon.  Mr.  GOWAN— I  move  that  the 
report  of  the  committee  be  concuned 
in. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — I  move  in  amend- 
ment that  the  House  do  not  concur  in 
the  amendment,  but  that  it  be  concurred 
in  this  day  three  months.  The  Bill  has 
been  so  changed  and  patched  that  it  is 
hard  to  say  what  the  effect  of  it  will  be, 
and  I  think  it  will  be  better  to  reject  it  al- 
together. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  my  hon. 
colleague  would  more  properly  make  this 
motion  at  the  third  reading, 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— Very  well,  I 
withdraw  my  motion  for  the  present 

The  third  reading  was  fixed  for  to-mor- 
row. 

CANADA  TEMPERANCE  ACT  AND 
LIQUOR  LICENSE  ACT  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 


REFERENCE      TO       COMMITTEE 
WHOLE    POSTPONED. 


OF      THE 


The  order  of  the  day  having  been 
called, — 

Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  (Bill  92), 
The  Canada  Temperance  Act  1878,  and  The 
Liquor  License  Act  1883,  farther  amendment 
Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL  said  :  At  the  request 
of  several  members,  but  very  much  against 
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my  own  wishes,  I  move  that  the  consid 
eration  of  this  Bill  be  postponed  until 
Wednesday  next,  then  to  stand  the  first 
order  of  the  day. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  6  o'clock. 


THE  SENATE. 
Ottawa^  Friday^  May  ist,  i88j. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routme  proceedmgs. 

The  House  was  adjourned  during 
pleasure. 

BILLS  ASSENTED  TO. 

At  3.30  p.m.  the  House  was  resumed 

The  Hon.  Sir  William  Johnson 
Ritchie,  Knight,  Chief  Justice  of  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Canada,  Deputy  Gov- 
ernor, being  seated  in  the  Chair  on  the 
Throne ;  the  Deputy  Governor  was  pleased 
to  command  the  attendance  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  that  House  being 
present,  the  following  Bills  were  assented 
to,  in  Her  Majesty's  name,  by  His  Honor 
the  Deputy  of  His  Excellency  the  Governor 
General  on  his  behalf,  viz  : — 

An  Act  to  provide  for  the  appointment  of  a 
Deputy  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

An  Act  to  provide  for  the  taking  of  a  Census 
in  the  Province  of  Manitoba^  the  North-West 
Territories  and  the  District  of  Eeewatin. 

An  Act  respecting  the  River  St.  Clair  Rail- 
way Bridge  and  Tunnel  Company. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Canada  Southern 
Railway  Company  and  the  Erie  and  Niagara 
Railway  Company. 

An  Act  to  reduce  the  stock  of  the  Federal 
Bank  of  Canada  and  for  other  purposes. 

An  Act  for  the  Relief  of  Amanda  Esther 
Davis. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Sault  Ste.  Marie 
Bridge  Company, 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  the 
Great  Western  and  Lake  Ontario  Shore  Junc- 
tion Railway  Company. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL. 


An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Synod  of  the 
Diocese  of  Qu'Appelle  and  for  other  purposes 
connected  therewith. 

An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Act  to  incor- 
porate the  South  Saskatchewan  Valley  Rail- 
way Company. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Canada  Congrega* 
tional  Missionery  Society. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  to  incorporate  the 
Wood  Mountain  and  Qu'Appelle  Railway 
Company. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Lake  Erie,  Essex 
and  Detroit  River  Railway  Company. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Brantford,  Water- 
loo and  Lake  Erie  Railway  Company. 

An  Act  for  granting  certain  powers  to  the 
International  Coal  Company  Chmited). 

An  Act  for  the  relief  of  George  Louis  Emil 
Hatzfeld. 

An  Act  for  the  relief  ot  Fairy  Emily  Jane 
Terry. 

An  Act  for  the  relief  of  Alice  Elvira  Evans. 

An  Act  to  amend  An  Act  to  incorporate 
the  Sisters  of  Charity  of  the  North- West 
Territories. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Pension  Fund 
Society  of  the  Bank  of  Montreal. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Annuity  and  Guar-^ 
antee  Funds  Society  of  the  Bank  of  Montreal^ 

An  Act  respecting  La  Banoue  du  Peuple. 

An  Act  to  authorise  the  Royal  Canadian 
Insurance  Company  to  reduce  its  Capital 
Stock,  and  for  other  purposes. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  respectlnflr 
Bridges,  Booms  and  other  works  constructed 
over  or  in  Navigable  Waters  under  the 
authority  of  Provincial  Acts. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  respecting  the 
Department  of  the  Secretary  of  Sute. 

An  Act  to  continue  An  Act  respecting  the 
Albion  Mines  Savings  Bank. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Canada  Co-operative 
Supply  Association  (limited). 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  forty-flfthVictoriay. 
chapter  Seventeen,  to  encourage  the  construc- 
tion of  Dry  Docks. 

An  Act  respecting  certain  advances  to  the 
Provinces. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Employes'  Relief  Association. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Hamilton,Gnelph 
and  Buffalo  Railway  Company. 

An  Act  respectmg  the  Ontario  Pacific 
Railway  Company. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Synod  of  the 
Evangelical  Lutheran  Church  of  Canada. 

An  Act  respecting  Explosive  Substances. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  to  incorporate  tlie 
Bank  of  Winnipeg. 

An   Act  further  relating   to   the  Central 
Bank  of  New  Brunswick. 
'!..  An  Act  respecting  the  Hamilton  Provident 
and  Loan  Society. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Huron  and  Ontario 
Ship  Canal  Company. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Fredericton  and 
St.  Mary's  Railway  Bridge  Company. 
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WEST    ONTARIO    PACIFIC    RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY'S  BILL. 

REPORTED  FROM  COMMITTEE, 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY,  from  the  commit- 
tee on  Railways,  Telegraphs  and  Harbors, 
reported  Bill  (94),  "An  Act  to  incorporate 
the  West  Ontario  Pacific  Railway  Com- 
pany," with   amendments.      He  said:  I 
may  explain  that  the  first  material  amend- 
ment is  to  be  found  in  the  5th  clause,  from 
which  these  words  are  struck  out — "  and 
shall  hold  office  from  the  ist  February." 
That  refers  to  the  appointment  of  directors. 
In  the  next  clause,  the  appointment  is  to 
be  made  on  the  first  Tuesday  in  February, 
and  there  would  necessarily  be  a  hiatus 
between  the  two  dates  unless  the  first  of 
February  happened  to  be  on   the  first 
Tuesday    in    the    month.     The    Bill    is 
amended  so  that  the  directors  shall  remain 
in  office  until  their  successors  are  appoint- 
ed.     The  next  amendment  is  in  the  nth 
clause,  where  the  company  ask  power  to 
take  lands.     As  these  powers  are  given  by 
the  Consolidated  Railway  Act,  and  there 
were  other  amendments  to  the  Bill,  that 
clause  was  struck  out.     The  next  material 
amendment  is  in  the  clause  which  enables 
the  company  to  convey  or  to  lease  their 
lands.     There  was  no  provision  for  any 
number  of  shareholders  to  be  represented 
at  such  a  meeting  ;  and  as  we  thought  it 
was  so  closely  connected  with  the  dispo- 
sition of  the  whole  property,  we  consider- 
ed it  necessary  to  do  as  we  had  done  in 
other  Bills,  to  provide  that  shareholders 
representing  at  least  one-half   in   value 
should  be  present,    or    represented    by 
proxy,  at  the  meeting.     The  next  relates 
to  the  building  of  lines  of  telegraphs  and 
telephones,  pursuant  to  chapter  67  of  the 
Consolidated  Statutes  of  the  late  province 
of  Canada ;  but  it  had  no  reference  to  any 
other  Act,  and  we,  therefore,  inserted  the 
words  **  and  the  Acts  amending  the  same," 
which  was  a  necessary  amendment     The 
2 1  St  clause  asked  for  powers  to  build, 
acquire  and  work  elevators,  and  the  mem- 
ber of  the  House  of  Commons  who  ex- 
plained   the   Bill,  asked    for    increased 
powers    to    hold    docks    and     wharves, 
because  this  railway  terminating  on  one 
side  at  Lake  Erie,  and  on  the  other  at 
River  St   Clair,   rendered  it  absolutely 
necessary  that  they  should  have  those 


powers,  and  we  inserted  that  amendment 
in  the  Bill.  He  also  asked  for  powers  to 
construct  and  operate  a  steam  ferry  on  the 
River  St  Clair,  in  connection  with  the 
lines  on  the  other  side,  so  that  they  could 
exchange  their  traffic  backwards  and  for- 
wards, which  was  also  a  reasonable  amend- 
ment We,  therefore,  gave  the  company 
additional  powers  to  construct  and  oper- 
ate a  steam  ferry  across  the  River  St 
Clair.  The  last  clause  fixed  the  time  for 
the  commencement  and  completion  of  the 
work,  but  it  made  no  provision  that  the 
charter  should  be  null  and  void  unless 
that  work  was  done.  We,  therefore,  add- 
ed, by  consent  of  the  promoter  of  the  Bill, 
at  the  end  of  the  clause  which  did  so  pro- 
vide the  time,  the  following — "  otherwise 
the  powers  granted  by  this  Act  shall  be 
forfeited."  These  are  the  only  important 
amendments  to  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— As  there  have 
been  some  amendments  to  the  Bill,  with  a 
view  to  bring  it  into  conformity  with  other 
railway  legislation  of  this  House,  perhaps 
it  would  be  as  well  to  move  that  the 
amendments  be  considered  on  Monday 
next. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

WINNIPEG  AND  PRINCE  ALBERT 
RAILWAY  BILL. 

THIRD  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY,  from  the  Select 
Committee  on  Railways,  Telegraphs  and 
Harbors,  reported  Bill  (91),  "An  Act  to- 
incorporate  the  Winnipeg  and  Prince 
Albert  Railway  Company,"  with  certain 
amendments.  He  said  :  The  first  amend- 
ment is  in  the  section  which  gives  power 
to  construct  the  road,  but,  as  it  came  up 
from  the  House  of  Commons,  it  gave 
no  power  to  operate  the  road.  In 
amending  the  clause,  we  give  the  com- 
pany power  to  construct  and  operate  the 
road.  The  next  amendment  is  in  the  4th 
section,  which  asks  for  power  to  increase 
the  stock  of  the  company  as  provided  by 
the  Consolidated  Railway  Act  That 
clause  was  struck  out,  for  the  obvious- 
reason  that  the  company  had  the  power 
under  that  Act  The  7th  clause  is  struck 
out  for  the  same  reason.    It    asks  for 
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power  to  take  grants  of  agricultural  lands 
in  the  North  West.  As  they  had  already, 
by  the  Consolidated  Railway  Act,  power 
to  take  lands,  this  particular  provision  was 
rather  narrowing  their  power,  because  it 
confined  their  right  to  take  lands,  to  agri- 
cultural lands  wholly.  Therefore,  we 
struck  out  the  clause  by  the  consent  of 
the  promoters,  leaving  the  company  power 
to  operate  under  the  general  clause  of  the 
Consolidated  Railway  Act.  There  is  an 
amendment  in  the  9th  clause,  which  is  of 
some  importance,  because  it  relates  to  the 
first  meeting  for  the  election  of  directors, 
and  to  subsequent  meetings.  The  amend- 
ment provides  that,  besides  the  notice  in 
the  Gazette,  as  this  covers  a  large  district  of 
country,  the  notice  shall  be  mailed  to  the 
different  shareholders,  as  far  as  their  ad- 
dress can  be  known.  The  13th  is  the 
bond  clause,  in  which  we  have  provided, 
as  we  have  in  similar  other  bills,  that  at  the 
meeting  for  authorizing  those  bonds, 
shareholders  representing  at  least  one-half 
in  value  of  the  stock  shall  be  represented 
in  person  or  by  proxy.  The  note  clause 
has  been  amended  to  bring  it  into  harmony 
with  similar  clauses  in  other  bills  of  this 
kind. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIRARD— As  the  amend- 
ments to  the  Bill  have  been  communicated 
to,  and  concurred  in  by,  some  of  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill,  I  move  that  the  report 
be  concurred  ia 

The  motion  was  agreed  ta 

Hon.  Mr.  GIRARD  moved  the  third 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  bill 
was  read  the  third  time  and  passed 

RUSH    LAKE  &   SASKATCHEWAN 

RAILWAY  &   NAVIGATION 

COMPANY'S  BILL. 

REPORTED  FROM   COMMITTEE. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Railways,  Telegraphs  and  Har- 
bors, reported  Bill  (79),  "An  Act  to 
incorporate  the  Rush  Lake  &  Saskatche- 
wan Railway  &  Navigation  Company.  He 
said  :  The  amendments,  although  numer- 

HON.  Mr.  DICKEY. 


ous,  are  not  very  important,  except  in  two 
or  three  instances,  which  I  will  explain  to 
the  House.  I  may  state  generally,  that 
the  Bill,  as  it  came  to  us,  appears  to  have 
been  copied  from  an  old  Act  which  was 
passed  four  or  five  years  ago,  before  steps 
were  taken  to  bring  the  language  of  our 
Acts  into  something  like  harmony,  and  to 
strike  out  all  unnecessary  verbiage,  as  far 
as  we  could.  In  consequence  of  that, 
several  of  those  amendments  are  simply 
verbal,  or  transposing  the  sentences,  so  as 
to  bring  them  into  conformity  with  our 
other  legislation.  These  amendments 
were  made  with  the  entire  concurrence  of 
the  member  of  the  other  House  who  had 
charge  of  the  Bill  there.  He  expressed 
his  complete  satisfaction  with  the  manner 
in  which  the  Bill  had  been  amended.  The 
first  amendment  is  in  clause  6,  in  which, 
strange  to  say,  power  was  asked  to  build  a 
double  line  of  railway,  but  now  power  is 
taken  to  build  a  single  line  of  railway.  It 
was  amended  to  give  power  to  build  either 
a  single  or  a  double  line.  In  the  nth, 
the  promissory  note  clause,  an  amendment 
is  made  to  bring  it  into  conformity  with 
other  bills  of  this  kind.  The  12th,  is  the 
bond  clause,  which  requires  that  at  least 
one-half  of  the  stock  shall  be  represented 
at  the  meeting  called  to  authorize  the 
issuing  of  bonds.  In  the  19th  clause,  an 
amendment  is  made  for  striking  out  the 
power  which  is  asked  for  to  make  regu- 
lations for  facilities  for  running  arrange- 
ments with  other  companies,  inasmuch  as 
that  power  is  already  given  by  the  Consoli- 
dated Railway  Act.  Under  the  23rd 
clause,  as  the  Bill  came  up  to  us,  the  rail- 
way was  to  be  commenced  in  two  years 
and  completed  in  three  years.  When 
the  wide  stretch  of  country  which  this  rail- 
way proposes  to  cover,  was  considered, 
the  promoter  of  the  Bill  asked  us  to  ex- 
tend the  time  for  the  completion  of  the 
railway  for  two  years  longer,  and  we, 
therefore,  made  the  completion  of  the 
railway  to  extend  to  five  years  from  the 
passing  of  this  Act  These  are  the  only 
amendments,  but  perhaps  the  House 
would  prefer  that  they  should  be  printed, 
and  appear  on  the  face  of  the  journals 
before  they  are  adopted.  I,  therefore, 
move  that  the  report  be  taken  into  consi- 
deration on  Monday  next 


The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
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PUBLIC  AFFAIRS  OF  THE   DOM- 
INION. 

ENQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER  rose  to  call 
attention  to  the  present  state  of  the  pub- 
lic affairs  of  the  Dominion,  and  to  ask 
the  Government  how  they  proposed  to 
remedy  existing  evils.  He  said:  At  a 
moment  when  such  troubles  have  been 
brought  upon  the  country  by  misrule,  I 
only  propose  to  touch  very  briefly  some 
of  the  more  important  evils  which  the 
party  now  in  power  have  brought  upon 
us,  but  before  proceeding  I  will — 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
rise  to  a  point  of  order.  The  point  of 
order  which  I  desire  to  raise  is  under  the 
rales  of  the  House  which  regulate  the 
occasions  upon  which  a  Senator  has  a 
right  to  address  the  House.  The  rule 
which  I  invoke  is  rule  21,  which  says  : — 

"  A  Senator  may  speak  to  any  question  be- 
fore the  Senate  or  upon  a  question, or  an  amend- 
ment to  be  proposed  by  himselfyOr  upon  a  ques- 
tion of  order  arisine  out  of  the  debate,  but  not 
otherwise  without  leave  of  the  Senate,  which 
shall  be  determined  without  debate." 

This  is  the  rule  of  the  House,  and  this 
is  the  rule  which  has  been  observed  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  Certain  exceptions 
have  been  engrafted  on  this  rule  by  the 
usages  of  Parliament,  and  more  particularly 
by  the  usages  of  the  House  of  Lords  and 
the  Senate.  In  the  House  of  Commons, 
tn  England  and  in  this  country,  questions 
are  put  briefly  and  answered  shortly.  In 
the  House  of  Lords  and  in  this  House,  a 
certain  latitude  has  been  allowed  to  mem- 
bers who  put  questions.  That  latitude 
originally  confined  them  to  such  explan- 
ations as  were  necessary  to  elucidate  the 
question  they  were  about  to  put  By 
degrees  that  latitude  was  enlarged,  and  it 
has,  during  late  years,  been  the  practice  in 
the  House  of'  Lords  and  here  to  give 
notice,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  has  done  in 
this  case,  that  he  will  on  such  a  day  draw 
attention  to  such  a  subject,  and  will  ask 
the  Government  such  a  question  :  but  the 
notice  is  intended  to  give  the  House 
generally  information  as  to  the  precise  ob- 
ject which  the  hon.  member  has  in  view 
who  is  about  to  put  the  question,  in  or- 
der that  members  may  prepare  them- 
B2 


selves  for  the  discussion,  and  make 
up  their  own  minds  as  to  the  course  they 
will  pursue  with  reference  to  that  particular 
subject  That  pratice  has  been  followed 
in  this  House.  An  instance  of  it  occurred 
here  yesterday,  when  the  hon.  member 
from  Quinte  drew  attention  to  treaties  with 
the  Indians  and  asked  the  Government 
whether  it  was  intended  to  enter  into  any 
new  treaties  with  the  Indians.  Another 
notice  was  given  by  the  boa  member  from 
Niagara,  who  drew  attention  to  the  practice 
of  the  House  with  respect  to  Bills  coming 
before  us,  and  asked  whether  the  Govern- 
ment would  take  any  steps  towards  endea- 
voring to  improve  the  practice,  and  that 
is  constantly  done  :  but  in  all  these  cases 
there  is  a  specific  notice,  and  there  is  a 
specific  question.  The  rule  is  laid  down 
very  plainly — better  in  Bourinot  than  in 
May  or  Todd — and  I  will  read  it  to  the 
House.  It  is  put  very  clearly,  tersely  and 
correctly  in  Bourinot,  "  Questions  put  by 
members,"  as  follows  : — 

"  It  is  an  established  rule  of  Parliamentary 
practice,  and  one  that  should  always  be 
strictly  observed,  that  no  member  is  to  ad- 
dress the  House,  unless  it  be  to  speak  to  a 
motion  already  under  debate,  or  to  propose 
one  himself  for  discussion.  A  practice,  how- 
ever, has  long  prevailed  in  Parliament,  and  is 
now  established  in  the  Senate  and  House  of 
Commons,  of  putting  questions  to  Ministers  of 
the  Grown,  concerning  any  measure  pending 
in  Parliament,  or  other  public  matter,  and  of 
receiving  the  answers  or  explanations  of  the 
persons  so  interrogated.  This  deviation  from 
the  general  rule  respecting  motions  has  arisen 
from  the  necessity  that  experience  has  shown 
of  obtaining  for  tne  Honse  material  informa- 
tion, which  may  throw  light  on  the  business 
before  it,  and  serve  to  guide  the  judgment  in 
its  future  proceedings .  The  procedure  i  n  the 
Senate  on  such  occasions  is  quite  different 
from  that  of  the  House  of  Commons.  Much 
more  latitude  is  allowed  in  the  Upper  House, 
and  a  debate  often  takes  place  on  a  mere 
question  or  inquiry,  of  which,  however,  notice 
must  always  be  given  when  it  is  of  a  special 
character.  Many  attempts  have  been  made, 
to  prevent  debate  on  such  questions,  but  the 
Senate,  as  it  may  be  seen  from  the  precedents 
set  forth  in  the  notes  below,  have  never 
practically  given  up  the  usage  of  permitting, 
speeches  on  these  occasions — a  usage  which 
is  essentially  the  same  as  in  the  Lords'  House. 
The  observations  made  on  such  occasions, 
however,  should  be  confined  to  the  persons 
making  and  answering  the  inquiry,  and  if 
others  are  allowed  to  offer  remarks  these, 
should  be  rather  in  the  wav  of  explanation,  or 
with  the  view  of  eliciting  flirther  information 
on  a  question  of  public  interest.      The  more 
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regular,  and  now  the  more  common  practice, 
is  Tor  a  member,  in  cases  requiring  some  dis- 
cussion, to  give  notice  that  he  wiilcall  atten- 
tion on  a  future  day  to  a  public  matter,  aod 
make  an  inquiry  of  the  Government  on  the 
subject.  Then  it  is  perfectly  legitimate  to 
discuss  the  whole  question  at  length,  as  the 
terms  of  the  notice  show  the  intention  of  the 
|)er8on  whoputs  it  on  the  paper.  This  prac- 
tice of  the  House  of  Lords  has  been  followed 
in  the  Canadian  Senate  since  1877." 

Now,  that  pre-supposes  a  notice  of  an 
intention  to  call  attention  of  the  House 
to  a  specific  matter  and  to  ask  a  specific 
question.  The  hon.  gentleman  in  this 
case  has  not  taken  that  course.  He  has 
not  taken  a  course  which  would  give  the 
House  any  information  concerning  the 
matter  which  he  proposes  to  discuss,  and 
the  very  object  of  a  notice  is  that  the 
House  may  be  prepared  to  consider  what 
he  brings  before  them.  The  notice  in 
this  case  is : — 

'<  That  he  will  call  attention  to  the  present 
state  of  the  public  affairs  of  the  Dominion, 
and  will  ask  the  Government  how  they  pro- 
pose to  remedy  existing  evils." 

Now,  calling  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  existing  state  of  public  affairs  may 
mean  anything  and  everything.  It  may 
mean  all  the  policy  of  the  Government 
from  the  time  they  became  a  Government 
to  the  present  day.  It  means  all  the 
affairs  of  the  North- West ;  all  the  affairs 
of  the  Pacific  Railway;  the  tariff— any- 
thing and  everything  the  hon.  gentleman 
chooses  to  talk  about :  and  then  his  ques- 
tion is,  "  How  they  propose  to  remedy 
existing  evils  ?  "  What  an  inquiry  that  is, 
and  how  impossible  it  is  for  any  Govern- 
ment to  speak  in  reply  to  such  a  question  ! 
The  hon.  gentleman's  view  of  what  are 
existing  evils  differs,  very  likely,  most 
materially  from  the  view  I  entertain,  and 
probably  the  view  of  the  majority  of  the 
House  as  to  what  are  existing  evils ;  and 
therefore  to  say  that  he  will  draw  attention 
to  everything — ^because  that  is  substan- 
tially the  notice  he  has  given — to  draw 
attention  to  everything  and  ask  everything 
does  not  come  within  the  rules  and  usage 
of  Parliament,  even  as  that  usage  has 
been  interpreted  of  late  years.  Therefore, 
I  think  the  hoa  gentleman  has  no  right 
to  address  the  House  and  make  the 
inquiry  of  which  he  has  given  notice.  I 
submit  the  question  of  order  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Housa. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER—Knowing,. 
from  extensive  reading,  the  procedure  of 
Parliament  both  in  the  House  of  Lords 
and  the  House  of  Commons  in  England, 
I  never  supposed  that  the  leader  of  the 
Government  in  this  House  would  possibly 
raise  any  objection  to  the  motion  of  which 
I  have  given  notice.  If  I  had  anticipated 
that  he  would  do  so,  I  could  have  brought 
twenty  different  cases  in  point  both  in  the 
House  of  Commons  and  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  I  would  only  respectfully  solicit 
the  Speaker  of  this  House  to  delay  his  de- 
cision on  the  point  of  order  until  Monday^ 
that  I  may  have  an  opportunity  of  pre- 
senting to  this  House  numerous  preced- 
ents, as  I  am  prepared  to  do.  When  the 
affairs  of  a  nation  or  a  country  are  drift- 
ing into  an  alarming  condition  it  has  beeof 
the  privilege  of  any  member  of  the  House 
of  Lords  or  the  House  of  Commons  to  re^ 
fer  to  the  subject  and  to  touch  upon  any 
questions  in  which  the  public  interests  are 
involved  If  I  had  the  least  idea  that  the 
leader  of  the  House,  who  seems  always 
disposed  to  block — 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL-The 
hoa  member  is  out  of  order. 

The  SPEAKER— The  hon.  gentleman 
is  not  in  order.  The  only  argument  he 
can  use  is  as  to  the  question  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr,  ALEXANDER— Then  I 
merely  rise  to  respectfully  solicit  the  Chair 
to  delay  the  decision  on  this  question  un- 
til Monday.  I  will  bring  to  his  attention 
numerous  precedents  of  motions  in  the 
House  of  Lords  similar  to  this  one  which 
I  have  placed  on  the  paper. 

The  SPEAKER— The  postponement 
proposed  by  the  hon.  member  does  not 
rest  with  me  If  the  House  desire  that 
the  question  should  remain  over  until 
Monday,  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  postpone 
it 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  should  think 
that  the  feeling  of  the  House  would  be 
that  the  matter  should  be  decided  now,  if 
his  Honor  is  prepared  to  give  his  decis- 
ion. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  agree 
with  the  hoa  member  from  Amherst     As 
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it  happens  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Wood- 
stock stands  in  a  somewhat  peculiar  posi- 
tion in  the  Senate. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB—Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— He  is  the  leader 
of  the  third  party  in  the  House,  and  I 
believe  constitutes  the  third  party  himself, 
and  I  think  that,  being  in  such  a  small 
minority,  he  is  entitled  to  every  consider- 
ation from  the  members  of  the  two  regular 
parties.  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
stated  here  in  his  place,  that  he  can 
produce  several  precedents  to  justify  the 
action  which  he  proposes  to  take  ;  and  I 
think  that  as  a  matter  of  courtesy  to  an 
hon.  member  of  the  House,  he  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  doing  so.  If  the 
House  should  decide  not  to  give  the  hon. 
member  that  opportunity,  which  I  hope 
they  will  not  do,  I  think,  even  looking  at 
the  authorities  cited  by  the  Minister  of 
Justice,  there  is  nothing  out  of  order  in 
the  notice  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  and  the 
manner  in  which  he  proposes  to  speak. 
It  is  true  that  the  subject  is  a  somewhat 
extensive  one,  but  there  is  no  limitation 
laid  down  in  Bourinot  or  the  authorities 
to  which  he  refers  as  to  the  extent  of  a 
subject.  The  Government,  I  think,  should 
be  prepared  always  to  defend  their  policy 
at  all  points. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER—  Hear, 
hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  that  it  is 
the  duty  of  the  Government  to  be  pre- 
pared. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— They  are 
afiaid  of  a  debate. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentle- 
man's notice  has  been  on  the  paper  now 
for  something  like  a  month,  and  the  Gov- 
ernment have  had  every  opportunity,  if 
there  were  any  weak  places  in  thefar  de- 
fences, to  strengthen  them,  and  I  do  not 
think  it  could  be  pleaded  that  they  are 
taken  by  surprise ;  that  is  the  only  object 
of  making  the  notice  definite,  to  prevent 
the  Government  being  taken  by  surprise. 
Now,  I  remember  that,  when  this  proced- 
ure of  calling  attention  to  a  matter,  and 
then  asking  a  question,  was  first  introduced 


into  this  House  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
who  is  now  Minister  of  the  Interior,  the 
hon.  gentleman  gave  a  notice  which  really 
did  not  inform  the  House  as  to  the  extent 
of  the  ground  that  he  proposed  to  cover. 
I  remember  that  in  1877,  the  notice  given 
was  an  inquiry  of  a  limited  character^ 
and  the  hon.  gentleman  travelled  over  a 
great  deal  of  ground  that  was  not  covered 
by  the  notice.  In  the  next  session,  1878, 
the  hon.  gentleman  gave  notice  that  he 
woifld  call  attention  to  the  financial  con- 
dition of  Canada.  Well,  the  financial 
condition  of  Canada  is  a  very  wide  sub- 
ject. Now,  where  is  the  House  going  to 
draw  the  line  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BOTSFORD— That  was  a 
specific  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— This  is  a  specific 
motion.  It  was  customary  some  years 
ago  to  move  the  House  into  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  the  general  state  of  the 
provinces,  and  practically  this  notice  is 
intended,  I  presume,  to  bring  about  sub- 
stantially almost  the  same  result  as  the 
motion  to  go  into  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  the  general  state  of  Canada. 
Considering,  as  I  said  before,  the  extreme 
numerical  smallness  of  the  party  which, 
the  hon.  gentleman  leads,  and  the  fact 
that  there  is  ample  time  just  now  at  the 
disposal  of  this  House  for  a  discussion  of 
the  general  condition  of  the  country,  the 
rule  ought  to  be  construed  in  the  broadest, 
and  most  generous  spirit. 

The  SPEAKER— I  am  quite  prepared 
to  give  my  decision  on  this  question  nowy 
and  if  it  b  the  pleasure  of  the  House  I 
shall  do  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  call  for 
the  yeas  and  nays  whether  the  Speaker 
shall  give  his  decision  now,  or  delay  it  un* 
til  Monday.  I  do  not  believe  that  any 
six  or  eight  members  should  dictate  to  this 
House  (Order.)  It  is  contrary  to  every 
rule  and  precedent  of  Parliament. 

The  SPEAKER— When  the  motion  on 
the  paper  first  attracted  my  attention,  I 
thought  it  was  of  an  unusual  character* 
It  has  been  on  the  paper  now  for  several 
weeks,  and  for  my  own  part,  I  have  no 
idea  at  the  present  moment,  although  it 
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has  come  every  day  under  my  eye  during 
that  time,  what  the  object  of  the  hon, 
gentleman  is  in  placing  the  motion  on  the 
paper.  The  practice  of  asking  information 
from  the  Government  is  a  very  useful  one, 
and  prevails  largely  in  both  Houses ;  but 
the  practice  of  the  Senate  is  very  different 
from  that  of  the  House  of  Commons.  In 
the  House  of  Commons,  no  such  latitude 
as  members  enjoy  in  the  Senate  is  at  all 
permitted.  Here,  following  the  practice 
in  the  House  of  Lords,  a  very  great  lati- 
tude in  debate  is  allowed  on  notices  of 
this  character.  Our  practice  is  altogether 
controlled  by  the  example  and  precedents 
of  the  House  of  Lords.  I'he  rule  of  the 
Senate  ref2;ulating  the  right  of  Senators  to 
address  the  House,  I  need  not  repeat,  as 
it  has  been  read  by  the  Minister  of  Jus- 
tice. I  will,  however,  read  from  May  on 
the  practice  generally  of  putting  questions 
in  Parliament,  before  referring  to  pre- 
cedents that  I  intend  to  quote  on  this  sub- 
ject    May  says  that : — 

**  By  the  practice  of  both  Houses,  questions 
are  frequently  put  to  Ministers  of  the  Grown 
concerning  any  measure  pending  in  Parlia- 
ment, or  other  public  event;  and  to  particular 
members  who  nave  charge  of  a  bill,  or  who 
have  given  notices  of  motion,  or  are  otherwise 
concerned  in  some  business  before  the  House, 
a  question  may  be  asked  concerning  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Government,  in  any  matters  of 
legislation  or  administration,  but  not  as  to 
their  abstract  opinions  upon  general  questions 
of  policy.  When  a  question  affects  the  char- 
acter of  a  member,  or  reflects  upon  the  con- 
duct of  other  persons,  it  is  more  properly  the 
subject  of  the  motion  which  can  be  conveni- 
ently debated.  Notice  is  usually  given  of 
such  question^  in  the  votes,  unless  they  relate 
to  some  matter  of  urgency,  or  to  the  course 
of  public  business.  All  questions  should  be 
limited  as  far  as  possible  to  matters  immedi- 
ately connected  with  the  business  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  should  be  put  in  such  a  manner  as 
not  to  involve  opinion,  argument, orjinference; 
nor  are  any  facts  to  be  stated,  unless  the^  be 
necessary  to  make  th«  question  intelligible. 
In  the  same  manner,  an  answer  should  be  con- 
fined to  the  points  contained  in  the  question, 
with  such  explanation  only  as  will  render  the 
answer  intelhsible,  without  discussion;  but  a 
certain  latitude  is  sometimes  permitted,  bj 
courtesy,  to  Ministers  of  the  Grown.  It  is 
irregular  to  refer  to  past  debates,  either  in  a 
question  or  answer,  but  a  departure  from  this 
rule  has  been  occasionally  permitted,  in  order 
to  clear  up  misunderstandings.  When  a  ques- 
tion has  been  fully  answerra,  a  member  will 
not  be  allowed  to  repeat  it.  Where  notice  has 
been  given  of  an  irregular  question,  it  is  either 
corrected  at  the  table,  if  possible,  in  conference 

The  speaker. 


with  the  member  himself,  or  wholly  omitted 
by  direction  of  the  Speaker. 

'*  Sometimes,  when  an  answer  has  been 
given,  further  questions  are  addressed  to  the 
Minister  on  the  same  subject,  but  no  observa- 
tions or  comments  are  then  permitted  to  be 
made.  In  the  Lords,  a  greater  license  of 
debate  is  permitted,  in  putting  and  answering 
questions,  and  commenting  upon  them,  with* 
out  any  question  being  before  the  House.  In 
1867,  the  Lords'  committee  on  public  bus* 
iness,  while  recognizing  and  approving  this 
practice,  resolved  that  notice  of  questions 
should  be  given  in  the  minutes,  except  in 
cases  of  urgency.  And  on  the  2nd  April» 
1869,  it  was  resolved,  Hhat  it  is  desirable 
when  it  is  intended  to  make  a  statement  or 
raise  a  discussion,  on  asking  a  question,  that 
notice  of  the  Question  should  be  given  in  the 
orders  of  the  day  and  notices." 

It  is  well  understood  that  by  the  ii2th 
rule  of  the  Senate,  that  in  cases  unpro- 
vided for  the  House  is  governed  by  the 
rules,  usages  and  proceedings  of  the 
House  of  Lords. 

Bourinot,  on  the  same  point,  has  this 
clear  and  emphatic  language  with  regard 
to  the  necessity  of  a  notice  in  repect  to  a 
question  to  be  submitted  to  the  House  for 
discussion : — 

**  The  more  regular,  and  now  the  more 
common  practice,  is  for  a  member  in  cases  re^ 
quirine  some  discussion,  to  give  notice  that 
he  will  call  attention  on  a  future  day  to  a 
public  matter,  and  make  an  inquiry  of  the 
Government  on  the  subject.  Then,  it  is  per- 
fectly legitimate  to  discuss  the  whole  subject 
at  length,  as  the  terms  of  the  notice  show  the 
intention  of  the  person  who  puts  it  on  the 
paper.'' 

Now,  to  my  mind,  the  terms  of  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Senator  from  Wood- 
stock, do  not  show  what  question  the  hon. 
member  intends  to  ask  the  Government 
With  regard  to  the  practice  on  this  sub- 
ject, I  wish  first  to  refer  to  the  precedents 
of  the  House  of  Lords  on  which  our  prac- 
tice is  founded,  and  I  shall  cite  out  of  in- 
numerable cases  which  I  could  mention, 
one  or  two  showing  the  practice  of  the 
House  of  Lords  on  questions  of  this  kind. 
The  first  one  is  in  regard  to  the  subject  of 
Railway  Amalgamation  in  1872  : — 

**  The  Earl  of  Airlie  called  attention  to  the 
question  of  Railway  Amalgamation,  and  in- 
quired whether  Her  Majesty^s  government  in- 
tend to  appoint  a  Royal  Commission,  or  to. 
move  for  a  Committee  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
vestigating the  question  of  a  Rail  way  Amalga- 
mation; or  whether  they  intend  to  propose 
further  legislation  on  this  subject  during  the 
present  session  ?  " 
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Here  the  subject  of  the  inquiry  is  clearly 
and  specifically  stated  ;  what  the  noble 
lord  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to,  and  the  question  which  he  in- 
tended to  ask  is  as  clearly  indicated.  I 
will  only  cite  another  out  of  the  many 
cases  which  I  could  mention.  It  is  as 
follows : — 

*•  Lord  Chelmsford  called  attention  to  the 
rep-wt  of  the  Marriage  Law  Commission  pre- 
sented to  the  House  in  the  year  1868,  and  ask- 
ed, whether  the  Government  have  any  inten- 
tion of  taking  steps  to  carry  out  the  recom- 
mendations of  tne  commissioners  for  the 
amendment  of  the  law  V 

Here,  again,  the  subject  to  which  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  member  to  direct  the 
attention  of  the  House,  was  clearly  and 
specifically  indicated,  and  the  question 
which  it  was  intended  to  ask  the  Gov- 
ernment is  just  as  clearly  foreshadowed  in 
the  notice.  These  questions  should  and 
must  form  precedents  to  govern  our  prac- 
tice. It  has  been  said,  however,  by  the 
hon.  member  from  Haliifax,  that  questions 
very  similar  to  the  one  now  before  the 
House  have  been  put  in  this  Chamber 
hitherto.  I  differ  from  the  hon.  Senator, 
at  least  I  have  searched  in  vain  for  any 
similar  motion  being  made  in  this  House. 
The  case  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Senator 
from  Halifax,  is  the  first  instance  which 
we  have  in  our  books.  It  was  on  the  oc- 
casion of  a  similar  motion  made  by  the 
hoa  Minister  of  the  Interior,  who  was  the 
introducer  of  this  practice  into  the  Senate. 
The  question  was  : — 

^  The  hon.  Mr.  Macpherson  called  the  at- 
ieDtion  of  the  House  to  the  public  expenditure 
of  the  Dominion,  especially  that  portion  of  it 
which  is  largely  within  the  control  of  the  ad- 
ministration, and  inquired  of  the  Government 
how  it  is  proposed  to  restore  the  equilibrium 
between  income  and  expenditure?'' 

Here  the  subject  was  the  public  ex- 
penditure of  the  Dominion,  and  specific- 
ally the  controllable  expenditure  of  the 
Dominion,  and  the  question  asked  of  the 
Government  was  how  it  was  intended  to 
restore  the  equilibrium  between  revenue 
and  expenditure.  In  the  next  year,  a 
similar  question  was  put  by  the  hon. 
Minister  of  the  Interior  on  the  same  sub- 
ject, as  follows : — 

**  The  Hod.  Mr.  Macpherson  havins  called 
the  attention  oX  the  House  to  the  puolio  ex- 
penditure of  the  Dominion,  especially  that 
oortioD  of  it  which  is  largely  withm  the  control 


of  the  administration,  with  a  view  to  inquire 
of  the  Government  how  it  is  proposed  to  re* 
stored  the  equilibrium  between  income  and 
expenditure?" 

Here  we  have  again  the  subject  intend* 
ed  to  be  brought  to  the  notice  of  the 
House  clearly  indicated  The  House  was 
not  taken  by  surprise ;  the  Government 
could  not  be  taken  by  surprise  in  the 
answer  they  would  have  to  give  to  the 
question.  But  I  may  say  that  these  two 
questions  put  by  the  hon.  Minister  of  the 
Interior  exhibit  a  greater  latitude  in  regard 
to  the  subject  than  any  others  I  think  to 
be  found  either  on  our  journals,  or  on  the 
records  of  the  House  of  Lords.  I  do  not 
know  that  it  is  necessary  for  me  to  weary 
the  House  with  further  precedents.  I 
have,  however,  another  precedent  from  a 
very  excellent  authority  which  I  must 
quote.  A  question  was  put  by  the  hon. 
member  from  Halifax  in  1883,  as  follows : 

"Hon.  Mr,  Power  called  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  certain  objectionable  features  in 
the  management  of  the  line  of  steamships 
wnich  now  carry  the  mails  between  tne 
United  Kingdom  and  Canada,  the  desirability 
of  making  changes  in  the  terms  of  the  exist- 
ing contract  so  as  to  render  the  operation  of 
the  contract  more  beneficial  to  Canada,  and 
the  necessity  of  terminating  the  present  con- 
tract; and  ask  the  Government  whether  they 
have  given  or  propose  to  give,  notice  to  the 
contractors  of  tneir  intention  to  terminate  the 
said  contract,  and  if  so,  what  is  the  nature  of 
the  ohan^  which  the  Government  propose 
to  make  m  the  terms  of  the  said  contract?'' 

This  question,  I  think,  might  be  very 
safely  adopted  as  a  model  by  hon.  mem- 
bers desiring  to  put  inquiries  of  this  kind. 
It  is  the  most  specific  form  of  question 
perhaps  on  our  books,  and  neither  the 
House  nor  the  Government  could  at  all 
be  taken  by  surprise  either  in  discussing 
or  in  answering  it.  I  think  I  may  be 
permitted  to  say  that  the  practice  has  gone 
quite  far  enough  in  this  House  with  regard 
to  inquiries  of  this  character.  We  have 
gone  beyond  the  precedents  of  the  House 
of  Lords  from  which  we  have  taken  this 
practice.  In  the  House  of  Lords,  no 
notice  of  an  inquiry  of  this  kind  can  be 
adjourned,  as  is  often  done  in  this  House, 
because  there  being  no  substantive  motion 
there  is  nothing  to  found  an  amendment 
upon,  and  a  motion  for  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate  fix>m  day  to  day  must  be,  in 
amendment  to  the  main  motion.  Such 
motions  are  never  made  in  the  House  of 
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Lords.  If,  however,  motions  of  the  des- 
cription of  that  which  has  just  now  been 
taken  exception  to  are  permitted,  I  am 
afraid  that  our  practice  will  become  very 
Joose,  and  the  use  of  a  notice  on  the  paper 
may  almost  as  well  be  dispensed  with. 
My  opinion  clearly  is,  that  the  question  of 
the  hon.  Senator  from  Woodstock  is  out 
of  order. 

PARLIAMENTARY    RETURNS. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Before  the  orders 
of  the  day  are  called,  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Minister  of  Justice  if  he  can  inform 
the  House  what  time  the  reports  of  the 
railway  surveys,  asked  for  some  consider- 
able time  ago,  will  be  brought  down. 
When  I  asked  the  Minister  a  few  days  ago 
he  said  that  he  thought  they  had  been 
laid  on  the  table  of  the  other  House.  But 
that  would  not  be  an  answer  to  our  reso- 
lution, and  I  imagine  that  the  reports,  if 
brought  down,  would  have  been  printed 
before  now  and  distributed  amongst  mem- 
bers of  this  House. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
inquired  the  day  after  the  hon.  gentleman 
put  the  question  to  me,  and  I  found  that 
the  report  had  been  in  the  possession  of 
the  Minister  of  Railways,  but  had  not 
been  laid  on  the  table  of  the  other  House 
by  him.  He  told  me,  however,  that  he 
would  either  give  them  to  me  to  bring 
them  down  here,  or  would  lay  them  on 
the  table  of  the  other  House  himself,  and 
I  do  not  know  whether  he  has  since 
brought  them  down  to  the  other  House 
or  not. 

A    SUGGESTED    ADJOURNMENT. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Before  the  orders 
of  the  day  are  called,  I  should  like  to 
suggest  to  the  leader  of  the  Government 
the  advisability  of  adjourning  this  House 
over  lor  some  time. 

Hon.  GENTLEMEN— Hear,  hear  1 
Oh,  oh!    No,  no!" 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  work  of  this 
House  has  been  kept  up  very  satisfactorily 
up  to  date ;  there  are  no  arrears  of  work 
before  us,  and  it  does  not  seem  likely  that 
any  work  will  come  from  the  other  end  of 

The  SPEAKER. 


the  building  to  us  for  some  weeks ;  and 
there  is  at  least  as  much  reason  now  for 
adjourning  over  for  three  or  four  weeks 
as  there  was  in  an  earlier  part  of  the  ses- 
sion. It  is  unfair  to  keep  members  here^ 
when  there  is  nothing  for  them  to  da 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^The 
hon.  gentleman  is  probably  more  in  the 
secrets  of  the  Opposition  as  to  the  course 
they  are  pursuing  in  the  other  branch  than 
I  am.  The  hon.  gentleman,  I  think,  is 
mistaken  in  saying  that  there  will  be  no 
business  up  from  the  other  House  for 
three  or  four  weeks.  I  am  sure  that  un- 
less the  party  with  which  he  is  connected 
obstructs  the  business  very  much  in  the 
other  House,  in  a  short  time  there  will  be 
work  enough  before  us  to  keep  us  occu- 
pied, and  I  think  we  should  remain,  be- 
cause we  do  not  know  bow  soon  the  policy 
of  the  Opposition  may  change. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON.— If  the  leaders  in 
this  House,  in  conjunction  with  the  Min- 
isters in  the  other  House,  will  issue  an  m- 
junction  that  no  books  are  to  be  taken  out 
of  the  library,  I  think  it  would  shorten  the 
session  of  Parliament  very  much.  The 
practice  of  reading  long  extracts  from 
books,  which  has  been  carried  on  in  the 
other  House,  and  which  has  lately  broken 
out  here  in  a  slight  degree  to  the  left  of 
Mr.  Speaker,  should  be  disallowed,  and 
we  would  get  through  the  business  of  Par- 
liament much  sooner,  and  get  home  to  our 
families. 

OFFENCES    AGAINST    THE    PER* 
SON  BILL 

rejected  on  third  reading. 

Hon.  Mr.  GOWAN  moved  the  thini 
reading  of  Bill  (S),  "An  Act  to  amend  *An 
Act  respecting  Offences  against  the  Per- 
son,' "  as  amended.  He  said  :  This  Bill 
has  already  been  spoken  to  very  fully.  I 
would  only  shortly  observe  that  the  enact- 
ment is  one  of  a  very  beneficial  character, 
a  wholesome  enactment,  intended  to  pro- 
tect the  weak  and  helpless.  The  law  as  it 
stands,  is  insufficient  to  do  so,  and  I  would 
simply  quote  two  extracts  from  a  judg- 
ment of  Mr.  Justice  Armour,  who  lately 
gave  his  decision  in  respect  to  the  com- 
petency of  a  wife  to  give  evidence  against 
the  husband.     He  said : — 
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**  The  law  under  which  the  prisoner  was 
indicted  is,  to  mjr  mind,  a  most  wholesome 
•enactment,  and  it  must,  in  my  opinion  in 
nearly  every  case  like  the  present,  be  a  dead 
letter  unless  the  wife,  against  whom  the 
•offence  is  committed  by  her  husband,  be  per* 
mitted  to  testify  against  him." 

In  winding  up  his  judgment  he  said  : — 

**  I  do  not  think  that  we  oughti  by  declar- 
ing the  wife  to  be  incompetent,  to  render  the 
very  salutory  Act  under  which  the  prisoner 
-was  convicted  'vain  and  useless.** 

Nothing  that  I  could  say  would  add 
force  to  these  remarks,  but  I  may  say,  and 
I  do  so  most  emphatically,  that  the  Act 
will  be  a  dead  letter  unless  the  wife  is 
allowed  to  give  her  testimony  in  any 
charge  preferred  by  her  against  the  hus- 
band. I  bow  to  the  decision  of  the  House. 
They  desire  that  the  husband  also  shall  be 
a  witness,  and  in  the  face  of  the  vote  that 
has  been  given,I  feel  it  would  be  improper 
to  contend  against  it 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— I  would 
ask  the  hon.  gentleman  to  allow  the  third 
reading  of  this  Bill  to  stand  until  Monday, 
as  the  Bill  is  very  important,  and  there  is 
difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  effect  of 
the  amendment 

Hon.  Mr.  GOWAN— I  would  be  ex- 
ceedingly pleased  to  meet  my  hon.  friend's 
^suggestion,  but  I  have  been  called  sud- 
denly home  on  a  matter  that  will  make  it 
impossible  for  me  to  be  here  on  Monday. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — I  have  a  great 
many  reasons  for  moving  the  resolution 
which  I  now  do,  that  this  Bill  be  not  now 
read  the  third  time,  but  that  it  be  read 
thb  day  three  months.  In  the  first  place, 
I  consider  that  all  amendments  to  the 
arinninal  law  should  come  from  the  Min- 
ister of  Justice;  I  think  that  this  kind  of 
patchwork — bringing  in  a  Bill  to  alter  the 
criminal  law,  when  we  do  not  know  what 
went  before  this  amendment,  or  what 
comes  after  it,  is  not  advisable.  It  only 
stropped  out  during  the  debate,  that  the 
punishment  for  the  husband,  if  convicted 
•on  this  evidence,  is  three  months  imprison- 
ment The  hon.  gentleman  himself  has 
just  told  us  that  this  Bill,  as  amended, 
will  be  a  dead  letter  if  it  becomes  law. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— No,  no. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— If  the  wife  is  not 
competent  as  a  witness. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— If  the  wife  is  not 
a  compellable  witness  under  the  law  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  GOWAN— What  I  said  is 
this  :  I  quoted  the  language  of  one  of  the 
learned  judges  of  Ontario,  Justice  Armour, 
and  what  he  said  was  this :  that  unless 
the  wife  was  permitted  (he  was  in  the 
minority  and  differed  from  the  judges 
who  held  that  she  was  not  allowable 
as  a  witness)  the  law  would  be  a  dead  let- 
ter, and  a  very  salutory  enactment  would 
fall  to  the  ground,  dead  and  useless. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— This  is  a  piece 
of  patch-work  on  the  law  as  it  stand& 
The  Bill  has  already  been  so  amended 
and  patched  by  the  hon.  gentlemen  and 
the  lawyers  who  have  been  hackling  at  it 
since  it  has  been  before  us,  that  it  has  at 
last  got  to  be  like  a  tramp's  trousers — you 
cannot  tell  which  is  the  original,  and 
which  are  the  emendations.  When  it  was 
introduced,  it  provided  that  the  wife 
should  be  a  competent  and  compellable 
witness  against  the  husband ;  then  it  was 
moved  that  the  husband  should  also  be 
an  allowable  witness  in  his  own  behalf. 
I  may  say  that  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Halifax  lopped  off  one  limb ;  the  hon. 
member  from  Lunenburg  lopped  off 
another,  and  the  hon.  member  from 
Amherst  cut  off  another,  and  I  think  the 
Minister  of  Justice  cut  off  another.  With 
his  pleasant  smile,  the  father  of  the  little 
Benjamin  now  asserts  a  doubt  whether  he 
recognizes  his  own  child ;  in  fact,  I  think 
he  knows  as  little  about  it,  as  he  did 
about  the  seat  of  that  boil  that  he  alluded 
to  a  few  days  ago  as  having  escaped  the 
notice  of  the  medical  men.  We  know 
that  eventally  that  boil  came  to  a  head, 
but  where  it  originated  we  know  not 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  hoa  gentle- 
man perhaps  is  correct  in  stating  that  there 
have  been  one  or  two  changes  made  in 
this  Bill,  bat  in  its  present  shape  it  is  an 
extremely  simple  measure,  and  I  am  quite 
sure  whcnn  he  hears  it  read,  he  will  agree 
with  me  in  the  opinion  that  it  is  as  sim^ 
pie  as  It  can  possibly  be  made.  It  is  as 
follows : — 
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**In  any  prosecution  of  any  person  under 
this  section  tor  refusing  or  neglecting  to  pro- 
vide food,  clothing  or  lodging  for  his  wi/e  or 
children,  the  accused  (that  is  the  Lusbaud) 
and  his  wife,  shall  be  competent  (not  com- 
pellable), to  give  evidence  as  witnesses  either 
for  or  against  the  accused." 

Nothing  can  be  simpler  than  that  It 
allows  each  one  to  go  into  the  box,  and 
allows  the  husband  to  tell  his  own  story, 
and  the  wife  to  tell  her  story.  Those 
stories  always  reach  the  Bench,  whether 
under  oath,  or  not  under  oath.  In  my 
judgment,  in  cases  of  this  kind,  where 
both  parties  have  such  a  direct  interest, 
there  is  very  little  difference  whether  they 
are  sworn  or  not  sworn ;  because  a  judge, 
in  a  case  of  this  kind,  which  is  a  domestic 
matter,  naturally  asks  the  husband  to  give 
his  explanation.  It  is  presumed  that  the 
explanation  he  gives  in  a  crisis  of  that  kind 
is  the  same  as  he  would  give  under  oath. 
I  think  it  is  always  extremely  important 
that  the  wife  should  be  enabled  to  give  her 
statement. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— It  leads  to  per- 
jury. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOIT— I  am  quite  pre- 
pared to  agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman 
in  that,  but  there  seems  to  be  an  opinion 
abroad  that  in  the  administration  of  the 
criminal  law  we  should  follow  the  lines 
laid  down  in  the  civil  law,  to  allow  the 
parties  to  a  case  to  be  examined  under 
oath.  A  Bill  was  brought  before  the 
British  House  of  Commons  the  other  day, 
and  was  passed  there,  which  allowed  the 
accused  in  all  cases,  not  only  in  misde- 
meanors, but  in  felonies,  to  give  evidence 
in  his  own  case.  If  there  is  a  case  in 
which  the  accused  should  be  allowed  to 
give  evidence  in  his  own  behalf,  it  is  in 
one  of  this  kind.  As  the  Bill  now  stands 
there  can  be  no  objection  to  it;  both 
parties  will  be  heard,  and  no  doubt  there 
will  have  to  be  corroborative  evidence 
before  a  decision  will  be  given  for  or 
against  the  accused. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— No  doubt, 
as  the  hon.  member  fhnn  Bairie  has  the 
support  of  the  leaders  of  the  Government 
and  of  the  Oppositbn,  he  will  not  fear  the 
£ite  of  the  Bill.  I  may  say  that  I  regret 
that  my  hon.  friend,  the  junior  member 
from  Halifax,  has  brought  in  this  motion, 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOIT. 


because  I  am  forced  to  support  htm  from 
my  own  convictions,  notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  the  learned  gentleman  from 
Barrie  is  the  personification  of  justice,  and 
I  am  disposed  to  give  a  great  deal  of 
attention  to  everything  he  says.  When 
the  hon.  gentleman  introduced  this  Bill, 
I  was  in  favor  of  it,  with  certain  amend- 
ments. I  was  opposed  to  anything  that 
would  have  the  tendency  to  sever  the  tie 
between  husband  and  wife.  I  believe  it 
is  a  tie  recognized  in  law  to  be  so  close, 
that  they  have  never  been  allowed  to  give 
evidence  for  or  against  each  other,  and 
this  seems  to  be  the  first  departure  from 
that  salutory  and,  I  believe,  just  rule,  and 
I  consider  it  to  be  vicious  in  its  tendency 
and  effect  If  we  allow  a  measure  of 
this  kind  to  become  law,  under  which  the 
wife  and  husband  can  give  evidence  for 
or  against  each  other,  I  believe  it  will  have 
a  dangerous  tendency,  and  it  was  with 
that  feeling  in  my  mind  I  moved  the 
amendment  at  another  stage,  that  the 
wife's  evidence  should  not  be  sufficient  as 
against  her  husband  without  corroborative 
testimony.  If  the  Bill  had  remained  in 
that  position,  with  my  amendment  accep- 
ted, as  I  thought  by  the  House,  I  should 
have  been  satisfied  to  vote  for  it  in  that 
way  j  but  when  the  amendment  was  pro- 
posed yesterday,  and  carried,  that  the 
husband  and  wife  should  both  be  com- 
petent witnesses,  I  considered  it  was  a 
departure  from  all  the  principles  that  I 
believe  to  govern  the  rules  of  evidence 
with  respect  to  charges  between  husband 
and  wife.  Although  there  may  be  some 
reason  why  such  a  law  as  this  should  be 
enacted,  I  do  not  think  that  the  wife 
is  exactly  in  the  position  my  hon.  friend 
says,  in  all  cases.  She  usually  has  some 
connections  or  sympathizing  friend.  She 
is  not  isolated  from  everybody,  and  there 
wiU  be  some  friend  who  will  know  of  her 
condition  if  she  is  in  want  and  suffering, 
and  any  merchant  or  neighbour  will  pro- 
vide her  with  the  necessaries  of  life,  the 
husband  can  be  made  responsible  for 
those  necessaries  in  a  civil  action.  There- 
fore, while  this  civil  remedy  exists,  I  see 
no  reason  for  a  law  of  this  kind,  the  ten-- 
dency  of  whidi  will  be  to  weaken  that 
close  relation  which  should  always  exist 
between  husband  and  wife,  and  to  lead  to- 
perjury.  My  hoa  friend  from  Ottawa, 
has  given  us  the  strongest  reason  why 
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this  Bill  should  not  become  law.  He  says 
it  is  immaterial  whether  the  wife  and  hus- 
band are  sworn  or  not ;  that  the  Court 
would  pay  very  little  attention  to  their 
evidence. 

Hon.  Mr,  POWER— The  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Ottawa  did  not  put  it  in  that 
way. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— If  I  am  mis- 
representing the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Ottawa,  he  can  correct  me  himself.  He 
said  he  considered  it  of  very  little  import- 
ance whether  they  were  sworn  or  not, 
because  he  considered  there  would  be 
perjury  somewhere,  and  the  court  would 
pay  little  attention  to  either  of  them. 
That  is  a  reason  why  I  consider  they 
should  not  be  brought  into  a  court  as 
witnesses  when  we  feel  that  such  would 
be  the  result  Having  had  considerable 
experience  in  such  matters  in  my  practice, 
I  cannot  allow  this  Bill  to  pass  without 
my  disapproval  With  the  amendment 
which  I  proposed,  I  was  quite  ready  to 
accept  it,  because  then  it  was  not  the 
wife's  evidence  alone  that  the  conviction 
was  based  on,  but  upon  that  evidence 
supported  by  independent  testimony.  The 
Bill,  as  it  stands,  is  vicious  in  its  tendency, 
and  has  my  unqualified  opposition. 

The  House  divided  on  the  amend- 
ment, which  was  lost  on  the  following 
division : — 


Contents  : 

Hon.  MeBsra. 

AlmoDy 

Glasier, 

Armand, 

Kaulbachy 

Baillargeon, 

McDonald, 

Belleroee, 

McKay, 

BoldDC, 

McKindaey» 

Boiflford, 

Montgomery, 

Gbafiere, 

Nelson. 

ChapaiSy 

Plumb, 

Clemow, 

Read, 

Cochraoey 

Trudel, 

DeBloia, 

Turoer.— 23« 

Feixuson, 

NoN-CoNTENTS: 

Hon. 

Measn. 

Alexander,  Odell, 

Archibald,  CDonoboe, 

Campbell,  cSir  Alex.), Pel letier, 
FIiDty  Poirier, 


Girard, 

Power, 

Gowan, 

Scott, 

Grant, 

Smith, 

Havthorne, 
McGIelan, 

Stevens, 

Sutherland, 

Mclnnee, 

Vidal, 

Macfarlane, 

Wark.— 23. 

Miller  (Speaker), 

The  House  then  divided  on  the  main 
motion,  which  was  lost  on  the  following, 
division : — 


Contents  : 

Hon.  Messrs. 

Alexander, 

Miller  (Speaker)^ 

Archibald, 

O'Donohoe, 

Campbell  (Sir  Alex.),  Pellet  er. 

Dever, 

Pomer, 

Flint, 

Power, 

Girard, 

Scott, 

Gowan, 

Smith, 

Grant, 

Stevens, 

Havthorne, 

Sutherland, 

Mc'Clelan, 

Vidal, 

Mclnnes, 

Wark.— 23. 

Macfarlane, 

NON-CONTBNTS  : 

Hon.  Messrs. 

Almon, 

Glasier, 

Armand, 

Eaulbach, 

Baillargeon, 

McDonald, 

Bellerose, 

McKay, 

Bolduc, 

McKindsey, 

Botsford, 

Montgomery, 

Chaffers, 

Nelson, 

Chapais, 

Odell, 

Clemow, 

Plumb, 

Cochrane, 

Read, 

DeBlois, 

Trudel, 

Ferguson, 

Turner.— 24. 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  5:15  p.  m. 

THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Monday,  May  4th,  1883. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  three- 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  ACT  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

SECOND    READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (31  V'An  Act  to* 
amend  and  conaoUdate  the  Civil  Service 
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Acts  of  1882, 1883  and  1884."  He  said  : 
This  Bill  proposes  to  introduce  some 
■changes  into  the  present  Civil  Service 
Acts.  I  do  not  find  that  the  changes  are 
very  important  The  first  that  I  notice  is 
in  the  third  clause;  it  is  to  apply  the 
Civil  Service  Act  to  the  officers  and  em- 
ployes of  the  Government  in  the  North- 
West  Territory.  That  has  been  rendered 
necessary  by  the  increased  forces  which 
the  Government  are  obliged  to  employ 
there.  The  5th  clause  enables  the  Gov- 
ernor-in-Council,  from  time  to  time,  to 
make  rules  and  regulations  respecting  the 
appointments  and  promotions  of  civil 
servants.  Sub-section  2  of  the  same 
clause  provides  that  the  supernumerary 
clerks  shall  not  be  eligible  for  increase  of 
salary.  Section  7  provides  that  anyone 
who  is  a  member  of  the  civil  service  at  the 
time  of  the  passing  of  this  Act  shall  be 
classified  in  the  class  in  which  he  has 
been  appointed.  The  next  clause  pro- 
vides that  the  Board  of  Examiners  shall 
be  supervised  by  the  Secretary  of  State, 
and  the  4th  sub-section  of  the  clause  fixes 
the  salary  of  each  member  of  the  board  at 
$600  per  annum. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— How  much  have 
they  now  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL.— 
They  have  so  much  a  day,  and  it  comes, 
in  the  course  of  the  year,  to  about  that. 
Each  examiner  receives  $8  a  day.  There, 
is  another  sub-section  which  allows  mem- 
bers of  the  board  their  travelling  expenses. 
The  seventh  sub-section  provides  for  the 
appointment  of  a  secretary  to  the  board, 
at  a  salary  not  exceeding  $1,000  per 
annum,  with  a  clerk  to  assist  him.  One 
of  the  examiners  now  discharges  the 
duties  of  secretary,  and  with  the  number 
of  persons  coming  to  be  examined  it  b 
impossible  for  him  to  take  his  part  in 
holding  the  examinations ;  therefore,  it  is 
proposed  to  appoint  a  secretary.  The 
47th  clause  of  the  Bill  provides  that  when, 
from  a  temporary  pressureof  work,  the  assis- 
tance of  temporary  clerks  becomes  neces- 
sary, the  Head  of  the  Department  may,  on 
requisition  of  the  deputy  head,  select  from 
the  lists  of  qualified  candidates  the 
necessary  clerks,  but  such  persons  are  not 
to  be  continued  after  the  period  in  which 
a  preliminary  or  qualifying  examinaticm  is 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


held,  unless  they  present  themselves  for 
examination  and  obtain  certificates.  I 
think  that  is  a  very  good  amendment. 
Then  sub-section  a  of  section  50  has  been 
changed  to  enable  the  deputy  head  to 
suspend  an  official  from  performance  of 
his  duty,  or  receipt  of  his  salary,  for  mis- 
conduct or  negligence.  It  sometimes 
happens  that  it  may  not  be  desirable  to 
suspend  an  official  from  the  performance 
of  his  duty,  but  it  may  be  thought  advis- 
able to  punish  him  for  some  neglect  of 
duty,  as,  for  instance,  a  mail  clerk  who 
has  been  careless,  and  this  is  to  enable  the 
Head  of  the  Department,  or  his  deputy,  to 
punish  the  offender  by  saying  to  him, 
"you  shall  go  on  with  your  duty,  biit  you 
shall  pay  a  fine  for  what  you  have  done." 
Sub-section  2  of  section  51  provides  that 
when  an  officer  of  inferior  rank  performs 
the  duties  of  a  superior  officer  he  shall 
receive  the  same  pay;  I  think  that  is 
eminently  fair.  Section  52  is  as  follows: 
Any  officer,  clerk  or  employe  who  has  re- 
Bigned,  shall  be  eligible,  without  examination^ 
under  the  authority  of  an  OrdeHn-CounciU 
to  re-enter  the  service,  at  the  same  salary  in 
the  class  in  which  he  was  serving  at  the  time 
of  such  resignation,  and  provided  that  fuads 
are  available  for  the  payment  ot  hie  salary. 

I  know  of  two  instances  of  this  kind — a 
man  has  left  the  service,  believing  himself 
to  be  unfit  to  discharge  his  duties  through 
some  threatening  complaint,  who  turned 
out  afterwards  to  be  fit  for  work.  This 
clause  enables  the  Government  to  avail 
themselves  of  his  services. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Somebody  else 
may  have  been  appointed  to  the  position 
in  the  meantime. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
Then  he  could  not  be  employed  again  in 
that  position.  Clause  53  provides  that  all 
payments  of  money  to  permanent  em- 
ployes, other  than  salaries,  shall  be  made 
only  under  the  authority  of  the  Governor- 
in-Council.  That  is  a  provision  to  remedy 
a  difficulty  which  sometimes  occurs,  and 
which  certainly  should  be  put  a  stop  to. 
Sometimes  a  clerk  stands  well  with  his 
principal,  and  an  endeavor  is  made  to  give 
him  additional  salary,  and  an  item  for  that 
purpose  is  put  in  the  Estimates.  The 
Estimates  are  often  made  up  somewhat 
hurriedly,  and  this  item,  with  others,  ie> 
ceives  the  sanction  of  Parliament,  and  this 
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•clerk  gets  the  money  without  the  matter 
having  had  the  consideration  of  the  Gov- 
•emor-in-Council.  This  is  to  provide  that 
even  under  these  circumstances,  although 
Parliament  may  have  voted  the  money, 
yet  the  intervention  of  the  Governor  in- 
Council  will  be  necessary,  and  then,  of 
•course,  their  responsibility  will  be  complete. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington)— 
It  would  be  a  further  protection  if  it  came 
from  the  Treasury  Board. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELIv— The 
Treasury  Board  only  makes  recommenda- 
tions to  the  Governor-in-Council.  The 
•Govemor-in-Council  throughout  act  in 
that,  as  in  kindred  matters,  by  referring  to 
the  Treasury  Board  and  adopting  their  re- 
port. There  are  some  novelties,  I  think, 
in  the  schedules.  I  do  not  know  at  this 
moment  of  more  than  two.  One  is  that 
a  superintendant  of  letter  carriers  may  be 
appointed  at  a  salary  not  exceeding  $8oo. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— A  new  office  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— A  new 
•office,  in  name  at  all  events.  The  duty 
has  been  discharged  in  some  of  the  larger 
•offices — in  Montreal  I  believe,  in  Toronto, 
I  know — by  a  clerk.  There  are  a  great 
many  letter  carriers  in  a  place  like  Toron- 
to, I  believe  upwards  of  loo,  and  in  deal- 
ing with  so  many  employes  it  is  desirable 
that  some  one  man  should  be  the  master 
to  see  that  they  got  out  with  their  letters 
:at  the  proper  hour,  that  they  return  in 
proper  time,  that  they  take  all  the  letters 
— supervise  in  that  way  the  letter  carriers 
in  the  complete  performance  of  their 
duties.  It  has  been  found,  in  Toronto  I 
know,  to  be  attended  with  very  good  re- 
sults, and  the  work  has  been  done,  not 
under  this  name  of  Superintendent  of  Let- 
>ter  Carriers,  but  a  clerk  has  attended  to  it 
and  seen  that  they  carried  out  the  rules  of 
the  Department,  that  discipline  has  been 
maintained  and  that  they  were  all  fit  for 
»duty.  It  IS  a  complete  supervision  over 
that  branch  of  the  service,  and  I  believe 
that  this  is  a  very  valuable  improvement 
The  system  obtains  only  in  6  or  7  of  the 
larger  cities.  There  is  also  a  change  in 
some  part  of  the  Bill  in  the  number  of 
ipemms  who  may  be  appointed  to  office 
without  examination. 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER  — That  is  the 
deputy-collector  of  Inland  Revenue.  He 
is  substituted  for  the  collector.  It  is  in 
clause  37,  sub-section  2.  It  is  an  improve- 
ment as  far  as  it  goes. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX  CAMPBELL— The 
collectors  are  responsible  for  the  correct 
discharge  of  their  duties,  and  require  a 
technical  education.  For  instance,  they 
must  know  how  to  calculate  the  strength 
of  liquors,  and  know  the  various  qualities 
of  cigars,  &c  Technical  knowledge  of 
that  kind  would  be  required  by  the  col- 
lector, although  the  deputy-collector  may 
be  brought  in  without  examination  and 
without  reference  to  the  rules  for  promo- 
tion prescribed  in  the  Act. 

These  are  the  changes ;  the  House  will 
perceive  that  they  are  not  very  great.  The 
Bill  excited  a  great  deal  of  inte'rest  in  the 
other  branch  of  Parliament,  but  I  think 
that  was  because  the  other  House  saw 
proper  to  discuss  the  measure,  as  though 
it  were  an  entirely  new  matter,  and  the 
civil  service  system  was  being  introduced 
for  the  first  time.  The  House  will  see 
that  the  changes  are  of  no  great  import- 
ance in  themselves,  and  perhaps  the  more 
convenient  way  would  have  been  to  have 
introduced  a  separate  Bill  containing  only 
the  amendments.  However,  there  is 
something  to  be  said  on  the  other  side 
even  in  that  respect,  because  it  is  desirable 
in  a  bill  of  this  kind  to  have  it  presented 
in  whole.  I  hope  the  House  will  not 
object  to  the  amendments  which  have 
been  proposed.  They  are  sought  because 
experience  has  shown  that  they  are  desir- 
able in  the  interest  of  the  civil  service. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington)— 
As  this  Bill  is  founded  mainly  upon  the 
report  of  the  commission  which  was  ap- 
pointed in  1880,  and  of  which  I  happened 
to  be  a  member,  I  think  I  shall  make  a  few 
observations  with  reference  to  it  The 
commission  was  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  needs  and  condition  of  the  civil  ser- 
vice, and  the  plan  which  we  adopted  was 
something  like  thb  :  we  summoned  wit- 
nesses from  all  the  different  Departments 
of  the  inside  service  for  the  purpose  of 
obtainipg  their  evidence.  A  small  sub- 
committee was  appointed  by  the  com- 
mission also  to  visit  the  various  offices  of 
the  inside  service,  to  examine  into  the 
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system  of  accounts.  That  subrommittee 
consisted  of  Mr.  Barbeau  and  myself,  and 
we  made  as  thorough  an  examination  into 
the  system  of  accounts  as  we  possibly 
could.  Committees  from  the  commission 
were  also  appointed  to  examine  into  the 
condition  of  the  outside  service  in  the 
various  cities  throughout  the  Dominion — 
Halifax,  St  John,  Quebec,  Montreal, 
Toronto,  Hamilton,  and  I  am  not  sure 
whether  London  was  visited  or  not ;  but 
all  these  important  points  were  visited  for 
the  purpose  of  examining  witnesses  and 
finding  out  the  condition  of  the  civil  ser- 
vice in  all  of  them.  We  had  also  placed 
before  us  by  the  Government  documents 
relating  to  the  civil  service  of  Great  Bri- 
tain and  France,  and  other  countries.  We 
had  these  various  reports  and  documents 
published  along  with  the  report  and  evi- 
dence taken,  and  they  will  be  found  in  the 
Sessional  Papers  of  1 880-81,  and  will  be 
interesting  reading  to  anyone  who  takes  an 
interest  in  the  subject  We  thought  it 
would  be  convenient  to  publish  them  in 
that  form,  so  that  they  will  always  be  ready 
for  reference  in  the  Parliamentary  Library. 
We  found  a  good  deal  to  reform  in  the 
various  departments  of  the  service.  We 
found  that  the  general  expense,  in  a  great 
many  cases,  was  needlessly  increased, 
mainly  by  salaries  which  were  paid  in 
this  way :  we  found  that  officers  of  the 
higher  grade  were  performing  duties  which 
ought  to  have  been  assigned  to  third-class 
clerks,  and  in  that  way  the  expense  of  the 
service  was  needlessly  increased.  We  also 
found  that  the  structural  arrangements  of 
the  Departments  was  very  inconvenient^ 
and  it  also  needlessly  added  to  the  ex- 
pense, because  of  so  many  small  rooms 
which  cause  unecessary  subdivision  of  the 
work,  and  strong  recommendations  were 
jnade  by  the  commission  on  that  point 
However,  it  isexcessivel^  difficult  to  change 
the  structure  of  buildings  after  they  are 
erected  ;  but  as  the  Government  are  now 
about  to  erect  new  offices  in  Ottawa,  no 
doubt  attention  will  be  paid  to  that  im- 
portant point,  because  it  is  very  important 
diat  clerks  shall  be  in  large  rooms  where 
they  will  come  under  the  supervbion  of 
their  superior  officer.  We  found  that  the 
system  of  appointment  by  successive  gov- 
ernments was  defective ;  that  the  best  men 
were  not  always  appointed ;  that,  in  fact, 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES. 


they  were  largely  selected  through  political 
influence  and  personal  favoritism. 


Hon. 
hear! 


Mr.     ALEXANDER  —Hear, 


Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES— We  found  on 
reading  over  the  documents  which  were 
submitted  to  us  that  up  to  the  end  of 
1855  the  civil  service  of  Great  Britain 
was  in  a  deplorable  condition,  arising,  as 
we  read,  from  the  same  cause — from  the 
manner  in  which  appointments  and  pro- 
motions were  made  in  the  service.  So 
great  was  the  evil  that  leading  statesmen 
of  both  parties  united  to  bring  about  a 
reform  in  that  respect,  and  a  commission 
was  appointed,  on  whose  report  a  system 
was  adopted  under  which  the  civil  service 
of  Great  Britain  has,  from  being  one  of  the 
most  defective,  become  one  of  the  most 
efficient  probably  in  the  world.  Having 
that  example  before  us,  we  deemed  it  our 
duty  to  recommend  the  adoption  of  a 
system  which  liad  brought  about  such 
satisfactory  results  for  our  Mother  Country. 
For  we  are  British  Canadians,  or  Canadian 
British,  but  above  all  things  we  are  British, 
and  we  felt  that  it  ought  to  be  the  desire 
of  every  one  in  this  country  to  perpetuate 
British  institutions  on  this  continent;, 
therefore  we  were  very  largely  guided  in 
uur  recommendations  by  the  system 
existing  in  Great  Britain.  On  the  recomr 
mendation  of  the  Civil  Service  Commis- 
aion  in  1880,  an  Act  was  passed  under 
which  all  persons  entering  the  civil  service 
must  pass  a  preliminary  and  qualifying, 
examination,  and  there  was  also  a  period 
of  probation  insisted  upon — a,  period  c^ 
six  months  before  pamanent  appoint- 
ment, in  order  that  the  fitness  of  the 
party  selected  might  be  ascertained  If 
found  efficient  and  useful  he  was  ap* 
pointed  permanently;  if  found  *to  be 
inefficient  he  was  not  appointed  We 
also  recommended,  and  this  Bill  before 
us  embodies  that  recommendation,  that 
promotion  by  merit  should  exist  in  the 
service,  and  a  system  of  examination  is. 
adopted  before  making  promotions,  in 
order  to  ascertain  the  fitness  of  the  officer 
for  promotion.  Then,  with  reference  to 
the  salaries,  a  good  deal  has  been  said  oa 
the  point  of  annual  increments — that  is,, 
the  third-class  clerk  to  be  appointed  at  a 
certain  salary,  and    he   gets    a   certain 
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advance  annually  as  here  stated  in  the 
Bill.  The  question  is  which  is  the  better 
system — a  system  of  that  kind  in  which 
the  clerk  gets  an  increase  ever}'  year,  or  a 
system  of  paying  so  much  as  a  mean.  In 
the  United  States,  I  think  a  third-class 
clerk  gets  $i,ooo,  and  his  salary  contin- 
ues at  that.  My  own  opinion  is  in  favor 
of  our  system,  because  if  a  clerk  only  re- 
mains a  short  time  in  the  service  and  gets 
the  $i,ooo,  of  course  the  country  is  pay- 
ing more  for  his  services ;  if  he  remains 
under  our  system  we  are  paying  less,  and 
then  it  is  an  encouragement  for  him  to 
perform  his  duty.  Then  there  has  been 
a  good  deal  said  about  the  superannua- 
tion. Our  Superannuation  Act  is  admit- 
ted to  be  a  very  good  Act  My  own 
opinion  is  that  it  is  an  excellent  Act, 
and  properly  administered  can  be  made 
largely  to  contribute  to  the  economy  of 
the  service.  For  example,  as  I  have  already 
stated  we  found  superior  officers,  men  re- 
ceiving superior  pay,  doing  the  work  of  in- 
ferior derks.  It  is  manifest  that  a  change 
should  be  made  in  that  respect  ;  that  an 
officer  receiving  high  class  pay  for  doing 
low  class  work,  should  be  removed ;  but 
it  would  be  [a  great  hardship  to  remove 
him  without  compensation.  The  Super- 
annuation Act  enables  the  Government  to 
<{et  rid  of  the  services  of  the  inefficient  in 
that  way ;  it  is  only  a  question  of  judg- 
ment and  discretion,  how  far  that  power 
can  be  exercised,  or  should  be  exercised. 
In  Great  Britain,  the  superannuation  is 
entirely  paid  by  the  Government :  that  is, 
they  nia!ke  no  reductions  whatever  from 
the  salary  of  the  civil  servant ;  it  is  wholly 
paid  by  the  Government.  It  was  a  ques- 
tion that  was  discussed  in  the  House  of 
Commons  in  England,  very  thoroughly 
and  very  ably,  and  it  ended  in  a  system 
being  adopted  of  the  Government  paying 
the  whole  of  the  cost  of  the  superannua- 
tion of  civil  servants.  Objections  are 
made  to  our  Superannuation  Act,  because 
it  makes  no  provision  for  the  widows  and 
children  of  deceased  civil  servants.  It 
should  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  Act  was 
■ever  intended  to  do  anything  of  that 
kind ;  it  was  only  intended  as  a  pension 
todvil  servants  themselves.  The  com- 
mission of  which  I  had  the  honor  of  being 
chairman,  took  up  the  question  of  making 
provision  for  widows  and  orphans  of  civil 
servants     We  discussed  it  at  great  length. 


and  gave  it  a  great  deal  of  attention,  and 
we  recommended  the  Government  to  adopt 
a  system  of  life  insurance  for  the  civil 
service,  and  making  a  deduction  from  their 
salaries  to  pay  for  their  premiums,  in  the 
same  manner  that  the  superannuation  de- 
ductions are  now  made.  Our  recom- 
mendations were  not,  however,  adopted. 
It  is  a  very  difficult  question — a  question 
that  has  been  discussed  elsewhere,  as  well 
as  here ;  but  it  appears  to  me  to  be  a  very 
important  matter  indeed,  that  the  widows 
and  children  of  deceased  civil  servants 
should  have  some  provision  made  for 
them,  if  the  officers  themselves  do  not 
do  so ;  and  as  a  rule,  I  fancy  it  is  more 
honored  in  the  breach  than  in  the 
observance.  Then,  with  reference  to  the 
expense  of  superannuation,  I  think  there 
is  a  great  deal  of  misapprehension  with 
reference  to  it.  The  cost  of  the  state  of 
superannuation  is  not  so  large  as  it  is 
generally  supp)osed  to  be.  The  statements 
which  are  laid  before  Parliament  yearly, 
are  incomplete.  They  simply  show  the 
amounts  received  from  the  civil  servants 
by  those  deductions,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  on  the  other  they  show  the  amounts 
which  are  paid  out  for  superannuation. 
No  account  is  taken,  however,  in  those 
statements,  of  the  indirect  savings  to  the 
country,  which  the  Government  are  en- 
abled to  make  owing  to  the  Superannu- 
ation Act  Take  for  example,  an  office 
that  is  found  to  be  needless,  and  it  is, 
therefore,  desirable  that  it  should  be 
abolished,  and  that  the  officer  occupying  it 
should  be  disposed  of  in  some  way.  It 
would  be  cruel  to  discharge  him  altogether, 
but  under  the  Superannuation  Act  he  is 
provided  for  and  the  office  is  abolished. 
In  a  case  of  that  kind  it  is  a  clear  gain  to 
the  Government,  which  the  Superannu- 
ation  Act  enables  them  to  make.  Then 
there  are  other  cases  where  an  office  is 
abolished,  the  holder  of  which  was  receiv- 
ing high  pay ;  but  his  services  can  be  dis- 
pensed with  under  the  Superannuation 
Act,  and  the  difference  between  the 
salary  paid  him,  and  his  superannuation 
allowance,  is  saved  to  the  state.  The 
Civil  Service  Commission  in  i88o,  re- 
quested the  different  departments  to  pre- 
pare statements  of  the  working  of  the 
Superannuation  Act  in  that  way,  and  hon. 
gentlemen  will  find  in  the  Sessional  Papers 
of  1 880-8 1,  those  statements  along  with 
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the  report  and  the  other  statements  to 
which  I  have  already  alluded.  There  can 
be  no  question  that  the  different  Acts 
which  have  been  passed  since  the  report 
of  the  commission  was  made  to  Parlia- 
ment, are  the  best  we  have  ever  had  in 
this  country.  They  have  not,  perhaps, 
gone  the  length  of  the  recommen- 
dations made  by  the  commission, 
but  it  appears  to  me  that  the 
Act  is  quite  abreast  with  public 
opinion.  I  cannot  sit  down  without  stat- 
ing that  the  Act  itself,  and  the  improve- 
ments made  in  it,  are  very  largely  due  to 
the  leader  of  this  House,  and  the  leader 
of  the  Government  as  well.  When  we 
were  appointed  to  perform  this  duty  we 
were  left  perfectly  untramelled  ;  it  is  our 
own  report ;  we  had  no  suggestions  made 
to  us  from  anybody ;  we  simply  went  to 
work  and  made  as  thorough  and  con- 
scientious an  inquiry  into  the  condition  of 
the  civil  service  as  we  could,  and  made 
our  report  accordingly,and  upon  our  report 
the  Acts  of  1882,  and  the  amendments 
thereto,  were  founded  When  this  Bill  is 
in  the  committee,  there  are  some  clauses 
to  which  I  shall  consider  it  my  duty  to 
ask  for  some  amendments. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
hon.  gentleman  from  Ottawa  asked  what 
the  present  salary  of  the  Board  of  Ex- 
aminers is,  and  I  said  that  it  is  $8  a  day, 
and  that  it  would  amount  to  about  the 
same  sum  as  is  provided  by  this  Bill,  but 
I  see  that  it  does  not  The  present  vote 
is  $5  a  day,  but  the  time  is  not  to  exceed 
60  days — in  all,  that  would  be  only  $300. 
The  gentleman  who  b  a  member  of 
the  examining  board,  and  who  is  also 
secretary,  gets  the  salary  now  that  it  is 
proposed  to  give  by  this  Bill,  so  that  there 
ig  no  additional  salary  there. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— This  Bill 
introduced  to  amend  and  consolidate  the 
Civil  Service  Act,  as  far  as  I  have  been 
able  to  investigate  the  matter,  appears  to 
be  drawn  with  care,  and  its  provisions  in 
general  appear  to  be  in  the  public  interest 

Hon.  Mr-  MacINNES,  (Burlington). 
Hear !  hear ! 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— If  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  were  only  faiithfully 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES. 


carried  out,  I  do  not  think  there  would  be 
much  to  complain  of.  The  salaries  of 
the  officers  of  the  civil  service  are  cer- 
tainly not  excessive.  We  desire  that 
gentlemen  holding  positions  in  the 
different  departments  should  be  able  to 
live  respectably,  and  that  they  should  be 
enabled  to  educate  their  families  and  clothe 
them  respectably,  and  in  every  way  live 
in  a  manner  becoming  their  position. 
There  are  one  or  two  clauses  in  the  Bill 
to  which,  when  the  House  goes  into  com- 
mittee, I  will  venture  to  move  amend- 
ments. I  think  that  one  of  the  crying 
evils  of  the  system  is  the  abuse  of  the 
Civil  Service  Act,  and  not  the  carrying  of 
it  out  faithfully.  As  was  observed  to  me 
the  other  day,  when  walking  along  the 
streets  of  Ottawa,  by  a  Conservative  Sena- 
tor, while  we  met  a  number  of  super- 
annuated officers  in  the  full  vigor  of  life, 
superannuated  upon  salaries  of  nearly 
$2,000  a  year — "  Good  God,  it  is  dreadful 
to  meet  such  men,  in  the  full  vigor  of  life, 
superannuated  for  some  object,  probably 
for  some  political  purpose."  It  is  simply 
dreadful  to  see  such  men  superannuated 
on  large  salaries,  causing  a  large  waste  of 
public  money.  This  is  a  fact  that  is  not* 
denied.  It  may  be  alleged  by  the  present 
Government  that  their  predecessors  did 
the  same  thing.  However,  two  wrongs  do 
not  make  a  right,  and  I  protest  against 
government  after  government  perpetuating 
such  a  system.  What  are  we  here  for  as 
members  of  Parliament,  if  it  is  not  to  en- 
deavor to  check  this  system  of  selfishness 
and  corruption,  and  waste  of  public  money 
from  year  to  year  ?  Another  crying  evil 
is,  that  we  have  found  the  Government 
violating  the  principles  of  justice  and 
right,  bringing  their  own  relatives  into  the 
service  and  placing  them  over  the  heads 
of  old  public  officers  who  have  served  for 
forty  years  in  the  public  service,  because 
of  their  political  power.  What  sort  of 
justice  is  that  ?  I  find  in  this  Bill  a  very 
objectionable  clause.  I  refer  to  Na  5^ 
one  of  the  new  clauses,  which  I  hope  this- 
House  will  expunge.  It  provides  that  the 
Govemor-in-Council  may,  from  time  to* 
time,  make  general  rules  and  regulations 
not  inconsistent  with  the  provisions  of  this 
Act,  respecting  appointments  and  promo- 
tions of  the  officers  in  the  civil  service^ 
*'  and  all  other  matters  pertaining  thereta" 
Why  should  the  Government  have  this 
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power  ?  What  is  the  use  of  our  enacting 
a  measure  if  we  are  to  give  the  Govern- 
ment full  power  to  do  as  they  like  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Not  to  do   any- 
thing inconsistent  with  the  Act 

Hon  Mr.  ALEXANDER— Does  not 
that  clause  bear  the  impress  that  they 
want  to  use  that  power  in  contravention 
of   the  Act,   and  for  political  objects? 
When  they  want  to  reward  some  one  who 
has  rendered  political  services,  either  by 
bribing  the  electors  or  in  some  other  way, 
that  they  will  be  enabled  to  place  him  in 
some  public  office,  and  make  a  vacancy 
for  that  purpose.     If  he  is  a  man  who 
has  sacrificed  honor  and  principle  for  the 
sake  of  party,  they  may  then  be  enabled 
by  this  Act  to  compensate  him.    Could 
any  clause  be  better  drawn    to    enable 
them  to  corrupt  the  people  of  this  country  ? 
It  appears  to  me  that  for  some  time  there 
has  been  an  effort  on  the  part  of  the  Gov- 
ernment to  lead  the  multitude  to  look  for 
office.     We  find  from  end  to    end  of 
Ontario — I  cannot  speak  for  the  province 
of  Quebec  or  the  Maritime   Provinces — 
but  there  is  a  prevailing  feeling  amongst 
those  that  are  unfortunate  to  look  to  the 
ministers  to  give  them  office,  so  they  may 
obtain  their  sustenance  from  the  public 
treasury.     This  reminds  me  very  much  of 
an  anecdote :  a  British  nobleman  visited 
Henry  Clay  at  his  beautiful  place  in  Ken- 
tucky, on  which  occasion  Mr.  Clay,  one 
day  after  breakfast,  asked  his  guest  if  he 
would  take  a  walk  over  his  domain.     In 
their  ramble  they  came  to  a  shady  grove, 
where  they  found  a  number  of  troughs, 
when  Mr.  Clay  took  from  his  pocket  some 
grain  and  salt,  which  he  scattered  in  the 
troughs  and  giving  a  loud,shrill  sound  from 
a  whistle  which  he  carried  in  his  pocket, 
hogs  came  towards  him  from  every  direc- 
tion, upon  which  Mr.  Clay  remarked  to 
the  nobleman — "  do  you  see  that  swinish 
multitude?       They  are    typical    of  the 
hungry  office' seekers  that  surround  the 
President  of  the  United  Sutes  after  a 
presidential  election."    And  so  we  find 
this  country  full  of  hungry  office  seekers, 
who  zealously  entered  their  appearance  at 
those  great  demonstrations  last  autumn  in 
honor  of  the  first  minister  of  thb  country 
at  Montreal  and  Toronto.     I  do  not  mean 
to  say  that  all  those  who  participated  in 


those  demonstrations  were  such  office 
seekers,  but  one  of  them  came  to  me  at 
the  Queen's  Hotel,  Toronto,  after  the 
grand  demonstration  there,  swearing  and 
saying,  "  I  have  spent  a  large  amount  of 
money  going  to  those  demonstrations,  and 
I  have  been  humbugged  long  enough  with 
promises ;  I  will  not  go  to  another."  We 
have  thus  some  idea  of  the  nature  of  those 
public  demonstrations,  which  might  thus 
be  composed  of  2,000  office  seekers 
crowding  after  him,  just  like  the  multitude 
that  came  to  the  shrill  sound  of  Henry 
Cla/s  whistle.  I  have  nothing  further 
to  say  with  regard  to  this  Bill 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  what  the 
Minister  of  Justice  said  with  respect  to  the 
form  of  this  Bill  is  sound ;  but  there  was 
a  reason  for  introducing  it  in  the  shape  in 
which  it  has  come  up.  If  the  minister 
will  look  at  the  chapter  of  the  consolidated 
statutes  respecting  the  civil  service,  he  will 
see  that  the  Bill,  as  introduced  in  the 
other  House,  was  a  transcript  of  that 
chapter,  with  the  desired  amendments, 
inserted.  I  suppose  the  object  is  to  sub- 
stitute this  for  that  chapter  in  the  consoli- 
dated statutes. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELU-The 
amendments  are  inserted  in  italics. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— As  a  matter  of 
mechanical  convenience,  it  was  a  wise 
course  to  take.  We  have  had  several 
discussions  on  civil  service  bills;  and 
this  time  we  are  fortunate  in  having  pre- 
sent, and  taking  part  in  the  discussion^ 
and  giving*us  a  great  deal  of  valuable  in- 
formation in  connection  with  the  matter, 
the  hon.  gentleman  whom  we  may  look 
upon  as  the  father  of  this  system.  I  could 
detect  running  through  the  hon.  gentle- 
man's speech,  however,  a  certain  melan- 
choly strain ;  and  I  do  not  wonder  because, 
looking  at  the  report  which  he  made  as 
chairman  of  the  commission,  and  at  the 
law  in  which  that  report  is  supposed  to  be 
embodied,  I  think  the  father  finds  it  diffi- 
cult to  recognize  his  own  offspring.  Un- 
less I  am  misinformed,  the  commission  of 
which  my  hon.  friend  was  the  head,  re- 
commended that  admission  to  the  civil 
service  should  be  by  competitive  exami- 
nation. That  I  think  is  the  essential 
feature  of  a  really  good  civil  service  sys* 
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tem;  but,  unfortunately,  that  essential 
feature  is  omitted  from  the  system  as  we 
have  it  here.  The  hon.  gentleman  said, 
and  he  stated  it  as  a  melancholy  fact,  that 
at  the  time  this  commission  was  appointed, 
political  influence  had  a  great  deal  to  do 
<with  the  appointments. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  am  glad  to  know 
that  I  did  not  misinterpret  my  hon.  friend. 
The  fact  is,  that  under  the  present  system, 
[political  influence  makes  the  appoins- 
ments  just  as  it  did  before  ;  but  there  it 
this  improvement  now,  that  political  influ- 
•ence  cannot  appoint  a  man  who  is  utterly 
ignorant.    That  is  the  only  change. 

Hon.  Mr.  MAcINNES— A  man  must 
!be  of  the  requisite  age. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  — And  they 
♦were  formerly  appointed  without  being  of 
the  requisite  age. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— There  is  that 
little  improvement — the  candidate  must 
ibe  of  the  requisite  age,  and  must  possess 
a  certain  amount  of  information. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— That  is  a  good 
^eal. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  is  something  ; 
but  the  essential  feature  of  a  good  civil 
service  system  does  not  exist.  A  hundred 
candidates  go  up  for  examination  under 
the  present  system,  and  the  examinations 
as  a  rule  are  easy.  The  Government,  in 
making  an  appointment,  may  take  the  low- 
est man  who  passed,  and  appoint  him  to 
jfill  the  first  vacancy  that  occurs.  I  am 
not  aware  that  there  are  any  cases  where 
the  political  leanings  ofthe  candidate  have 
been  overlooked.  So  far  as  political  in- 
fluence is  concerned,  it  is  felt  almost  as 
much  as  ever. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES — It  is  an  open 
competition. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— My  hon.  friend 
has  stated  that  he  proposes  to  move  one 
amendment.     I  hope  it  will  be  to  that 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER. 


clause  of  the  Bill,  and  that  he  will  move 
that  in  future  the  persons  who  come  out 
best  in  the  examination  sh^ll  be  appointed, 
and  then  we  shall  have  competitive  exam- 
inations and  get  clear  of  political  influence. 
The  hon,  gentleman  also  referred  to  an- 
other matter  which  does  not  come  direct- 
ly before  us ;  but  it  is  a  matter  of  a  good 
deal  of  consequence  and  one  which  has 
been  discussed  in  this  House  on  two  or 
three  occasions — the  question  of  civil 
service  superannuation.  It  appears  that 
the  Government  did  not  adopt  what 
the  commission  recommended.  The  re- 
commendation must  be  recognized  as  a 
very  much  better  system  than  the  one 
which  now  prevails.  That  is  a  system  re- 
sembling life  insurance,  under  which  the 
widows  and  children  of  servants  who  die 
in  the  Government  employ,  should  receive 
something. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES— No,  we  did 
not  recommend  such  an  amendment 
That  is  an  entirely  different  Bill  from  the 
one  which  is  before  us. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— But  that  system 
was  recommended. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES— We  made  no 
such  recommendation  to  amend  the  Civil 
Service  Act,  as  it  stood  then,  or  as  it 
stands  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  understood  that 
my  hon.  friend  recommended  that  system 
of  life  insurance,  and  did  not  think  it  was 
to  be  in  addition  to  superannuation.  It 
is  to  be  regretted  that  some  such  system 
has  not  been  introduced ;  because  now  it 
is  sometimes  thought  desirable  to  dispense 
with  the  services  of  an  officer  for  one 
knows  not  what  reason,  and  he  is  super- 
annuated with  a  large  allowance ;  and  we 
find  him,  as  the  hon.  member  from  Wood- 
stock stated,  looking  for  employment  in 
other  ways,  quite  energetic,  active  and 
able  to  do  his  business,  though  drawing  a 
large  amount  of  public  money ;  while  in 
the  case  of  a  servant  who  dies  in  the  public 
service,  who  has  saved  nothing  whatever, 
and  leaves  a  helpless  widow  and  children, 
the  law  makes  no  provision.  It  must 
strike  everyone  that  this  is  a  most  unsatis- 
factory and  inequitable  system.  There  is 
no  doubt  that   this  superannuation  has 
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been  abused;  we  have  discussed  that 
before  If  you  look  at  the  estimates  this 
year  you  will  find  that  there  are  about 
$200,000  estimated  for  superannuations 
alone.  That  is  a  tremendous  sum  for  a 
poor  and  thinly-peopled  country  like  this. 
It  is  about  one-fifth  of  the  whole  money 
paid  for  civil  service  purposes.  That  is 
clearly  an  abuse,  and  if  hon.  gentlemen 
will  look  at  the  returns  which  have  been 
brought  down  from  time  to  time  they  will 
see  that  what  was  intended  to  meet  an 
exceptional  case,  the  provision  that  a  num- 
ber of  years  should  be  added  to  the  period 
of  service  of  an  officer  who  is  about  to  be 
superannuated,  has  been  made  the  general 
rule,  and  that  in  very  few  cases  have  offi- 
cers been  superannuated  on  the  allowance 
to  which  they  were  strictly  entitled.  I 
have  ventured  to  say  so  much  on  the 
general  question ;  although  perhaps  strictly 
we  ought  to  deal  only  with  the  new  matter 
in  this  Bill — at  least  that  might  have  been 
more  convenient  for  the  Government  As 
to  the  new  portion  of  the  Bill,  I  wish  to 
say  this,  that  most  of  the  amendments 
-which  have  been  mentioned  by  the  Hon. 
Minister  of  Justice,  in  my  humble  opinion, 
are  improvements.  The  two  most  impor- 
tant alterations  that  this  Bill  makes  in  the 
civil  service  law  are — first,  that  the  whole 
matter  of  the  civil  service  is  put  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Oh. 
no ;  only  the  examining  board. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  board  shall 
be  supervised  by  the  Secretary  of  State. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— That 
is  only  the  Board  of  Examiners. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  is  an  im- 
portant matter. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB — It  merely  gives  it 
to  one  man  instead  of  the  Council. 

Hon.    Mr.   MacINNES— Formerly  it 
was  the  Governor-in-Council 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  should  have 
much  more  confidence  in  the  Board  of 
which  the  Minister  of  Justice  was  a  mem- 
ber, than  I  would  have  in  a  single  officer 
«uch  as  the  gentleman  who  is  to  supervise 
C2 


this  board  now.  It  is  most  desirable 
now,  following  out  the  intentions  of  the 
commission  of  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
behind  me  was  chairman,  that  this  exam- 
ining board  should  be  kept  as  free  as 
possible  from  every  suspicion  of  political 
influence ;  and  I  think  the  fact  that  the 
board  is  to  be  directly  supervised  by  thfe 
Secretary  of  State  is  calculated  to  increase 
rather  than  to  diminish  the  political  in- 
fluence over  the  examiners.  That  is  one 
change  which  does  not  deserve  approval 
and  the  other  is  the  change  in  the  mode 
of  payment  of  the  examining  board.  The 
cost  of  this  examining  board  is  very 
considerably  increased.  The  utmost 
amount  that  one  of  those  examiners 
could  get  under  the  law  as  it  has  existed, 
was  $300,  in  addition  to  his  travelling 
expenses.  Under  this  Bill,  each  mem- 
ber gets  not  merely  the  maximum  that 
he  could  get  under  the  old  system,  but  he 
gets  double  the  amount  of  the  old  maxi* 
mum,  $600.  There  is  to  be  a  secretary; 
Under  the  existing  law  the  secretary 
was  to  be  a  member  of  the  board 
of  examiners,  so  that  there  were  only 
two  members  and  a  secretary,  receiving 
$1,600  in  all.  Now,  there  are  to  be 
three  members,  receiving  $600  each, 
and  a  secretary  whose  salary  is  fixed 
at  $1,000,  so  that  the  expense  of  the 
board  has  been  about  doubled.  I  think, 
when  we  come  to  look  at  the  actual  posi- 
tion of  affairs,  that  increase  will  appear 
the  more  objectionable.  The  fact  is  that 
under  the  examinations  which  have  already 
been  held,  a  larger  number  of  candidates 
have  passed  than  will  be  required  to  fill 
places  for  the  next  two  or  three  years. 
As  the  law  existed  before,  there  need  be 
very  little  expense  incurred,  if  it  ^'as 
deemed  unnecessary  to  hold  examinations, 
I  do  not  see  the  necessity  of  holding 
some  four  examinations  each  year  wheA 
there  are  so  large  a  number  of  persons 
who  have  qualified. 

Hon.  Sir.  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
There  are  only  two  examinations  per 
annum. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Supplemental 
examinations  are  held. 


Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES— We  are 
sisting  to  educate  the  people. 
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Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  matter  of 
education  has  been  left  to  the  local  gov- 
ernments ;  I  do  not  think  it  is  our  busi- 
ness to  educate  men.  If  these  examin- 
ations had  no  other  effect  than  to  educate 
these  young  men,  there  might  not  be  so 
much  objection  to  it.  We  may  educate 
them,  although  I  doubt  if  we  do  ;  as  a 
rule,  I  think  they  receive  their  educations 
elsewhere,  and  after  being  educated  they 
come  to  pass  these  examinations.  The 
result  of  holding  out  inducements  to 
young  men  to  pass  these  examinations  is 
that  we  make  them  waiters  upon  Provi- 
dence 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES— Hear,  hear  ! 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gent- 
leman seems  to  be  amused,  but  it  is  a 
serious  matter.  There  are,  I  understand, 
about  1,200  young  men  who  have  passed 
these  examinations.  Here  are  these 
young  men  who,  but  for  the  inducements 
held  out  by  this  system,  would  go  to  make 
their  livings  at  some  independent  enter- 
prise, who  are  now  trusting  to  Providence, 
or  trusting  to  the  good  will  of  the  Govern- 
ment which  we  have  been  told  is  a  par- 
ticular friend  of  Providence,  for  something 
to  do  bye  and  bye.  I  think  that  is  a  very 
unfortunate  state  of  things. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES— Large  num- 
bers of  these  civil  service  candidates  who 
have  passed  the  examinations  are  picked 
up  by  outsiders,  such  as  banks,  insurance 
companies  and  others,  just  as  the  best  of 
them  are  in  Great  Britain.  They  see  the 
list  of  the  young  men  who  have  passed 
those  examinations,  and  they  immediately 
avail  themselves  of  the  opportunity  of 
picking  them  up  and  giving  them  em- 
ployment. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB — It  answers  as  a 
first-class  recommendation ;  they  are  well 
known  everywhere. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  am  glad  that 
my  hon.  friend's  experience  has  been  of 
that  kind  ;  I  cannot  say  that  my  own  has. 
It  may  occasionally  happen'that  a  young 
man  who  passes  this  examination  is  taken 
.nto  the  service  of  a  bank  or  an  insurance 
company,  but  I  presume  that  they  would 
have  taken  him  at  any  rate.     The  banks 


have  never  found  much  difficulty  hereto- 
fore in  getting  clerks,  and  I  do  not  think 
that  it  is  our  business  to  supply  them. 
This  Bill  examplifies  a  tendency  which  is 
too  strong  in  Canada  altogether,  that  when 
a  comparatively  trifling  expense  would 
have  enabled  the  Government  to  hold  all 
the  examinations  necessary,  they  fasten  on 
the  country  an  expensive  piece  of  machin- 
ery, which,  whether  the  work  is  necessary 
or  not,  will  go  on  turning  out  candidates 
who  are  not  required  at  all,  at  great  ex- 
pense to  the  country.  I  think  that  this 
particular  alteration  in  the  Act  is  a  change 
altogether  in  the  wrong  direction,  and  I 
am  very  sorry  to  see  it.  I  presume,  as  to 
the  details  of  the  Bill,  that  there  will  be  an 
opportunity  to  discuss  them  in  committee* 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  intended  to  ad- 
dress a  few  remarks  to  the  House,  but  the 
subject  has  been  pretty  exhaustively  treat- 
ed ;  I  may,  however,  say  something  more, 
at  a  future  stage.  I  have  not  taken 
much  interest  in  civil  service  legislation, 
because  I  have  never  had  the  smallest 
faith  in  it.  It  is  a  very  good  thing  in 
theory,  but  it  is  not  really  carried  out 
The  chief  objection  I  have  found  to  it  is 
the  very  one  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
who  has  just  taken  his  seat  has  adverted ; 
that  is,  it  is  stimulating  a  large  number  of 
young  men,  all  over  the  country,  to  believe 
that,  by  passing  an  examination,  they  wiU 
get  an  appointment  to  the  civil  service. 
They  have  come  in  hundreds  and  passed 
the  examination,  and  that  has  been  the 
end  of  it.  When  the  Government  want 
to  make  an  appointment,  they  do  not  look 
to  the  lai^e  number  of  young  men  who,  at 
very  considerable  expense  to  themselves, 
have  passed  examinations,  but  appoint 
somebody  who  has  political  influence — 
someone  who  has  been  put  in  as  a  super- 
numerary clerk,  and  told  to  work  up  and 
be  prepared  to  pass  the  examination. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
hon.  gentleman  should  not  say  that  the 
Government  disregard  the  law — ^that  when 
they  want  a  supernumerary  clerk  they  take 
him  from  outside  the  list  altogether. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  like  to 
make  a  strong  statement,  but  I  venture  to 
say,  if  we  could  get  now  the  names  of 
those  who  had  been  employed  during  the 
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last  year,  we  would  find  that  a  v«ry  con- 
siderable number  have  been  put  on  as 
extra  clerks,  who  have  not  passed  the 
examination.  The  Government  can  pass 
an  Order-in-Council  by  which,  for  a 
limited  time,  supernumerary  clerks  can  be 
paid,  and  thus  they  can  override  the 
Auditor  General 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^The 
Order-in-Council  can  only  be  for  one 
month. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Only  for  one 
month  at  a  time ;  they  can  pass  another 
Order-in-Council  for  the  next  month,  and 
another,  for  the  next 


Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
There  are  supernumerary  clerks  who 
were  employed  anterior  to  the  passing  of 
the  Civil  Service  Act,  and  those  have  been 
kept  on. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— For  the  reason 
which  I  have  given,  I  have  never  taken 
much  interest  in  the  Civil  Service  Bills.  I 
was  rather  interested  in  the  speech  made 
by  the  hon.  Senator  from  Burlington  in 
which  he  told  us  in  very  Rowing  terms  of 
all  the  trips  the  commissioners  had  made 
and  all  the  sittings  they  had  held  in  the 
various  towns  of  Canada,  collecting  infor- 
mation. I  should  have  felt  more  gratified 
if  the  suggestions  he  had  made  were  being 
carried  out  in  the  same  spirit  as  the  system 
is  being  carried  out  in  England,  but  we 
shall  have  to  move  very  considerably  out 
of  the  political  circle  in  which  we  move 
here  before  we  arrive  at  the  condition  of 
affairs  that  prevails  there;  because  it  cannot 
be  for  a  moment  imagined  that  all  the 
young  men  in  the  country  are  on 
the  Conservative  side — that  there  are  no 
young  men  on  the  Liberal  side  who 
are  fit  for  appointment  to  the  dvil  ser- 
vice. The  fact  is,  we  find  that  the 
appointments  are  made  entirely  ftom 
among  the  friends  of  the  Government  I 
venture  to  say  that  if  you  take  the  number 
of  appointments  made  from  those  who 
had  passed  the  Board  before  th^  were 
appcMnted  at  all,  you  will  discover  that  the 
pmentage  is  veiy,  very  small.    I  do  not 


suppose  there  would  be  anything  like  lo 
per  cent ;  so  here  we  have  90  per  cent  of 
the  appointments  made  from  persons  who 
were  not  examined  before  their  appoint- 
ment, and  not  from  amongst  the  young 
men  of  the  country  who  have  been  led  by 
false  representations  to  look  for  Govern- 
ment positions,  and  have  been  waiting  on 
Providence,  looking  to  the  Government 
and  believing  the  time  might  come  when 
they  would  receive  an  appointment  I 
have,  myself,  frequently  been  appealed  to 
by  gentlemen,  who  have  said  "I  have 
passed  the  civil  service  examination  and 
I  want  an  appointment"  I  have  invariably 
said,  "  unless  your  application  is  backed 
up  by  two  or  three  strong  friends  of  the 
Government,  your  have  no  chance  of  get- 
ting an  appointment"  It  b  new  to  me  to 
hear  that  the  banks  and  other  prominent 
institutions  of  the  country  pick  up  those 
young  men  who  pass  these  examinations. 
I  should  be  very  glad  if  that  were  the  case, 
but  no  instance  of  the  kind  has  come  un- 
der my  observation.  There  may  be  iso- 
lated cases,  but  I  doubt  very  much 
whether  these  examinations  form  a  pre- 
liminary to  the  appointment  of  young  men 
to  banking  or  commercial  house&  I 
should  be  very  glad  to  hear  that  it  was  the 
rule ;  it  would  have  an  excellent  effect, 
but  those  companies  generally  select  their 
men  from  the  best  material  they  can  find 
at  hand,  whether  they  pass  civil  service 
examinations  or  not  I  was  not  aware, 
though  I  should  be  very  glad  to  hear  that 
it  was  the  case,  that  a  certificate  from  the 
Board  of  Examiners  gave  a  young  man 
a  status  in  the  country.  However,  on 
that  point  I  may  be  wrong,*  but 
I  repeat,  not  a  single  case  has 
come  under  my  observation  in  which 
passing  the  civil  service  examination  has 
obtained  a  situation  for  a  young  man. 
The  hon.  gentleman  firom  Buriington  in- 
troduced the  subject  of  civil  service  super- 
annuation and  justified  the  system.  I  do 
not  propose  to  go  into  the  subject  further 
than  to  point  out  this  fact,  which  is 
patent,  that  year  by  year  this  amount  is 
swelling  up  enormously,  and  it  is  out  of 
all  proportion  (and  the  proportion  is  be- 
coming greater  each  year)  to  the  moneys 
paid  in.  I  have  not  had  time  to  look 
over  these  returns,  but  I  think  it  is  in  the 
neighborhood  of  $175,000  or  $180,000 
that  was  paid  last  year.     Does  not  that 
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seem  a  monstrous  sum,  particularly  with 
the  knowledge  that  there  are  men  all  over 
this  country  who  feel  that  they  are  capable 
of  earning  a  living  for  themselves,  who 
are  enjoying  very  handsome  annuities, 
from  $800  to  $1,800  a  year.  I  could 
name  several  men  who  are  yet  in  their 
prime,  but  who  have  been  disposed  of 
simply  to  make  room  for  some  favorite,  or 
because  they  did  not  get  along,  perhaps, 
with  the  deputy  head  or  some  one  else  in 
the  Department,  and  consequently  they 
had  to  be  shunted.  There  is  no  doubt 
about  that  If  we  run  over  the  names  of 
those  who  are  on  the  superannuation  list, 
we  will  find  a  very  considerable  proportion 
of  them  fit  for  public  service — quite  as  fit 
as  many  who  are  in  the  service  now.  My 
hon.  friend  points  on\  that  there  is  some 
advantage  gained,  because  an  office  has 
been  abolished  or  you  are  getting  another 
man  to  perform  the  service  at  a  lower 
salary.  I  only  point  out  that  the  sum 
tiiat  we  2xe  paying  year  by  year  is  enw- 
mously  increasing;  that  we  are  paying 
more  to  the  employes  of  the  Government. 
The  figures  during  the  last  six  or  eight 
years  have  been  increasing  continuously, 
by  xo  or  15  per  cent,  and  that  is  consid- 
erably added  to  by  the  superannuation 
allowances.  You  are  employing  two 
men  to  do  the  work  that  one  did  before, 
and  that  is  adding  very  considerably  to 
the  cost  of  the  extension  of  civil  govern- 
ment in  this  country.  Of  course  it  is  a 
question  that  ought  not  to  be  discussed 
now,  because  hoa  gentlemen  have  not  the 
figures  before  them,  but  the  hon*  member 
from  Buriington,in  his  anxiety  to  say  a  great 
deal  in  favor  of  the  commission  and  the 
recommendations  they  had  made,  has 
chosen  to  speak .  of  the  subject  of  super- 
annuation, which  I  think  is- not  deserving 
of  the  &ivor  that  he  asks  for  it,  because  I 
think  it  b  d  serious  blemish,  on  our  sys- 
tem that  we  pay  so  onny  men  now,  who 
are  quite  capable  of  sermg  the  ooontry, 
a  handsome  mnnity  in  order  that  others 
may  be  put  in  their  plaaes. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Witb  re- 
gard to  competitive  examinations  helping 
young  men  to  obtain  situations,  I  can 
endorse  the  remark  of  the  hop.  member 
from  Burlington,  ; 

Hon;  Mk.  SCOTT^How  many  cases 
do  you  know  of? 

Hon.  Mp  SCOTT. 


Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  know 
only  two  cases  of  my  own  knowledge, 
both  in  Montreal  In  one  the  young 
man  was  appointed  to  a  commercial 
house,  and  in  the  other  to  a  bank,  in 
consequence,  I  believe,  of  having  passed 
this  examination.  How  many  others 
there  may  be  I  do  not  know.  I  believe 
the  examination  is  a  very  stringent  one, 
from  what  I  have  been  told  by  those  who 
have  failed  to  pass  it  It  is  a  great  pro- 
tection to  the  public  in  the  appointment 
of  civil  servants.  No  doubt  there  may  be 
some  young  men  who  wait  for  the  sweet 
bye  and  bye,  until  their  friends  get  into 
power,  but  I  think  generally  those  who 
pass  the  examination  find  their  way  into 
other  occupations,  waiting  for  the  time 
when  they  may  have  a  chance  of  getting 
an  appointment  to  the  civil  service.  No 
doubt  there  is  some  trduble  in  these  civil 
service  superannuations.  Perhaps  ten 
years  may  be  allowed  to  a  man  to  get  rid  of 
him,  in  order  to  abolish  the  office  or 
something  of  that  kind.  I  believe  the 
system  is  open  to  corruption,  though  how 
far  it  has  been  abused  by  this  Government 
or  any  other  I  do  not  know;  I  have 
never  inquired  into  it  I  think  the  civil 
service  exammations  have  blocked  the 
overdue  influence  which  was  exercised  on 
the  Government  for  appomtments  to  the 
civil  service  No  douh^  the  public  offices 
had  been  crammed  by  persons  not  quali- 
fied  for  such  positions.  I  believe  that 
the  public  service  might  be  performed  as 
efficiently  as  it  is  now  done,  with  two- 
thirds  of  the  present  number  of  civil 
servants.  Many  of  them  are  only  an 
incubus  on  the  service  of  the  country,  and 
I  hope  the  Government  will  be  able  to 
get  rid  of  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— Talking  about 
superannuation  of  officials,  reminds  me  of 
a  matter  irith  which  I  am  quite  familiar. 
I  do  not  wteh  to  say  which  class  of  poli- 
ticians the  matter  happened  under,  but  the 
ineident'  to-  which  I  am  about  to  refer 
octufred  some  teti  or  Eleven  years  ago. 
I  know  three  cases.  Tht  firsrt  is  that  of  a 
^enCteman  who  was'  superannuated,  for 
age  I  understood,  and  If  t  wanted  a  man 
to  go  to  the  North-West  tb-day  to  lead  a 
company  to  put  down  lihe  rebelKon,  I  do 
not  know  a  man  in  the  province  that  I 
WCmId  {(refer  before  hiitt.      He  is  walking 
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about  the  streets  at  present^  unoccupied, 
and  he  must  be  now  tor  ten  years  at  least 
receiving  an  allowance  of  $808.56  a  year. 
His  salary  had  been  $1,250  a  year.  I 
refer  now  to  another  gentleman,  who  is 
receiving  an  allowance  of  $1,400  a  year. 
His  salary  had  been  $2,000.  I  think  he 
was  superannuated  about  the  same  time 
as  the  one  to  whom  I  have  just  referred. 
He  is  a  gentleman,  and  always  was  a 
gentleman,  but  I  do  not  see  that  he  should 
have  the  public  money  for  nothing  any 
more  than  anyone  else  ;  but  he  is  receiv- 
ing it,  and  has  been  receiving  it  for  the 
last  ten  or  eleven  years — at  all  events  I 
think  it  was  under  the  previous  Govern- 
ment that  these  were  superannuated 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— He  was  replaced 
by  another  gentleman,  who  received  a 
salary  in  the  neighborhood  of  $2,500  or 
$3,000  a  year  to  do  the  work  that  his  pre- 
decessor had  done  for  $2,000  a  year.  I 
also  know  another  gentleman  who  was 
appointed  in  the  place  of  one  of  those 
superannuated  officers,  and  instead  of 
giving  him  what  the  former  officer  had,  he 
got  some  $2,000  a  year  for  doing  what  had 
been  done  by  the  party  who  was  super- 
annuated for  $1,250.  The  man  who 
received  the  $2,000  a  year  was  perhaps  the 
most  unfit  that  could  be  picked  out  of  the 
population  of  St  John  for  such  a  situation. 
He  was  an  old  man  when  he  was  appointed, 
a  helpless  man,  unfit  in  every  respect  to 
fill  the  office  he  was  appointed  to,  and 
totally  unfit  to  be  a  substitute  for  the  man 
who  had  been  superannuated. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH- How  long 
ago  was  that  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— It  was  during  the 
previous  administration.  That  gentleman 
who  was  receiving  $2,000  a  year  was  by 
some  means  or  other  superannuated  on  an 
allowance  of  $500  a  year,  and  he  is  now 
a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  has 
been  for  several  years,  though  he  is  draw- 
ing his  superannuation  aflowance.  I 
mention  those  three  instances  to  show  to 
what  an  extent  this  superannuation  system 
may  be  abused.  Men  are  superannuated 
who  are  quite  competent  to  do  their  work, 
and  others  are  put  in  their  {^ces. 


Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Is  there  anything 
about  superannuation  in  this  Bill  at  all  ? 

Hun.  Mr.  DEVER— I  have  no  refer- 
ence  to  this  Bill  at  all ;  I  am  only  telling 
you  what  came  under  my  notice,  in  reply 
to  some  remarks  that  had  fallen  from  an 
hon.  gentleman  in  reference*  to  the  abuse 
of  this  superannuation  clause.  I  say  that 
those  things  have  happened,  and  they  are 
going  on  now,  and  there  is  a  waste  of 
public  money  in  consequence. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  wish  to 
draw  from  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Bur- 
lington, if  possible,  some  explanation  with 
reference  to  the  examinations.  As  he  has 
been  chairman  of  the  commission,  no 
doubt  he  is  in  a  position  to  state  to  the 
House  how  those  examinations  are  con- 
ducted, and  what  becomes  of  the  exami- 
nation papers  of  the  candidates.  It  is 
manifestly  a  matter  of  great  importance 
that  the  Government  should  obtain  the 
services  of  the  most  competent  candidates, 
and  that  their  names  and  qualifications 
should  be  known  to  all  the  world,  and  to 
the  candidates  themselves.  I  think  that 
the  end  contemplated  by  competitive  ex- 
aminations will  not  be  attained,  unless  the 
full  results  of  those  examinations  are  made 
public.  Hon.  gentlemen  have  stated  that 
large  numbers  of  both  candidates  remain 
for  a  lengthened  period  after  the  examina- 
tion waiting  for  appointments  which  never 
come,  so  they  take  employment  as  it  offers 
in  other  businesses.  In  the  meantime,  per- 
haps, vacancies  occur  in  the  public  ser- 
vice, and  the  list  is  taken  up  and  a  random 
selection  is  made  from  the  well-known 
supporters  of  the  Government.  Now,  if  a 
system  of  this  sort  prevails,  and  continues, 
it  is  obvious  that  the  civil  service  will,  in 
a  comparatively  short  time,  be  filled  by 
men  who  arc  supporters  oif  the  existing 
government,  particularly  if  that  govern- 
ment happened  to  be  long  in  office,  and 
that  I  conceive  would  be  a  manifest  evil 
The  remedy  for  this  state  of  things  is  that 
the  best  men  should  be  appointed,  and 
that  all  the  candidates  should  have  their 
papers  returned  to  them,  in  order  that 
they  may  see  how  many  marics  they  re- 
ceive at  the  examination,  wherrin  they 
failed,  and  how  they  came  to  Mi  If  this 
system  were  pursued  tliere  would  be  no 
complaint  of  injustice,  so  far  as  examina- 
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tions  are  concerned)  and  all  the  candidates 
would  know  precisely  how  far  the  attain- 
ments of  their  fellow  candidates  extended. 
I  have  risen  to  give  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Burlington  an  opportunity  to  dear 
up  this  doubt,  and  I  think  many  members 
of  this  House  would  be  grateful  for  this 
information,  and  I  am  sure  a  great  many 
candidates  who  have  not  heretofore  ob^ 
tained  Government  situations,  will  then 
understand  how  it  came  about  that  they 
failed. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington)— 
With  reference  to  the  candidates  who 
come  up  to  be  examined  by  the  civil 
service  commissioners,  the  hon.  gentle- 
man will  of  course  understand  that  they 
belong  to  all  classes — to  his  side  of  politics, 
as  well  as  to  our  side,  so  that  there  is  no 
selection  in  that  respect  It  is  open  and 
competitive  as  far  as  that  is  concerned. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE  —  How 
about  the  marks  and  the  papers  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES— Firet  of  all  I 
will  point  out  to  the  hon.  gentleman  that, 
according  to  the  present  Act,  immediately 
after  the  examination,a  listof  the  candidates 
who  have  passed  is  made  out  and  pub- 
lished in  the  Canada  Gazette.  As  regards 
the  examination  papers,  they  are,  I  think, 
written  papers  which  are  sent  to  the  office 
of  the  Secretary  of  State. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— There  is 
the  evil 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES— Where  is 
the  evil  ?    ^Vhat  are  we  to  do  with  them  ? 

Hon.  Mr,  SCOTT— There  is  no  rate- 
ing  ;  they  are  all  put  on  an  equal  basis, 
though  they  are  not  equal  as  to  marks. 
Some  roust  have  been  very  much  better 
than  others ;  some  must  have  had  more 
marks  than  others,  and  I  think  the  most 
pertinent  proposition  is  that  the  world 
should  know  which  candidates  passed  the 
best  examination,  just  as  they  do  now  in 
the  Military  College  examination.  There 
is  an  illustration;  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ment give  commissions  to  the  four  best 
graduates  each  year.  Why  not  adopt  an 
examination  of  that  kind  ?  It  is  a  star 
chamber  business  now ;  the  examinations 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE. 


are  made,  the  board  decide,  and  the  pulv 
lie  never  see  the  papers — no  one  ever 
sees  the  papers  except  the  government. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
marks  can  be  seen,  if  any  person  desires 
to  see  the  papers.  The  examination 
papers  are  kept  for  a  year  and  then  de- 
stroyed. The  names  of  the  successful 
candidates  are  published  in  the  Canada 
Gazette,  It  would  not  be  fair  to  publish 
the  names  of  unsuccessful  candidates,  and 
therefore  they  do  not  do  so;  but  the 
names  of  the  successful  men  are  published. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  understood  that 
they  were  put  in  sections.  Those  who 
secure  up  to  60  marks  are  put  in  one  sec- 
tion ;  all  up  to  70  are  put  in  another ;  all 
up  to  80  are  put  in  another,  and  so  on, 
and  the  highest  grade  is  put  at  the  head 
of  the  list. 

Hon.  Sir.  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— That 
I  believe  to  be  the  case.  As  to  the  publi- 
cation of  the  names  of  the  successful 
candidates,  that  is  provided  for  by  the 
34th  clause. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  does  not  say 
in  the  order  of  merit 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— No, 
but  that  I  beheve  to  be  the  case — that  it 
is  in  the  order  in  which  they  passed  that 
they  are  published.  It  would  t>e  manifest* 
ly  un&ir  to  publish  the  names  of  the  un- 
successful candidates.  It  is  no  hardship 
to  those  young  men  to  ^o  up  for  examina- 
tion. It  is  an  episode  m  their  lives.  If  a 
young  man  goes  to  a  bank  or  to  a  railway 
company  and  does  not  get  employment 
he  tries  his  chance  for  the  civil  service, 
and  he  goes  through  the  examination.  If 
he  does  not  get  employment  then  it  does 
not  waste  his  time,  it  does  not  make  him 
dissipated,  and  it  does  not  damage  him 
in  any  way.  He  simply  tries  his  chances 
for  the  civil  service,  and  what  harm  does 
it  do  him?  The  hon.  gentleman  says 
that  a  number  go  away  disappointed 
There  is  no  help  for  that  You  cannot 
appoint  500  because  500  candidates  have 
succeeded  in  passing.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man says  we  ought  to  open  the  civil 
service  to  those  who  are  qualified ; 
but    he    does    not    suppose    that    all 
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the  men  who  have  passed  the  civil 
service  escamination — some  1,500  up  to 
the  present  time — ^are  waiting  to  be  em- 
ployed, still  resting  on  their  oars,  and  do- 
ing nothing  ?  There  is  no  suggestion  of 
that  kind.  This  only  means  that  they 
take  their  chances  for  employment  in  the 
civil  service  of  the  country.  They  pass 
the  examination,  and  if  it  fails  they  try 
something  else.  It  does  them  no  harm,  and 
only  fastens  in  their  minds  the  knowledge 
that  they  have,  and  qualifies  them  better 
far  other  employment. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— Both  the 
leader  of  the  Government  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  was  chairman  of  the  com- 
mission, have,  I  think,  shrunk  from 
answering  the  point  which  I  brought  to 
their  notice 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
faon.  gentleman  did  not  ask  me  any 
question. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— That  is 
not  the  question  in  this  case ;  it  is  the 
position  of  the  candidates.  The  examin- 
ers may  place  the  candidates  where  they 
please,  and  the  public  has  no  opportunity 
of  knowing  how  the  candidates  got  there. 
The  candidate  may  be  conscious, 
himself,  that  he  has  passed  a  successful 
examination,  yet  he  finds  himself  far  down 
on  the  list.  The  only  check  on  that  sort 
of  thing  is  the  return  of  the  papers  to  the 
candidates. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— They  all  know 
what  the  result  is. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE  —  The 
leader  of  the  Government  and  the  chair- 
man of  the  civil  service  commission  have 
not  touched  on  that  point,  nor  is  there  any 
provision  in  the  Bill  for  this  ration^ 
arrangement.  If  hon.  gentlemen  would 
look  at  the  results  of  such  examinations 
as  those  of  Sandhurst  and  Woolwich,  ex- 
aminations conducted  upon  the  most 
exact  and  £air  principles,  as  well  as  being 
very  rigid,  they  would  find  there  the 
number  of  marks  made  by  ev^  candidate 
in  the  columns  of  the  Times,  and  it  is  also 
well  known  that  the  commissions  which 
result  from  those  examinations  are  given 
mostly  to    men  who  have  stood  at  the 


head  of  the  list,  without  fear  or  favor ;  but 
under  this  system  there  is  no  security  that 
the  man  who  passes  a  good  examination 
will  stand  high  on  the  list,  or  that  he  will 
obtain  employment  This  is  a  state  of 
things  that  ought  not  to  be  permitted  to 
endure. 

Hon.  Mr.  POIRIER  (in  French)— I 
was  pleased  to  hear  what  the  Minister  of 
Justice  said  concerning  the  manner  in 
which  the  lists  of  the  successful  candidates 
are  made.  That  being  the  case,  there 
should  be  no  difficulty  in  adding  to  clause 
34  such  words  as  would  embody  his  de- 
claration— ^that  is,  directing  and  obliging 
the  Board  of  Examiners  to  put  those  who 
pass  the  most  successful  examination,  and 
secure  the  greatest  number  4Df  marks,  at 
the  head  of  the  list  in  the  order  of  merit 
This  would  be  an  inducement  to  aspirants 
to  work  for  the  position,  and  would  at  the 
same  time  enable  the  Government  to 
select  at  once  the  very  best  of  the  candi- 
dates for  positions  in  the  service. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 

INFECTIOUS   OR  CONTAGIOUS 

DISEASES  OF  ANIMALS 

BILL. 

third  reading. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (34),  "An 
Act  respecting  Infectious  or  Contagious 
Diseases  affecting  Cattle." 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Clause  29  says 
that  "  every  such  regulation  shall  have  the 
like  force  and  effect  as  if  it  had  been  em- 
bodied in  die  Act"  Is  it  not  possible 
that  under  that  clause  a  r^;ulation,  which 
was  inconsistent  with  the  Act,  would  be 
made  to  override  the  Act  ?  Because  we 
expressly  say  that  the  regulation,  without 
any  limitation  at  all,  is  to  have  the  effect 
of  law.  I  think  these  regulations  should 
be  such  as  are  not  inconsistent  with  the 
Act 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL-The 
hon.  gentleman  will  see  that  the  subjects 
on  which  regulations  are  to  be  made  are 
definitely  mentioned  in  the  various  sub- 
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sections  of  clause  27.  These  are  the  only 
ones  about  which  Ordersin-Council  shall 
be  passed.  We  might  make  the  amend- 
ment which  the  hon*  member  suggests, 
but  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  only  asked  the 
question ;  I  did  not  urge  it  I  would  ask 
the  Minister  if  he  does  not  think  that  the 
40th  clause  is  very  stringent — **  every  per- 
son who  moves,  or  causes  or  allows  to  be 
moved,  &c  ?  "  It  provides  a  severe  penalty 
for  any  one  who  "  allows  "  any  of  these 
things  to  be  moved. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Thatisonly 
in  cases  where  a  person  has  power  to  pre- 
vent, and  does  not  prevent  the  removal 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— That 
would  only  apply  of  course  to  railway  and 
steamship  companies,  and  the  evil  is  so 
great  and  so  much  to  be  deprecated  that 
I  do  not  think  we  should  hesitate  to  pass 
the  clause. 

Hon.  Mr.  NELSON,  from  the  com- 
mittee, reported  the  Bill  with  amend- 
ments, which  were  concurred  in. 

Hon.  Sir.  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  third  reading  of  the  Bill. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
wai  read  the  third  time  and  passed 

NORTH-WEST  MOUNTED  POLICE 
FORCE  BILL. 

SECOND    READING. 

Hon.  Sir.  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (T),  "  An  Act 
respecting  the  North- West  Mounted  Police 
Force."  He  said  :  This  is  a  Bill  to  put  the 
members  of  the  Mounted  Police,  when  they 
are  serving  with  the  militia,  under  Military 
Law.  As  it  is  now,  the  members  of  the 
Mounted  Police  are  enlisted  under  their 
own  Acts.  A  doubt  has  arisen  whether 
they  are  amenable  to  the  Military  Law  or 
not,  and  this  is  to  remove  that  doubt  and 
to  place  them  in  the  same  position  as  the 
other  men  who  are  serving  in  the  militia 
under  the  Queen's  regulations. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


WEST    ONTARIO    PACIFIC    RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY'S  BILL. 

third  reading. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB  moved  that  the 
amendments  made  by  the  Committee  on 
Railways,  Telegraphs  and  Harbors,  to 
Bill  (94),  "An  Act  to  incorporate  the 
West  Ontario  Pacific  Railway  Company,'* 
be  concurred  in.  He  said  :  The  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Railways  ex- 
plained, in  the  House  last  Friday,  that 
some  amendments  had  been  made  to  this 
Act,  none  of  which  are  of  importance.  It 
was  deemed  best,  however,  that  they 
should  be  left  over  until  to-day.  I  can 
explain  the  amendments  as  they  were 
made  if  the  House  desire  it 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— They 
were  explained  on  Friday. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  then  read  the  third  time  and  passed 

RUSH  LAKE  AND  SASKATCH- 
EWAN RAILWAY  AND  NAVI- 
GATION COMPANY'S  BILL. 

THIRD   READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIRARD  moved  that  the 
amendments  made  by  the  Committee  on 
Railways,  Telegraphs  and  Harbors  to 
Bill  (79)  "An  Act  to  incorporate  the 
Rush  Lalqe  and  Saskatchewan  Railway 
and  Navigation  Company,"  be  concurred 
in.  He  said  :  I  do  not  intend  to  go  into 
the  details  of  these  amendments  unless  the 
House  desires  an  explanation.  I  have 
carefully  examined  the  amendments,  and 
I  find  in  them  nothing  which  would 
render  them  objectionable  to  the  House. 
They  are  rather  an  improvement  in  the 
interests  of  the  public  than  anything  else. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  then  read  the  third  time  and  passed 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  5.45  p.m. 
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THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa^  Tuesday^  May  sth^  iSSj. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THIRD  READINGS. 

The  following  Bills,  reported  from 
standing  committees  without  amendment, 
were  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

Bill  (74),  "An  Act  respecting  the  Man- 
itoba &  North  Western  Railway  of  Can- 
ada."    (Mr.  Girard). 

Bill  (61),  "An  Act  further  to  amend 
the  Acts  incorporating  the  Richelieu 
Navigation  Company,  and  the  Richelieu 
&  Ontario  Navigation  Company."  (Mr. 
Pelletier). 

DOMINION  GRANGE  FIRE   INSU- 
RANCE ASSOCIATION'S  BILL. 

THIRD  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Standing  Orders  and  Private 
Bills,  reported  Bill  (55),  "An  Act  for 
granting  certain  powers  to  the  Dominion 
Grange  Mutual  Fire  Insurance  Associa- 
tion, with  amendments."  He  said — 
This  Bill  is  for  the  purpose  of  granting 
certain  powers  to  the  Dominion  Grange 
Mutual  Fire  Insurance  Association, 
which  was  incorporated  under  cer- 
t^n  Acts  of  the  province  of  Ontario,  for 
the  purpose  specially  of  insuring  the 
property  of  members  of  the  Association, 
known  as  the  Patrons  of  Husbandry.  By 
this  Act  they  seek  to  have  their  power 
extended  to  other  provinces  of  the  Dom- 
inion,* and  in  doing  so  they  wish  to  have 
their  policies  limited  to  a  term  of  three 
years.  The  wording  of  the  Bill  as  it 
came  to  the  committee  would  have  the 
effect  of  limiting — or  we  supposed  it 
would  have  the  effect  of  hmiting — them  to 
the  powers  they  possessed  under  the  Act 
of  the  province  of  Ontaria  Those  words 
were  struck  out  and  it  is  simply  provided 
that  under  this  Act  the  Asaociatioa  should 
only  issue  policies  for  three  years.  That 
is  the  only  amendment 


Hon.   Mr,   PLUMB  moved   that  the 
amendments  be  concurred  in. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  then  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

LANDS  IN  THE  NORTH-WEST 
TERRITORIES. 

inquiry. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK  rose  to  call  attention, 
to  the  arrangement  recently  entered  into 
by  this  Government  with  the  Government 
of  Manitoba,  and  inquire  whether  the 
Government  intends  to  set  apart  and  re- 
serve a  portion  of  the  lands  in  the  terri- 
tory purchased  from  the  Hudson  Bay 
Company,  in  order  to  apply  the  funds 
arising  from  the  sale  thereof  towards  liquid- 
ating the  debt  now  being  incurred  on  be- 
half of  said  territory?  He  said:  It  will 
be  remembered  that  some  years  ago  it 
was  proposed  to  set  apart  100,000^000 
acres  of  land  towards  the  building  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  I  do  not  know 
whether  any  steps  have  been  taken  with 
regard  to  that  or  not,  but  my  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  subject  recently,  in 
consequence  of  a  return  which  was  laid 
before  Parliament,  being  an  agreement  en- 
tered into  by  the  Dominion  Government 
with  the  province  of  Manitoba,  settling  all 
claims  up  to  the  present  time.  Some 
years  ago,  I  remember  seeing  that  the 
Provincial  Government  put  forward  a  claim 
to  all  the  lands  within  the  province,  and 
I  think  they  have  since  not  only  claimed 
all  the  lands  but  the  moneys  arising  from 
the  sales  of  the  lands  that  have  been  dis- 
posed of.  Comparing  the  position  of  this 
province  and  the  new  provinces  about  to 
be  erected  in  the  North- West,  so  far  as  re- 
gards the  endowment  of  land,  it  strikes 
me  that  the  older  provinces  have  very 
considerable  claims  on  these  lands  before 
they  begin  to  be  distributed.  I  do  not 
know  that  Manitoba  is  one  of  the  largest 
provinces.  When  it  was  originally  erect- 
ed into  a  province,  it  contained  only  9,500,- 
000  acres,  but  it  has  since  been  enlarged 
to  ten  times  that  amount.  It  has  now  96,- 
000,000  of  acres.  Assuming  that  6,000,000 
of  those  acres  have  been  granted,  which  I 
suppose  is  an  outside  estimate,  there  are 
still  90,000,000  of  acres  in  that  province 
that  are  ungranted.    The  population  at 
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the  last  census  was  65,950.  Assaming 
that  it  is  now  100,000  the  ex- 
pense, as  stated  in  the  arrangement 
made  with  the  Goverament  here,  which 
has  been  incurred  in  that  province,  is  put 
down  at  $28,650,000.  Now,  I  only  look 
to  our  own  province,  so  far  as  regards  this 
expenditure.  We  have  */i  9  of  the  popu- 
lation of  the  whole  Dominion.  I  think  I 
may  fairly  assume  that  we  pay  fully  ^/n  of 
all  the  burdens  that  faW  upon  the  people 
of  this  Dominion.  At  that  rate,  we  have 
expended  at  least  $2,000,000  in  the  pro 
vince  of  Manitoba.  Now,  I  think  we  are 
entitled  to  some  consideration  for  this.  I 
am  not  authorized  to  speak  for  the  Mari- 
time Provinces  generally ;  but  I  may  re- 
mark, en  passant^  that  the  Maritime  Pro- 
vinces contain  1/5  of  the  population,  and 
consequently  their  expenditure,  taken  alto- 
gether, in  Manitoba,  would  be  $5, 730,000. 
I  am  disposed  to  deal  with  diis  young 
colony,  as  I  think  all  young  colonies  ought 
to  be  dealt  with,  in  a  liberal  manner,  but 
at  the  same  time  the  interests  of  the  older 
colonies,  or  provinces,  are  to  be  consid- 
ered, and  must  not  be  lost  sight  of.  Be- 
fore this  expenditure  in  the  North-West  is 
ended,  I  have  no  doubt,  it  will  reach  be- 
tween $100,000,000  and  $150,000,000, 
and  I  believe  that  a  very  considerable 
portion  of  the  lands  of  the  Dominion  in 
the  North-West  ought  to  be  set  apart  to 
liquidate  this  debt,  else  it  will  be  a  very 
serious  burden  on  us  for  all  time  to  come 
Suppose  we  set  apart  20,000,000  of  acres 
in  each  province,  say  in  Manitoba,  Assini- 
boia,  Saskatchewan,  Alberta,  and  Atha- 
baska;  that  will  make  it  100,000,000 
acres  of  land,  and  it  will  be  a  very  small 
proportion  of  the  lands  contained  in  these 
provinces.  The  people  in  the  North-West 
claim  these  lands  on  the  ground  that  the 
older  provinces  were  permitted  to  retain 
all  their  lands,  but  I  wish  to  show  to  the 
House  what  lands  New  Brunswick  has  and 
how  it  came  by  these  lands.  I  may  ob- 
serve first,  we  had  only  17,393,000  acres 
in  our  province  altogether.  Of  that,  now, 
there  is  nearly  10,000,000  granted  There 
is  a  little  over  7,000,000  left.  When  our 
province  was  first  established,  our  first 
Legislature  met  in  1786.  A  number 
of  loyalist  families  had  come  to 
the  province  and  they  obtained  grants, 
certainly  not  extravagant,  from  the  Crown ; 
but  from  that  time  those  emigrants  that 
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came  out  to  that  country  had  to  pay  for 
every  acre  of  land  that  they  received 
There  were  no  free  homesteads  or  free 
lands ;  every  man  who  wanted  100  acres 
of  land  had  to  pay  for  it.  There  were  no 
roads  or  bridges ;  the  immigrants  had  to 
make  these  themselves.  The  Crown  re- 
tained the  sole  control  of  the  lands  for 
fifty  years.  Although  they  had  a  Legisla- 
ture, it  had  not  the  right  to  sell  an  acre  of 
these  lands,  nor  even  a  tree  off  the  land 
A  commissioner  was  sent  out  by  the  Im- 
perial Government,  who  had  the  sole  con- 
trol and  management  of  the  lands,  and  the 
proceeds  arising  from  them  were  retained 
for  the  payment  of  the  civil  list.  The 
Crown  kept  the  control  of  the  whole. 
Again,  when  grants  were  made  they  re- 
served the  best  timber  on  the  land,  and 
they  reserved  a  quit  rent  The  parties 
who  received  the  grant  were  liable  to  pay 
a  quit  rent,  and  there  was  a  reservation  of 
certain  mines  and  minerals ;  so  that  all 
the  right  the  purchaser  had  was  to  culti- 
vate the  surface  of  the  soil  This  state  of 
things  went  on  for  fifty  years,  and  then  a 
good  deal  of  dissatisfaction  being  felt, 
especially  among  the  representatives  of  the 
people,  and  two  or  three  delegations  hav- 
ing been  sent  home  to  treat  with  the 
Government  on  the  subject,  a  t>argain  was 
made  by  which  we  agreed  to  take  over  the 
whole  civil  list,  the  Imperial  Government 
giving  us  control  of  the  public  lands ;  and 
I  suppose  at  that  time  there  was  not  more 
than  eleven  or  twelve  million  acres  of  land 
left.  We  had  to  pay  for  that,  the  salaries 
of  the  lieut-govemor,  his  private  secretary, 
the  surveyor  general  and  the  indoor  estab- 
lishment expenses,  the  provincial  secretary, 
the  chief  justice  and  three  puisne  judges, 
the  attorney  general,  the  solicitor  general, 
the  auditor  general  and  the  receiver 
general  We  undertook  to  pay  all  these 
salaries,  and  the  amount  which  was  ex- 
acted flrom  us  was  ;i^i4,5oo,  or  $58,ooa 
Just  about  that  time,  we  had  established 
the  Court  of  Chancery,  with  a  salary  to 
the  judge  of  $3,200.  He  frequently 
applied  to  have  his  salary  placed  on  the 
avil  list,  but  never  succeeded  That  sum, 
added  to  the  bargain  made  with  the 
Government  for  the  land,  whether  we 
received  it  from  the  land  or  not,  was  a  first 
charge  upon  our  ordinary  revenue,  and 
payable  quarterly.  We,  therefore,  had 
$61,200  to  pay,  and  we  paid  that  from  the 
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time  this  arrangement  was  entered  into  in 
1S37,  down  to  Confederation.  In  that 
time  we  paid  $1,836,000,  and  here  is  the 
land  we  have  now  left  for  that  heavy 
charge  upon  the  lands  that  were  transferred 
to  us ;  so  that  it  will  be  seen  that  we  paid 
pretty  dearly  for  all  the  lands  we  have.  I 
did  not  mention  that  among  the  sums 
which  were  chargeable  on  the  civil  list,  was 
^1,000  sterling  to  endow  our  university, 
and  that  was  given  on  condition  of  our 
granting  out  of  the  ordinary  revenue 
j^i,ooo  additional  to  meet  it  Both 
those  charges  we  have  still  to  pay,  and 
justly,  too.  I  may  remark,  in  referring  to 
the  university,  that  that  worthy  man,  King 
George  the  Fourth,  thought  he  was 
exceedingly  generous  when  he  endowed 
cur  university  with  5,950  acres  of  land, 
and  not  of  the  best  quality.  I  see  by  the 
arrangement  proposed  to  be  entered  into 
with  Manitoba,  that  the  Government  pro- 
pose to  give  them  150,000  acres,  twenty- 
five  times  more  than  the  endowment  we 
received. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOTSFORD— And  better 
land. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— And  far  better 
land.  The  Civil*list  Act  that  they  passed 
to  secure  the  Government  was  very 
stringent.  The  money  was  to  be  paid 
quarterly,  and  we  were  bound  not  to  sell 
an  acre  of  the  land  but  what  was  set  up 
and  sold  by  public  auction ;  and  this  was 
a  very  wholesome  regulation.  If  the 
Dominion  Government  ever  propose  to 
give  control  of  the  lands  to  the  new 
provinces  they  cannot  do  better  than 
follow  this  example.  If  we  were  selling  a 
timber  berth  it  had  to  be  advertised,  and 
:Sold  at  public  auction,  and  the  lands 
the  same. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOTSFORD— And  an 
upset  price  fixed 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— Yes,  and  an  upset 
price  fixed,  as  my  hon.  friend  reminds  me. 
There  is  another  matter  I  ought  to  refer 
to ;  we  had  probably  9,000,000  acres  of 
land  when  we  came  into  Confederation. 
1fVe  had  to  subsidize  a  railway  which  took 
1,700,000  acres,  nearly  three-quarters  of 
oar  land,  small  as  the  portion  of  lands  we 
possessed  was.    And  I  may  now  remark. 


en  passanty  seeing  the  Government  have 
been  so  liberal  to  railways,  and  are  endow- 
ing  railways  in  the  different  parts  of  the 
Dominion,  it  would  be  a  graceful  act  on 
their  part,  I  might  say  a  generous  act,  for 
the  Government  to  buy  this  land  from  the 
company  to  whom  it  was  granted,  and 
hand  it  back  to  our  province.  I  hope  the 
Minister  of  Justice  will  note  this,  and  talk 
it  over  with  his  colleagues.  Now,  if  the 
provmce  of  Manitoba,  and  those  other 
new  provinces,  get  the  proceeds  of  the 
large  portions  of  land  which  would  be 
left  after  the  deduction  which  I  have  re- 
ferred to,  they  would  have  an  income 
from  these  lands  for  a  century,  or  centuries 
perhaps,  after  our  small  income  from  our 
lands  is  exhausted.  This  may  be  a  very 
trifling  question  to  the  large  provinces  of 
Ontario  and  Quebec  Their  revenues 
from  lands  will  be  almost  inexhaustible ; 
but  it  is  very  different  with  the  Maritime 
Provinces — very  different  with  us  in  New 
Brunswick,  and  if  this  heavy  debt  is  to  re- 
main as  a  dead  weightuponuswhilewehave 
no  revenues  of  this  kind,  it  will  be  almost 
intolerable ;  consequently,  I  feel  satisfied 
that  these  lands  ought  to  be  set  apart,  and 
the  proceeds  of  them  strictly  kept  for  no 
other  purpose  but  to  reduce  the  debt 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— I  am  satisfied  New 
Brunswick  will  not  have  less  of  this  burden 
to  bear  than  $8,000,000  or  $io,ooo,ooa 
It  will  not  come  on  us  directly,  but  it  will 
come  indirectly,  and  we  ought  to  con- 
sider it,  and  try  to  get  quit  of  this  part  of 
the  public  debt  in  order  to  enable  us  to 
get  along  more  comfortably  with  that  por- 
tion of  the  debt  which  we  must  bear.  We 
came  into  Confederation  with  a  small  debt 
We  increased  it  a  little  by  what  is  consid- 
ered a  part  of  the  contract  We  had  our 
share  of  the  expenses  in  constiucting  the 
railway.  We  did  not  object  then  in  the 
Maritime  Province  to  the  deepening  of 
the  canals,  but  when  we  got  that  far  we 
thought  we  would  stop  and  try  to  pay  all 
our  debts  instead  of  incurring  more. 
There  is  the  debt  to  the  Hudson  Bay 
Company.  There  is  the  expense  of  this 
enormous  undertaking,  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  and  the  expense  of  keep- 
ing up  the  Nordi-West  Mounted  Police. 
For  all  those  things,  the  lands  ought  to 
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contribute  the  principal  part  of  the  ex- 
penses. I  need  not  take  up  further  the 
time  of  the  House,  but  would  just  ask  the 
question  of  which  I  gave  notice, 

Hon.  Sir.  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
scheme  which  ray  hon.  friend  proposes 
has  not  been  considered  by  the  Govern- 
ment. We  had  no  intention  of  setting 
apart  any  particular  lands,  because  the 
proceeds  of  the  sales  of  all  the  lands  were 
going  into  a  common  purse,  and  any  con- 
tribution to  Manitoba  is  paid  out  of 
that  common  purse;  but  the  idea 
suggested  by  the  hon.  gentleman  is — ^and  I 
understand  it  now  for  the  first  time — that 
to  take  those  moneys  out  of  the  common 
purse  is,  to  some  extent,  unfair  to  the 
smaller  provinces.  I  think  that  is  the 
point  he  makes,  I  will  take  care  to  bring 
it  under  the  notice  of  the  Premier  and  my 
colleagues,  and,  perhaps,  will  take  occasion 
hereafter  to  refer  to  the  subject  again ; 
but  the  answer  to  the  hon.  gentleman's 
question,  in  the  meantime,  is  that  we  have 
not  deemed  it  necessar}',  so  far,  to  take 
such  steps  as  he  suggests,  because  all  the 
proceeds  of  the  lands  sold  go  into  a  com- 
mon purse,  out  of  which  the  payments  lo 
Manitoba  come. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— If  I  under- 
stand the  object  of  the  hon.  gentleman's 
motion,  it  is  this  :  the  Federal  Government 
have  made  coilossal  expenditures  to 
accomplish  the  development  of  our  North- 
west Territory,  probably  amounting  to 
ninety  or  one  hundred  millions  of  dollars, 
and  they  have  thereby  increased  the  public 
burdens  of  the  older  provinces.  We 
remember  very  well  after  Confederation, 
and  upon  our  entering  upon  these  very 
large  expenditures  for  the  construction  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  the  solemn 
pledge  or  statement  made  by  the  first 
Minister  and  other  members  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, that  the  whole  amount  thus  ex- 
pended would  be  recouped  from  the  sale 
of  the  public  lands,  and  my  hon.  firiend 
from  Fredericton  is  perfectly  correct ;  he 
takes  a  tenable  position  when  speaking  on 
behalf  of  his  province ;  he  says  that  the 
province  of  New  Brunswick  have  a  perfect 
right  to  demand  that  that  solemn  pledge 
or  assurance  should  be  faithfully  carried 
out  by  the  Government  of  the  day.  If  I 
understand   his    view,  as    expressed,  he 
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demands  that  the  Government  should  set 
apart  100,000,000  of  acres  in  the  North- 
west, to  which  the  Minister  of  Justice  has 
replied  (if  I  heard  him  correctly)  that 
nothing  has  yet  been  done  in  that  direction. 
The  proposition  is  that  the  proceeds  of  the 
sales  of  these  lands  should  be  kept  as  a 
special  or  sinking  fund  to  carry  out  that 
solemn  assurance  given  by  the  Government 
to  the  people  of  the  older  provinces.  I 
do  not  suppose  that  my  hon.  friend  who 
has  brought  this  matter  before  us  has  the 
very  slightest  hope  that  the  present  Gov- 
ernment will  make  any  effort  to  fulfil  that 
pledge. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— Oh,  yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— Knowing 
their  ways,  knowing  as  I  do  their  record 
for  the  last  four  years  in  the  management 
of  public  affairs,  it  is  a  hope  which  I  da 
not  entertain.  The  hoa  gentleman  will 
remember  that  for  some  time  Parliament 
has  really  find  truly,  as  it  were,  surren- 
dered its  judgment  to  the  First  Minister 
upon  such  leading  public  questions.  The 
Parliament  of  the  country  has  not  been 
directing  the  public  expenditures,  but  a. 
large  majority  of  the  House  of  Commons 
and  a  very  large  majority  of  this  august 
body,  worshipping  the  First  Minister  as 
never  any  idol  was  worshipped  in  Assyria 
or  ancient  Greece,  placing  such  entire 
faith  in  his  prudence  and  astuteness,  have 
surrendered  their  judgment  and  allowed 
him  to  take  his  own  course,  thinking  he 
would  act  with  wisdom  and  care,  and  diat 
everything  he  would  do  would  be  wisely 
and  properly  done.  That  is  the  position,, 
and  I  defy  any  member  of  this  House  to 
gainsay  that  position — that  the  Parliament 
have  not  tried  to  control  and  guide  the 
First  Minister,  and  we  now  see  the  result 
Parliament,  composed  as  it  is  of  the  first 
minds  of  the  country,  has  ceased  to  con-^ 
trol  and  check  the  executive  government 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— He  is  the  leader 
of  the  expedition — old  Agamemnon. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— The  First 
Minister  is  a  most  extraordinary  man. 
The  country  has  never  produced,  and 
may  never  again  produce,  his  equal  for 
astuteness,  but  what  about  the  means  he- 
adopts — his  Gerrymandering    Bills,   and 
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his  Franchise  Bills,  brought  in  to  control 
Parliament,  which  the  rules  of  Parliament 
will  not  allow  me  to  characterize  as  they 
ought  to  be  characterized  ?  I  think  the 
country  now  begins  to  feel,  and  I  mistake 
very  greatly  if  the  Parliament  of  the  coun- 
try does  not  now  feel,  that  their  faith  has 
been  misplaced ;  and  if  they  do  not  feel  it 
now,  I  am  sure  they  must  feel  it  before 
six  months  have  passed.  Whether  from 
age  or  other  causes,  the  First  Minister  is 
no  longer  a  reliable  leader,  especially  in 
questions  of  finance.  He  is  an  astute 
,  lawyer  and  parliamentarian  ;  he  knows 
how  to  manipulate  men,' but  has  become 
latterly  a  danger  in  the  state,  and  the 
country  will  reap  a  most  bitter  experience 
from  the  fact  of  its  Parliament  having  sur- 
rendered their  judgment  and  left  him  to 
guide  public  affairs.  It  is  becoming  daily 
more  evident  He  knows  nothing  about 
finance,  either  in  the  management  of  his 
own  affairs  or  the  affairs  of  the  country. 
We  see  that  singular  dispensation  often  in 
distinguished  lawyers.  God  does  not 
give  every  talent  to  one  man  ;  he  gives  to 
one  man  one  talent  and  to  another 
another.  I  am  surprised  that  the  mem- 
bers of  both  branches  of  the  Legislature 
are  not  alarmed  at  the  manner  in  which 
the  First  Minister  has  brought  the  coun- 
try liable  for  those  enormous  expenditures 
in  the  far  North- West  and  through  the 
Alpine  range  of  the  Rocky  Mountains, 
contrary  to  the  common  sense  of 
every  commercial  man  in  the  country. 
It  is  no  wonder  that  my  hon.  fHend  from 
New  Brunswick  is  moving  in  this  direction, 
speaking  on  behalf  of  the  Maritime 
Provinces,  when  he  finds  that  from 
$70,000,000  to  $100,000,000  have  been 
sunk  in  such  a  manner  with  so  little  pros^ 
pect  of  its  conferring  any  substantial 
benefit  on  the  people  for  a  long  time  to 
come  The  First  Minister  takes  no  advice ; 
he  has  not  even  consulted  the  Parliament. 
He  has  got  this  Pacific  Railway  on  the 
brain,  and  we  will  in  a  very  short  time  see 
the  financial  obligations  that  he  will  have 
imposed  on  the  country,  and  if  he  suc- 
ceeds through  this  Franchise  Bill  to  defeat 
again  the  opposite  party,  his  reckless  and 
wild  expenditures  may  break  up  the  Con- 
federation. The  provinces  of  Nova  Scotia 
and  New  Bruhswick,  like  Quebec  and 
Ontario,  peo|4ed  by  an  industrious,  and 
upright  population,  will  then  feel  deeply 


incensed  that  Parliament  should  have 
trusted  to  one  mind  the  destinies  of  the 
country.  By  culpable  neglect,  they  have 
brought  upon  us  the  calamity  of  sedition 
and  civil  war,  and  if  they  remain  much 
longer  in  power,  will  bring  on  serious 
commercial  disaster. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— I  rise,  after 
having  listened  to  this  address,  with  some 
hesitation.  In  the  first  place,  I  am  sur- 
prised that  my  hon.  friend  from  Woodstock 
has  become  the  champion  of  Nova  Scotia 
and  New  Brunswick.  Almost  the  first 
address  that  I  had  the  honour  of  listening 
to  in  this  House  from  that  hon.  gentleman 
was  one  in  which  he  denounced  the  Ad- 
ministration of  the  day  for  building  the 
Intercolonial  Railway.  The  spirit  breathed 
throughout  that  speech  was  that  it  would 
be  better  to  let  the  Maritime  Provinces  go, 
because  they  were  robbing  Ontario.  I 
remember  it  vividly.  He  rolled  off  col- 
umns of  figures  like  a  boy's  multiplication 
table,  showing  the  expense  of  this  hercu- 
lean work,  as  he  called  it,  the  Intercolonial 
Railway.  No  words  could  be  found  to 
express  his  utter  condemnation  of  the 
Government  for  building  that  great  high- 
way :  no  words  could  be  found  to  express 
the  holy  horror  which  he  entertained  of 
the  people  ot  the  Maritime  Provinces.  I 
do  not  say  this  from  memory  merely;  I 
speak  after  having  recently  read  the  report 
of  his  speech  on  that  subject  It  struck 
me  at  the  time  as  coming  with  very  bad 
grace  from  a  member  supporting  the  Ad- 
mini^ration  of  the  day.  In  my  ignorance 
of  this  hon.  body,  I  thought  if  that  was 
the  spirit  which  animated  the  members 
from  the  Upper  Provinces,  it  was  a  mis* 
take  that  the  Maritime  Provinces  had 
entered  the  Confederation.  After  an  ex- 
perience of  twelve  or  thirteen  years  in  this 
Chamber,  I  know  that  these  were  not  the 
opinions  of  the  people  of  Ontario  and 
Quebec,  and  to-day  I  congratulate  the 
hon.  gentleman  that  he  no  longer  pours 
out  his  vials  of  wrath  on  the  Administra- 
tion for  having  constructed  the  Intercol- 
onial Railway.  At  that  time  his  attacks 
were  not  confined  to  one  session  of  Par- 
liament, but  every  session  we  had  the 
annual  diatribe  against  the  Government 
for  having  built  the  Intercolonial 
Railway.  I  congratulate  the  hon.  mem- 
ber   that   a    few    years    of    experience 


Digitized  by 


Google 


846 


Lands  in  the  [SENATE]  N.-West  Territories. 


in  the  public  affairs  of  the  Dominion  has 
so  far  disproved  his  judgment  that  he 
now  becomes  the  champion  of  the  Mari- 
time Provinces.  This  session,  we  have 
been  called  upon  to  listen  to  the  hon. 
member  attacking  the  members  of  the 
Government  in  this  House,  and  those 
who  support  them,  until  forbearance  has 
been  pushed  to  its  utmost  limits.  He 
has  told  us  toKlay  that  every  man  in  this 
Chamber  who  sustains  the  Government 
of  the  day  is  simply  a  tool  in  the  hands  of 
the  Premier.  He  must  have  been  pretty 
well  sharpened  himself  during  the  time  he 
was  on  the  Government  grindstone;  he 
tells  us  that  it  is  only  for  the  last  four 
years  that  the  Government  has  gone 
wrong  in  its  policy.  Ever  since  he  has 
held  a  seat  in  Parliament — I  take  it  from 
his  own  words — he  has  always  been  a 
Conservative,  and  always  supported  Sir 
John  Macdonald  and  his  policy. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER  —  Hear, 
hear. 

'  Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman  himself  acknowledges  the  fact; 
still,  after  a  long  experience  in  parliament- 
ary life,  speaking  with  a  knowledge  oi 
public  affairs  which  every  one  must  ad- 
mire, he  is  from  day  to  day  blotting  out 
the  record  of  his  mature  manhood,  and 
now  at  advanced  age  he  is  giving  the  lie 
to  the  experience  of  his  past  life.  It  is 
pleasant  for  us  to  hear  discussions  which 
arise  on  public  affairs,  and  the  hon.  mem- 
ber has  had  my  sympathy  in  trying  to  get 
his  views  before  the  people  on  public 
questions,  but  that  sympathy  has  been 
exhausted  when  he  tells  me  that  for 
twelve  or  thirteen  years  during  which  1 
have  held  a  seat  in  this  Chamber,  I  have 
been  only  a  tool  in  the  hands  of  the 
Premier,  and  yet  my  votai  have  always 
been  recorded  side  by  side  with  those  of 
the  hon.  gentleman. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— No,  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— I  say  every 
vote  has  been  given  side  by  side  with  his, 
and  it  is  time  that  the  members  of  this 
House  should  assert  themselves  and  let  the 
hon.  member  know  that  there  are  Senators 
with  as  lofty  an  idea  of  national  laith  and 
honor,    and  possessed    of    as    patriotic 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN. 


motives  as  the  hon.  gentleman  himsel£ 
Charity  has  been  extended  to  him  until  at 
last  he  has  assumed  to  grossly  insult  every 
member  of  the  Senate  who  supports  the 
Government  of  the  day.  He  tells  us  that 
no  one  has  acted  from  experience,  judg- 
ment or  patriotic  motives  but  himself.  He 
carries  the  whole  patriotism  and  wisdom 
of  the  Senate  upon  his  shoulders.  I  can 
only  say,  God  help  the  wisdom  and 
patriotism  of  this  House  if  he  is  the 
receptacle  of  it  When  he  speaks  of 
expenditure  on  the  Pacific  Railway,  surely 
his  memory  must  be  at  fault  From  the 
inception  of  the  resolutions  in  this 
Chamber,  and  in  every  division,. from  the 
inauguration  of  the  railway  until  recently, 
his  vote  will  be  found,  and  not  only  his 
vote  but  his  speeches,  recorded  in  favor 
of  that  great  enterprise.  You  will  find 
that  he  has  held  up  to  the  admiration  of 
the  public  the  lofty  plan — I  think  those 
are  the  words  he  used- by  which  the 
administration  takes  hold  of  this  question 
and  purposes  to  bring  it  to  its  proper  issue. 
The  records  of  the  House  show  that  at 
every  stage  in  the  progress  of  the  enter- 
prise his  vote  has  been  recorded  in 
its  favor. 


Hon.    Mr.  ALEXANDER- 
rush  it  through  in  1885. 


-Not   to 


Hon,  Mr.  HOWLAN— The  records 
are  there  for  anyone  to  satisfy  himself  on 
that  point  For  some  reason,  justifiable 
or  unjustifiable,  it  is  not  my  place  to  in- 
quire which — lor  some  petty  quarrel  with 
two  or  three  members  (tf  this  House — 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— The  hon. 
gentleman  is  not  in  order.  He  is  intro- 
ducing matters  not  relevant  to  the  subject^ 
contrary  to  the  rules  of  Parliament  He 
has  no  right  to  impute  motives. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— The  hon.  mem- 
ber has  himself  imputed  motives. 

The  SPEAKER— The  hoa  gentleman 
fix>m  Alberton  is  certainly  out  of  order,  in 
attributing  motives  to  the  hon.  member. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— I  bow  to  the 
decision  of  the  Chair,  but  I  ask  the  House 
is  it  not  time  to  resent  these  insults  which 
have  been  heaped  upon  us  by  tne  hon. 
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member  from  Woodstock?  I,  for  one, 
will  no  longer  permit  him  to  assert  that  I 
am  a  mere  registering  machine  without  ah 
idea  or  opinion  of  my  own.  It  is  time 
that  a  stop  should  be  put  to  such  language, 
and  I  can  only  say  that  so  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  it  shall  end. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH  — When  I 
rose  just  now  to  speak,  it  was  with  the 
same  impulse  as  the  hoa  gentleman  who 
has  just  taken  his  seat.  -  When  the  hon. 
member  from  Woodstock  rises  to  address 
this  House,  he  plays  the  role  of  Bombastes 
Furioso — or  rather  he  flits  about  like 
some  ignis  faiuus.  He  does  no  harm,  but 
he  always  drifts  away  from  the  subject 
before  the  House,  showing  that  his 
desire  is,  not  to  bring  his  knowledge  or 
experience  to  the  question  before  the 
Senate,  but  simply  to  make  an  attack  on 
the  members  of  the  Govemmunt  in  this 
House.  I  rose  with  the  object  of  expres- 
sing my  indignation  at  the  style  of  the  hon. 
member's  remarks.  I  shall  say  nothing 
more  on  that  matter,  but,  reverting  to  the 
subject  brought  before  us  by  the  hoa 
member  from  Fredericton,  I  concur  in  his 
opinion,  that  the  Maritime  Provinces  feel 
that  the  lands  of  the  North-West  should 
recoup  us  largely  for  the  money  that  has 
been  expended  in  the  development  of  that 
great  country.  We  paid  a  large  sum  to 
acquire  the  North-West  Territories;  we 
have  incurred  heavy  obligations  in  estab- 
lishing communication  ¥rith  that  country, 
and  extinguishing  the  Indian  title,  and  we 
are  obliged  to  expend  large  sums  annually 
to  feed  and  take  care  of  the  Indian  tribes, 
and  to  settle  the  North-West  We  have 
assumed  serious  responsibilities,  and  we 
should  be  recouped  to  a  large  extent  for 
our  enormous  outlays,  by  the  sales  of 
lands  there.  However,  I  do  not  agree 
with  my  hon.  friend,  that  we  should  lock 
up  any  portion  of  these  lands  for  that 
purpose.  We  might  obstruct  settlement, 
and  check  the  opening  up  oi  railway  com* 
munication.  The  moneys  derived  from 
the  sales  of  lands,  go  into  the  public 
treasury,  and  are  applied,  as  far  as  they  go, 
to  meet  the  expenditures  of  the  country. 
I  believe  that,  in  the  course  of  time,  the 
lands  in  the  North-West  will  repay  us  a 
large  portion  of  the  money  we  have  ex- 
pended in  opening  up  that  country,  but  I 
am  not  in  favor  of  setting  apart  a  large 


portion  of  the  public  domain  for  the  pur- 
pose of  recouping  us  for  our  outlay. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  cannot  agree 
with  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Lunenburg 
in  the  way  he  has  characterized  the  hon. 
member  from  Woodstock.  He  spoke  of 
him  as  an  ignis  faiuus.  Now,  an  ignis 
faiuus  is  something  that  keeps  moving 
about  and  dancing  in  front  of  one.  If 
there  is  anything  which  peculiarly  charac- 
terizes the  hoa  member  from  Woodstock, 
at  any  rate  durii^  the  present  session,  it  i& 
that  one  always  knows  where  he  is  on 
every  question.  Instead  of  changing  fre- 
quently and  being  hard  to  locate,  he  is 
extremely  easy  to  locate. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— It  is  a  good 
idea  though — a  false  light 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Still  it  is  a  steady 
light ;  we  know  where  he  is  always.  The 
line  of  argument  adopted  by  the  hoa 
member  from  Alberton  is  certainly  not  a 
very  forcible  one,  and  not  one  that  is 
likely  to  convince.  He  seems  to  think 
that  the  hoa  member  from  Woodstock  is 
to  be  reprobated,  because,  having  sup- 
ported the  Conservative  party,  and  the 
present  leader  of  that  party  for  several 
years,  he  is  at  last  obliged  to  desert  him. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— I  said  nothing 
at  all  of  the  kind 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Possibly  my  hear- 
ing b  bad,  but  I  understood  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman to  express  his  astonishment  at  the 
inconsistency  of  a  life-long  Conservative — 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— No,  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hoa  gentle- 
man expressed  his  astomshment  that  a 
life-long  Conservative  should  speak  in  the 
way  he  does  about  the  Government  and 
about  those  who  support  the  Government 
I  think  there  is  another  way  to  look  at 
that :  I  can  quite  understand  that  a  gen- 
tleman in  whom  the  feeling  of  party  loyalty 
is  strong,  can  stand  a  gocnd  deal  \  that  the 
Government  can  go  on  doing  things  that 
may  not  meet  with  his  approval,  and  his 
party  feeling  is  so  strong  that  he  forbears 
to  speak  or  vote  against  the  Government ; 
but,  as  in  the  case  of  artillery,  there  is  a 
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bursting  charge,  and  at  last  the  iniquities 
of  the  Government  had  reached  the  point 
-where  the  strain  was  so  great,  that 
the  party  allegiance  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
ifrom  Woodstock  could  stand  it  no  longer. 
I  think  the  fact  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Woodstock,  whohas  acted  in  harmony 
with  the  Conservative  party  and  its  leaders 
for  nearly  a  life  time,  towards  the  end  of 
that  life,  when  he  has  nothing  to  gain  by 
.a  change,  changed  his  mind,  and  that  he 
no  longer  follows  the  leader  of  the  Conser- 
vative party,  is  the  very  strongest  evidence 
that  the  leader  of  the  Conservative  party 
has  gone  astray. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— You  will 
not  take  him  into  your  party. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentle- 
man has  not  asked  to  come  into  our  party ; 
he  says  he  is  an  independent  Conserva- 
tive ;  but,  although  the  hon.  gentleman 
does  not  belong  to  the  Liberal  party,  I 
feel  the  fact  that  he  stands  alone  is  an  ad- 
ditional reason  why  he  should  have  fair 
play,  and  while  standing  alone  that  he 
should  receive  some  consideration.  Even 
if  it  is  a  feet  that  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Woodstock  has  changed  his  views  on  im- 
portant subjects,  I  hardly  think  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Alberton  is  in  the 
best  position  in  the  House  to  reproach  any 
member  for  doing  it.  The  hon.  gentleman 
from  Alberton  has  changed  his  mind  on 
most  important  public  questions  on  more 
than  one  occasion  ;  and  I  do  not  think, 
therefore,  that  he  should  be  so  ready  to 
blame  other  people  for  doing  what  he  has 
done  himself. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— I  rise  to  a 
point  of  order.  What  I  blamed  my  hon. 
friend  from  Woodstock  for,  was  not  for 
having  changed  his  opinion,  but  for  insult- 
ing every  member  of  this  House,  by  saying 
that  we  were  tools  of  the  Government — ^a 
mere  registering  body. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER--I  never 
used  such  language !  I  never  applied 
such  language  !    Never  ! 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  am  not  going 
to  defend  the  hoa  gentleman  from  Wood- 
stock or  his  language,  because  I  think  that 
on  several  occasions  that  hon.  gentleman's 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER. 


language  with  respect  to  certain  members 
of  this  House  has  been  altogether  inde- 
fensible ;  but  I  think  that,  as  a  rule,  the 
hon.  member  has  guarded  himself  from 
saying  anything  offensive  which  applied  to 
the  whole  House,  or  a  majority  of  the 
House. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN— Only  to  five. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOTSFORD— Not  to  the 
Opposition,  certainly  he  does  not ;  but  to 
the  Conservative  side  of  the  House  he 
does. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  remem- 
ber that  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Wood- 
stock has  used  unparliamentary  language 
as  regards  the  majority  of  the  House ;  he 
has  certainly  used  unparliamentary  lan- 
guage with  reference  to  certain  members 
of  it 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  merely 
accuse  the  majority  of  the  members  of  the 
House  of  idol-worship — worship  of  the 
First  Minister. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— This  session  is 
very  likely  to  show  whether  or  not — ^if  the 
hon.  member  from  Woodstock  has  stated 
hat  the  majority  of  this  House  are  idol- 
worshippers — the  hon.  gentleman  is  right 
or  not  As  to  the  question  put  by  the 
hon.  member  from  Fredericton,  I  wish  to 
say  that  I,  in  the  main,  concur  with  him. 
I  think  that  just  as  sinkii^  funds  are  set 
aside  for  certain  purposes,  it  would  proba* 
bly  he  a  wise  course  to  set  aside  the  pro- 
ceeds of  the  sale  of  those  lands  in  the 
North-West  for  the  specific  purpose  of 
paying  for  the  expenditure  which  has 
taken  place  in  connection  with  the  Norths 
West  We  have  been  told  a  great  many 
times  that  those  lands  would  pay  for  the 
constructing  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  and  would  pay  also  for  all  the 
other  expenses  incurred  in  connection 
with  the  acquisition  and  settlement  of 
that  country ;  and  it  would  be  a  wise,  and 
it  seems  to  me  a  statesmanlike,  course  to 
follow  the  advice  of  my  hon.  friend  from 
Fredericton. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB — It  always  gives 
me  pleasure,  and  I  think  it  does  also  the 
other  members  of  this  House,  to  hear  my 
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hoTu  friend  from  Fredericton  address  this 
Chamber.  He  always  speaks  in  a  states- 
manlike manner,  and  only  when  he  has 
something  important  to  bring  forward. 
The  proposition  which  he  makes  is  one 
that  could  hardly  be  carried  out.  I  do 
not  think  that  it  is  at  all  desirable  to  tie 
up  the  lands  in  the  North- West  for  any 
special  purpose;  we  have  to  trust  the 
Government  of  the  day  with  the  proper 
administration  of  that  fund,  and  with  ap- 
plying it  where  it  should  be  applied,  that 
is,  to  recoup  the  Government  for  the  ex- 
penditures that  have  been  made  for  the 
opening  up  and  improvement  of  the 
North- West  I  did  not  quite  understand 
my  hon.  friend  in  the  statement  which  he 
made,  with  respect  to  the  expenditures  in 
the  North- West  When  I  was  in  the  other 
House,  I  requested  that  a  separate  account 
should  be  made  up  and  attached  to  the 
public  accounts,  showing  the  exact  amount 
that  was  expended  in  the  North- West,  and 
I  find  that  that  account  is  here.  Out  of 
an  expenditure  of  $50,000,000  for  the 
North- West,  $29,559,000  has  been  ex- 
pended upon  the  Pacific  Railway,  and 
$6,000,000  for  the  Indians.  Against  that 
total  expenditure  of  $50,000,000,  there 
have  been  receipts  amounting  to  $1 1,2 14,- 
000,  leavingabalance  of  nearly  $39,000,000. 
But  the  total  expenditure,  less  the  sums 
])aid  out  of  the  consolidated  fund,  is 
$16,320,000.  I  have,  myself,  faith  that 
the  time  will  come  when  those  expendi- 
tures will  be  largely  recouped  by  the  sale 
of  the  lands  in  the  North- West ;  but  if  the 
course  which  has  been  pursued  in  referring 
to  the  condition  of  the  North-West,  and 
the  administration  of  the  aifairs  of  the 
North-West,  is  continued  by  the  Opposi- 
tion and  by  the  Opposition  press,  it 
is  evident  that  that  day  will  be  post- 
poned.. 

Hon  Mr.  POWER— Hear,  hear ! 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— There  is  no 
question  about  it  at  all.  There  has  been 
a  constant  endeavor  to  injure  the  North- 
West,  arid  to  retard  the  settlement  of  that 
country.  I  am  very  sorry  to  say  that  it  is 
patent  to  every  one,  and  if  we  have  failed 
so  far  to  realize  the  expectations  that  were 
held  out,  it  is  due  very  largely  to  the 
position  taken  by  the  Reform  party  in 
this  country. 
D2 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER— A  good  joke. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— It  is  a  good  deal 
more  than  a  joke.  I  am  sorry  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  made  that  harangue — 
I  think  that  is  a  parliamentary  word — 
after  the  leader  of  this  House  had  spoken, 
is  not  present  I  concur  entirely  with  my 
hon.  friend  who  sits  at  my  right  hand 
that  this  House  has  extended  towards  he 
hon.  member  from  Woodstock  a  kind  ot 
indulgence  which  he  has  shown,  from 
time  to  time,  that  he  has  not  deserved. 
I  for  one  have  listened  with  astonishment 
to  the  tirades  which  he  has  addressed  to 
this  House.  I  have  heard  him  charge 
hon.  members  with  a  kind  of  iniquity, 
which,  but  for  consideration  of  his  peculiar 
condition  of  mind,  could  not  have  been 
passed  over  either  by  the  members  of  this 
House  generally,  or  by  the  gentlemen  who 
were  particularly  referred  to.  I  congratu- 
late, however,  the  senior  member  for 
Halifax  on  having  taken  that  hon.  gentle- 
man under  his  protection.  I  can  con- 
gratulate him  upon  the  accession  to  his 
leadership  of  that  hon.  gentleman  who, 
having  formally  deposed  the  regular 
leader  of  the  Opposition,  has  so  far  placed 
himself  under  the  leadership  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Halifax. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— It  must  be  a 
great  satisfaction  to  himself  to  have  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Woodstock  as  an 
ally,  and  to  accept  that  hon.  gentleman's 
judgment  on  public  affairs;  but  he  is 
quite  welcome  to  whatever  satisfaction  it 
may  give  him.  The  hon.  member  from 
Halifax  rises  in  defence  of  his  erratic 
follower  on  almost  all  occasions,  actuated, 
as  I  can  see,  by  a  feeling  of  secret  grati- 
tude. The  hon.  gentleman  from  Wood- 
stock has  not  hesitated  to  assert  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  has  for  a  long  time 
led  the  Opposition  in  this  House,  and  who 
holds  the  respect,  I  think,  of  both  sides, 
has  failed  to  fulfil  his  mission  ;  that  he  is 
a  "  political  fraud  " — that  is  the  expression 
that  has  been  used — and  he  has  utterly 
repudiated  and  deposed  the  hon.  gentle 
man  from  Ottawa,  and  has  placed  my 
hon.  friend  from  Halifax  in  a  position 
which,  out  of  gratitude,  compels  him  to 
acknowledge    the  hon.   gentleman    from 
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Woodstock  on  all  occasions,  and  stand  up 
in  his  defence.  I  think  we  have  tolerated 
this  farce  long  enough,  and  this  House 
ought  to  feel  indebted  to  my  hon.  friend 
from  Alberton  for  the  manly  indignation 
he  has  expressed  at  the  insults  that  have 
been  heaped  on  this  House  in  calling  us 
mere  tools  to  register  the  decrees  of  one 
man.  I  think  that  this  House  can  assert 
its  independence  on  any  occasion,  and  its 
honor  and  dignity  do  not  rest  with  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Woodstock,  who,  I 
see,  has  absented  himself.  He  has  done 
more  towards  lowering  and  degrading  the 
position  of  this  House  than  any  gentle- 
man who  has  been  connected  with 
it  since  I  have  had  the  honor  of  a  seat  in 
the  Senate  of  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— It  is  one  of  the 
inconveniences  attendant  upon  a  ques- 
tion being  submitted  to  the  House,  under 
a  notice  such  as  we  are  at  present  discus- 
sing, that  members  are  apt  to  be  diverted 
to  side  issues.  I  may  say  in  rising  that  I 
am  not  prepared  to  follow  them  into  those 
issues,  because  I  think  it  is  scarcely  fair 
to  my  hon.  friend  who  has  presented  this 
matter  to  the  House  that  his  question, 
which  is  a  grave  one,  and  the  subject 
which  he  has  brought  before  the  House 
is  equally  grave,  should  be  met  in  the 
way  it  has  been  met.  I  think  he  has 
done  his  province  good  service  in  submit- 
ting; this  matter  to  Parliament.  I  may 
add  that  so  far  as  the  province  from  which 
I  come  is  concerned,  we  stand  very  much 
in  the  same  position.  Some  fifty  years 
ago  the  question  of  the  public  lands  and 
the  civil  list  was  settled  very  much  upon 
the  same  lines  as  those  which  he  has 
stated  to  the  House  as  regarding  New 
Brunswick,  and  we  feel  naturally  a  sym- 
pathy for  the  position  he  has  taken,  and 
for  the  course  that  he  recommends  in  this 
matter.  I  do  not  know  that  the  present 
moment  is  a  time  to  discuss  it,  because 
the  question  has  been  met  in  such  a  way 
by  the  leader  of  the  Government  in  this 
House,  that  it  rather  prevents  hon. 
members  from  taking  a  line  antagonistic 
to  the  Government.  The  hon.  member 
lias  submitted  his  case  in  such  a  clear 
and  courteous  way  to  the  attention  of  the 
Government  that  he  has  succeeded  in  elicit- 
ing from  the  leader  of  the  House  a  pledge 
that  this  matter  will  be  taken  into  consi- 

HoN.  Mr.  plumb. 


deration.  Under  those  circumstances,  I 
do  not  think  it  would  be  wise  to  discuss 
the  question  at  large.  I  only  rise  for  the 
purpose  of  expressing  my  own  sympathy 
with  the  course  taken  by  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Fredericton,  and  with  the  views 
that  he  has  expressed.  Under  the  cir- 
cumstances he  has  succeeded  in  the  object 
that  he  presented  to  himself,  and  in 
eliciting  from  the  Government  a  promise 
that  the  question  should  be  looked  inta 
It  is  a  very  large  subject,  and  it  would  not 
be,  I  think,  an  opportune  moment  to  dis- 
cuss it  any  further.  I  hope  that  the  pledge 
which  has  been  given  to  my  hon.  friend 
will  be  redeemed  in  due  season,  and  that 
this  whole  question  of  the  position  in 
which  the  Maritime  Provinces  stand  with 
regard  to  the  enormous  expenditure  of  the 
North- West  shall  be  gravely  considered  by 
the  Government.  Under  those  circum- 
stances, I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to  add 
anything  to  what  has  been  said  by  my  hon. 
friend,  because  the  facts  are  so  plain  and 
so  clear,  and  so  written  upon  the  page  of 
the  history  of  the  Dominion,  that  they 
cannot  be  mistaken.  I  think  my  hon. 
friend  deserves  credit  not  only  for  bringing 
the  matter  up,  but  for  the  manner  in  which 
he  has  brought  it  up,  as  he  has  done  so  in 
a  way  that  will  present  it  most  favorably 
to  the  Government. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  might  add 
a  lew  words  by  way  of  endorsing  the 
remark  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Am- 
herst. I  think  that  the  hon.  member 
from  Fredericton  has  done  very  good  ser- 
vice, so  far  as  his  own  province  and  the 
Maritime  Provinces  generally  are  con- 
cerned, in  bringing  this  question  before 
the  House  and  presenting  it  in  a  phase 
which  to  many  of  us  is  new.  I  must 
confess,  not  having  the  long  years  of  ex- 
perience of  my  hon.  friend,  that  I  was  not 
so  well  acquainted  with  the  early  history 
of  the  affairs  connected  with  my  own 
province  as  my  hon.  friend  appears  to  be, 
and  he  has  detailed  very  clearly  and  very 
fully  the  position  which  New  Brunswick 
occupied  in  relation  to  our  public  lands, 
and  the  position  financially  in  which  that 
province  stands  with  regard  to  Manitoba 
and  the  North-West ;  and  he  has  also  in- 
timated very  plainly  the  inequality  of 
taxation  under  which  certain  provinces 
labor  in  the  opening  up  and  developing 
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of  that  country.  It  must  be  apparent  to 
every  one,  considering  the  immense 
amount  of  money  that  has  been  expended 
on  the  Pacific  Railway,  that  some  of  us 
may  have  been  under  the  impression  that 
it  was  being  built  mainly  in  consequence 
of  the  terms  made  with  British  Columbia, 
but  I  see  in  the  minute  of  council  which 
has  been  placed  on  our  desks,  that  in  the 
correspondence  regarding  Manitoba's 
claims,  the  Government  set  forth 
that,  so  far  as  British  Columbia  is  con- 
cerned, a  waggon  road  might  have  been 
sufficient — or,  at  least,  they  would  have 
adhered  to  that  proposition  were  it  not 
that  it  was  necessary  to  open  up  the  lands 
of  Manitoba  and  the  North- West  to  settle- 
ment; consequently  the  interest  which 
Manitoba  has  in  that,  should  be  taken 
into  account  in  making  adjustment 
Something  has  been  said  with  reference  to 
the  Intercolonial  Railway.  Of  course,  a 
large  expenditure  has  been  made  in  the 
lower  provinces  in  the  construction  of  that 
road,  yet  it  is  perfectly  well  known  by 
gentlemen  in  this  House  that  one  of  the 
strong  reasons  why  that  road  was  built  in 
the  peculiar  location  in  which  it  is,  was  on 
account  of  certain  Imperial  interests,  and 
that  therefore  the  benefit  which  we  might 
have  derived  from  the  carrying  out  of  that 
original  scheme  has  been  greatly  neutral- 
ized, and  the  road  has  not  been  found  to 
be  a  commercial  road  in  the  interests  of 
New  Brunswick.  I  may  say  that  I  am 
very  glad  indeed  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Fredericton  has  brought  up  this 
question,  and  has  shown  the  very  great 
inequality  that  exists  in  the  taxation  of  the 
different  provinces,  and  the  necessity  for 
some  proper,  just,  and  equitable  arrange- 
ment which  will  adequately  meet  3ie 
sound  and  mature  judgment  of  the  people 
of  the  lower  provinces. 

Hon.  Mr.  SUTHERLAND— I  did 
not  intend  to  say  a  word  on  this  question, 
and  have  not  by  any  means  prepared  my- 
self to  do  so,  but  there  are  one  or  two 
points  that  I  wish  to  refer  to.  It  is  gen- 
erally supposed — at  all  events  by  a  great 
many  people — ^that  the  building  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  is,  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  has  said, 
principally  in  the  interests  of  Manitoba 
and  the  North-West  Of  course,  there  is 
no  doubt  that  we  have  derived  the  first 


benefit  from  the  building  of  the  railway^ 
but  the  great  expenditure  that  has  been 
n\^de  has  not  been  incurred  on  account 
of  Manitoba.  The  whole  of  the  money 
that  has  been  credited  to  Manitoba  and 
the  North- West  has  not  been  expended 
there;  a  large  proportion  of  it  has 
been  expended  in  British  Colu  nbia  and 
in  Ontario,  yet  we  are  saddled  with  those 
expenditures  in  the  North-West  and  Man- 
itoba. I  do  not  think  that  is  fair.  Another 
point  that  I  wish  merely  to  touch  upon  is,, 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down  wishes  to  show  the  inequality  in 
taxation  between  Manitoba  and  the  North- 
west and  New  Brunswick.  I  would  not 
be  very  positive  about  the  exact  figures, 
but  ihe  last  time  that  I  had  occasion  to 
find  out  the  amounts  paid  to  the  revenue 
by  the  two  provinces,  it  was  something 
like  three  dollars  a  head  for  New  Bruns- 
wick, and  about  eleven  dollars  per  head 
for  Manitoba  and  the  North- West  These 
are  the  points  that  I  wish  to  mention 
just  now,  but  if  the  matter  comes  up 
again  I  shall  be  prepared  to  make  these 
statements  and  some  others  more  fully 
than  I  can  now. 

NORTH-WEST  MOUNTED  POLICE 
BILL. 

THIRD   READING. 

Bill  (T),  **  An  Act  respecting  the  North*- 
West  Mounted  Police,"  was  reported  from 
Committee  of  the  Whole  without  amen(f 
ment:  read  the  third  time  and  passed 
without  debate. 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  4.45  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa^  Wednesday^  May  6th^  1885, 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at^three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

A  proposed  adjournment. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE  rose  to  give 
notice  that  he  would  move  that  when  this 
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House  adjourns  on  Friday  next,  it  stand 
adjourned  until  Wednesday  the  20th  inst 
He  said :  It  is  well  known  that  this 
House  has  almost  completed  the  work 
before  it  now.  We  have  to  wait  for  an 
important  measure  which  is  before  the 
other  House  for  some  time,  and  there  can 
be  no  objection  to  the  adjournment  for  a 
few  days. 

CANADA  TEMPERANCE  ACT  AND 
LIQUOR  LICENSE  ACT  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

IN  COMMITTEE. 

The  order  of  the  day  having  been 
-called, 

GoDimittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  (Bill  92), 
<'  The  Canada  Temperance  Act  1878,  and 
The  Liquor  License  Act  1883*  further  Amend- 
ment Bill," 

Hon  Mr.  POWER  moved, 

That  it  be  an  instruction  to  the  said  Com- 
mittee to  insert  a  provision  in  the  said  Bill 
Tequiring  that  whenever  in  future  a  poll  is 
taken  uuder  <<  The  Canada  Temperance  Act 
1878,"  the  Petition  shall  not  be  held  to  have 
been  adopted  unless  more  than  three-fifths  of 
Ihe  votes  polled  are  for  the  Petition. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— Before  the  hon. 
gentleman  proceeds  I  should  like  to  raise 
a  question  of  order  with  reference  to  this 
proposed  motion.  I  find  in  Bourinot, 
that  it  is  not  regular  to  instruct  a  commit- 
tee to  entertain  a  question  that  is  outside 
of  the  Bill  which  is  before  them.  I 
object  that  this  motion  is  outside  of  the 
Bill  which  is  now  before  us.  The  Bill 
does  not  touch  on  the  question  of  voting, 
and  this  amendment  relates  to  the  ma- 
jDrity  by  which  a  petition  shall  be  carried 
I  find  also  that  an  instruction  to  a  com- 
mittee is  not  mandatory,  and  therefore  it 
is  necessary  to  state  explicitly  in  the 
motion  that  the  committee  have  power  to 
make  the  change.  The  motion  is  man- 
datory ;  it  is  an  instruction  to  the  com- 
mittee to  insert  an  amendment  For  the 
first  point  I  refer  to  page  536,  Bourinot, 
and  for  the  second  I  refer  to  page  537. 

Hon.  Mr,  POWER— I  do  not  think 
the  hoa  gentleman's  point  is  well 
taken.  In  the  first  place,  his  idea  as  to 
Instructions  is  so  far  astray  that  it  would 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE. 


not  be  regular  to  move  an  instruction  in 
the  way  he  says.  If  the  amendment  is 
one  which  can  be  made  in  Committee  <^ 
the  Whole,  it  is  not  a  subject  matter  for 
an  instruction,  and  it  is  just  because  I 
thought  that  this  requirement  that  at 
least  three-fiflhs  of  the  persons  voting 
should  be  in  favor  of  the  petition  before 
the  petition  would  be  deemed  to  be  car 
ried — ^just  because  I  thought  that  that 
could  not  be  done  in  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  that  I  proposed  to  move  an  in- 
struction. The  whole  matter  of  instruc- 
tions is  dealt  with  at  considerable  length 
and  very  clearly  in  Bourinot,  The  sub- 
ject begins  at  page  533  and  continues 
down  to  page  538.  I  shall  just  read  a 
few  lines  to  show  my  hon.  friend  that  he 
has  mistaken  the  point. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — I  have  read  the 
lines  that  the  hon  gentleman  refers  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER—The  House  has 
not  heard  them.     Bourinot  says — 

''An 'instruction,' empowering  a  commit- 
tee to  make  those  changes  in  a  bill  which 
otherwise  it  could  not  make,  should  be  moved 
as  soon  as  the  order  for  the  committee  has 
been  read  by  the  clerk,  and  before  the  question 
is  put  that  the  Speaker  do  leave  the  chair. 
An  instruction,  properly  speaking,  is  not  of 
the  nature  of  an  amendment,  but  of  a  substan- 
tive  motion  which  ought  to  have  precedence 
of  the  question  that  the  Speaker  do  leave  the 
chair.  If  an  instruction  is  moved  when  tlie 
latter  motion  is  proposed,  then  it  becomes  an 
amendment,  which,  if  agreed  to,  supercedes 
the  motion  for  the  committee,  and  the  Bill 
consequently  cannot  be  proceeded  with  for  the 
time  being. 

Considerable  misapprehension  appears  to 
exist  among  some  members  of  the  Cfanadian 
Commons  as  to  the  meaning  of  an  instruction 
—a  misapprehension  by  no  means  confined  to 
that  body,  since  English  speakers  have  fre- 
quently found  it  necessary  to  give  decisions 
and  explanations  on  the  subJiect.  An  instruc- 
tion, according  to  these  decisions,  is  given  to 
a  committee  to  confer  on  it  that  power  which, 
without  such  instruction,  it  would  not  have* 
If  the  subiect-matter  of  an  instruction  is  rele- 
vant to  the  subject-matter,  and  within  the 
scope  and  titles  of  a  bill,  then  such  instruction 
is  irregular  since  the  committee  has  the  power 
to  make  the  required  amendment  The  fol* 
lowing  precedents  will  illustrate  the  correct 
practice  with   respect  to  this  class  of  motion : 

'*In  1854,  the  Efn^hsh  Commons  had  before 
them  a  '  Bill  to  abolish  in  England  and  Wales 
the  compulsory  removal  of  the  poor  on  the 
ground  of  settlement,' and  a  member  proposed 
to  introduce  clauses  into  the  Bill  to  prevent 
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the  removal  of  Irish  paupers  in  the  different 
ttnions  of  the  coaDtrv.  Ii  was  pointed  out 
that  the  conteroplatea  chants  would  entirely 
alter  the  character  of  the  Bill,  and  could  only 
be  maile  bv  an  instruction;  the  Speaker, 
beine  appealed  to,  said  that  the  rule  had  been 
clearly  stated,  and  if  the  noble  lord  intended 
to  propoee  the  addition  of  the  new  provisions 
alluded  to,  it  would  be  necessary  to  move 
them  as  an  instruction  to  the  committee. 

**In  1866,  the  order  lor  committee  on  the 
Union  Ghargeabilitv  Bill  having  been  read, 
Kr.  Bentinok  moverf  that,  *  it  be  an  instruction 
to  the  committee,  with  a  view  to  render  the 
working  of  the  system  of  union  chargeabillty 
more  just  and  equal ;  that  thev  have  power  to 
facilitate,  in  certain  cases,  tne  alteration  of 
the  limits  ot  existing  unions.'  An  objection 
was  at  once  taken,  that  under  the  Poor  Law 
Board  Act  there  was  power  to  alter  the 
boundary  of  unions,  and  therefore  an  instruc- 
tion was  not  necessarr.  The  Speaker  (Mr. 
Dennison)  decided  :  '  The  question  is  not  as 
to  whether  the  Poor  Law  Board  has  the 
power,  but  whether  the  committee  would 
nave  it  without  the  instruction ;  and, 
in  my  opinion,  the  committee  would  not  have 
that  power,  bocause  the  subject  matter  would 
not  be  relevant  to  the  subject  matter  in  the 
Bill.  Therefore  the  motion  is  in  order, 
and  should  have  precedence,  because  an 
instrnction  is  not  ofthe  nature  of  an  amend- 
ment, but  ot  a  substantive  motion. 

"  In  1878,  the  order  for  committee  on  the 
Factories  and  Workshops  Bill  having  been 
read,  Mr.  Fawcett  rose  to  move  an  instruction 
eztendins  the  operation  of  the  Bill  to  children 
employed  in  agriculture.  Mr.  Speaker  Brand 
stated  in  reply  to  an  ohiection  to  the  proceed- 
ing: ^The  motion  of  the  hon.  member  is  in 
the  form  of  an  instruction  to  the  committee. 
The  committee  would  not  have  power  to  deal 
with  the  question  unless  an  instruction  of  this 
House  were  passed." 

And  there  are  other  cases  given  which 
go  to  show  what  is  the  exact  nature  of  an 
instruction.  Now,  I  proceeded  in  the 
way  I  have  done  because  I  felt  that  objec- 
tion might  be  justly  taken  to  an  amend- 
ment of  this  kind  that  it  did  not  come 
within  the  purview  of  the  Bill  which  is 
now  before  the  House.  I  know  that  is  a 
matter  as  to  which  opinions  differ.  Some 
hoa  gentlemen  think  that  we  could  in 
committee  have  amended  the  Bill  before 
the  House  in  the  direction  in  which  I 
wish  to  see  it  amended  My  own  opinion 
was  different  I  thought  tluit  we  had  not 
the  whole  of  the  Canada  Temperance  Act 
before  us,  and  that  consequently  this 
amendment  could  not  have  been  moved 
in  committee.  I  consulted  this  work  on 
the  subject  and  I  thought  that  the  course 
which  I  have  adopted  was  the  conect  one, 


but  in  order  to  be  quite  clear  about  it,  I 
consulted  the  author  of  the  work,  Mr. 
Bourinot,  on  the  subject,  and  he  told  me 
that  the  course  which  I  have  taken  was 
the  proper  one  to  take.  Fortified  by  his 
opinion,  I  put  the  notice  on  the  paper  in 
the  form  in  which  it  appears.  I  do  not 
think  it  is  necessary  to  read  any  further 
authority ;  I  think  it  is  clear  enough. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOTSFORD— I  cannot 
agree  with  the  hon.  member  from  Halifax 
that  what  he  has  read  at  all  sustains  the 
position  which  he  takes.  I  think  it  is 
quite  clear  that  the  amendment  which  he 
proposes,  giving  instructions  to  a  Commifi* 
tee  of  the  Whole,  is  one  which  can  be  made 
without  instructions  by  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  to  which  the  Bill  is  to  be  re- 
ferred. The  authorities  show  clearly  that 
if  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  have 
authority  to  deal  with  the  amendment, 
then  the  instruction  is  out  of  order,  and 
the  authorities  which  the  hon.  member 
has  read  show  as  clearly  as  possible  that 
it  is  only  in  cases  where  the  subject  of  the 
instruction  is  not  within  the  power  of  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  that  instruction 
can  be  given.  If  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  have,  by  their  functions,  power  to 
deal  with  the  amendment  which  has  been 
proposed  by  the  hon.  member,  then  under 
the  authorities  quoted,  it  is  quite  clear 
that  he  is  out  of  order  in  moving  an  in- 
struction to  the  committee  on  a  question 
with  which  they  have  power  to  deal.  It 
will  be  recollected  that  last  year,  when 
this  Bill  came  up,  and  the  hon.  member 
from  Amherst  moved  an  amendment  at 
the  third  reading  similar  to  the  one 
which  the  hon.  member  from  Halifax 
is  now  seeking  to  move,  objection  was 
taken  to  it  that  it  was  out  of  order, 
and  the  honorable  the  Speaker  clearly 
decided  that  the  amendment  was  in 
order  —  that  it  was  an  amendment 
to  the  Bill  which  was  consistent  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill,  and  that  the  hon. 
member  from  Amherst  was  in  order  in 
moving  it  at  the  third  reading.  I  take 
this  ground  that  if  the  hon.  member  from 
Amherst  was  in  order  in  moving  that  am* 
endment  without  notice,  that  the  coimnit* 
tee  have  authority,  when  the  bill  is  referred 
to  them,  to  make  a  similar  amendment  if 
the  majority  of  the  committee  so  see  fit 
I  think  the  point  is  clear  that  the  corn- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


854  Temperance  Act,  duK^  [SENATE]  Amendment  BiU. 


mittee  have  authority  to  deal  with  it.  The 
amendment  is  not  at  all  extraneous  to  the 
bill.  It  is  not  like  the  authorities  who 
are  referred  to  in  Bourinot  in  any  way. 
There  the  amendment  referred  to  a  differ- 
ent matter.  The  bill  was  to  abolish  in 
England  and  Wales  the  compulsory  re- 
moval of  the  poor  on  the  ground  of  settle- 
ment, and  a  member  proposed  to 
introduce  clauses  into  the  bill  to  prevent 
the  removal  of  Irish  paupers  in  the  differ- 
ent unions  of  the  country.  The  Speaker's 
decision  in  that  case  was  that  the  commit- 
tee of  the  whole  had  not  power  to  deal 
with  the  bill  in  that  line,  but  that  it  was 
necessary  to  give  instruction.  There  is 
nothing  incongruous  between  the  amend- 
ment and  the  provisions  of  the  bill,  and 
therefore  I  raise  the  point  of  order,  not 
exactly  on  the  point  stated  by  the 
hon.  member  from  Sarnia,  but  on  the 
principle  that  this  is  an  amendment  which 
could  be  dealt  with  by  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  and  that  the  hon.  gentleman  can- 
not move  the  resolution. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— There  are  two  or 
three  cases  which  follow  the  quotation 
which  I  gave,  and  which  I  think  may 
perhaps  convince  the  hon.  member  from 
Sackville  that  this  resolution  is  in  order. 
They  will  be  found  at  page  535  Bourinot 
They  are  as  follows  : 

<<Id  1881,  the  order  for  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  a  Bill  respecting  the  sale  of 
intoxicating  liquors  on  Sunday,  in  Wales, 
having  been  read,  it  was  moved  as  an  instruc- 
tion that,  the}*  have  power  to  extend  the  same 
to  MonmouthahifA  " 

That  was  held  to  be  .in  order.  Then 
again : 

.  <<  In  1868,  the  Speaker  ruled  that  a  Select 
Committee  to  which  had  been  referred  the 
3ale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday  Bill  would  be  con- 
fined to  its  subject  matter,  and  could  not  con- 
eider  the  question  of  the  general  licensing 
svstem  without  a  special  instruction  from  the 
House. 

Now,  that  was  a  case  very  like  the  one 
wbich  is  before  us.  In  another  case, 
Speaker  Denison  (page  536  Bourinot) 
said :  **  The  necessity  for  an  instnictioii 
arose  from  the  Acts  idating  to  spirits  be- 
ing considered  quite  a  distinct  class  \  and 
to  deal  with  beer,  cider  and  wine  would 
be  to  deal  with  separate  trades." 

The  impression  made  on  my  mind  by 
these  authorities  is,  that  this  is  a  case  for 

Hon.  Mr.  BOTSFORD. 


an  instruction — a  case  where  the  instruction 
is  the  proper  means  of  making  the  desired 
amendment. 

The  SPEAKER— The  course  pursued 
by  the  hon.  member  from  Halifax,  if  the 
instruction  were  in  order,  is  perfectly  cor- 
rect. This  is  the  proper  time  to  make  the 
motion  placed  by  the  hon.  member  on  the 
minutes.  The  motion  of  which  the  hon. 
Senator  has  given  notice  is  as  follows : — 

That  when  the  Order  of  the  Day  to  commit 
the  Bill  intituled:  «<  An  Act  further  to 
amend  <  The  Canada  Temperance  Act  1878/ 
and  *The  Liquor  License  Act  1883,'"  to  a 
Committee  ot  the  .Whole  Uouse  is  read,  h« 
will  move  that  it  be  an  instruction  to  the  said 
Committee  to  insert  a  provision  in  the  said 
Bill  requiring  that  whenever  in  future  a  poll 
is  taken  under  <<  The  Canada  Temperance 
Act  1878,'^  the  Petition  shall  not  be  held  to 
have  been  adopted  unless  more  than  three- 
fifths  of  the  votes  polled  are  for  the  Petition. 

The  hon.  Senator  from  Sarnia  has 
raised  the  question  on  this  motion  that  it 
is  not  in  order,  because  it  is  not  germane 
to  the  Bill  before  the  Senate.  The  hon. 
gentleman  quoted  from  the  rules  of  the 
House  of  Commons  in  support  of  his  con- 
tention, but  if  the  hon.  member  had 
quoted  the  whole  of  the  rule  he  would 
have  found  the  present  motion  did  not 
come  within  it  (The  Speaker  then  read 
the  full  rule  cited  by  the  Senator  from 
Sarnia).  I,  therefore,  do  not  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Sarnia  was  right  in  the 
point  of  order  raised  by  him. 

The  question  of  order  raised  by  the 
hon.  Senator  from  Sackville,  (Mr.  Bots- 
ford)  is  of  a  different  character,  and  must, 
I  think,  prevail  An  instruction  to  a 
committee  is  a  power  from  the  House  to 
do  something  which  it  cannot  do  without, 
such  authorization.  It  is  not  m  order  to 
instruct  a  committee  to  do  anything  it  has 
already  the  power  to  do.  Last  year,  a 
motion  was  made  in  this  House  relating 
to  the  subject  of  the  present  motion,  and 
I  then  decided  that  the  subject  matter. 
was  germane  to  the  Bill  then  before  the 
House,  and  if  it  is  so,  it  certainly  is  quite 
within  the  competency  of  the  committee 
now  to  deal  with  it  without  an  instruction. 
(The  Speaker  here  quoted  numerous  pre- 
cedents in  support  of  his  views  of  the 
case). 

My  decision  is,  that  the  motion  of  the 
hon.  member  from  Halifax  is  not  in  order.. 
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Hon.  Mr.  VI DAL  moved  that  the 
House  go  into  Committee  of  the  Whole 
on  the  Bill 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole. 

In  the  committee, 

Hon.  Mr,  VI  DAL  moved  the  adoption 
gf  the  first  section  of  the  Bill,  providing 
that  it  shall  he  sufficient  to  deposit  the 
petitions  for  purposes  of  inspection,  in 
one  registry  office  in  a  county  where  there 
may  happen  to  be  more  than  one  office. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 1  do 
not  see  any  objection  to  that  clause^  The 
difficulty  has  arisen  in  one  case  in  the 
County  of  Perth,  where  there  are  two 
registry  offices,  and  I  believe  in  other 
counties  where  there  are  more  than  one 
registry  office  also.  I  do  not  object  to 
that  clause,  nor  do  I  think  there  is  any 
reasonable  ground  for  objecting  to  the 
afterpart  of  the  clause,  although  at  first 
si^t  it  appears  to  be  more  objectionable 
than  the  first  part  It  is  to  legalize  what 
has  been  done  in  the  past  in  that  respect, 
but  I  suppose  it  is  only  intended  to  legal 
ize  it  in  those  cases  where  the  Act  has 
actually  gone  into  force ;  therefore,  I  do 
not  think  the  House  need  object  to  the 
passage  of  the  whole  of  that  clause. 

The  clause  was  agreed  to* 

Hon.  Mr.  VI  DAL — In  moving  the 
adoption  of  the  second  clause,  the  amend- 
ment proposed  by  my  hon.  friend  from 
British  Columbia  will  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration. I  am  quite  prepared  to  allow 
him  to  make  his  motion  at  once  in  amend- 
ment to  my' motion  to  adopt  the  second 
clanse  of  the  Bill  I  quite  agree  wilh  the 
amendments  which  my  hon.  friend  pro* 
poses.  I  think  they  are  quite  in  harmony 
with  the  spirit  of  the  Bill,  and  are  neces- 
sny  to  make  the  measure  workable  in 
Biiisfa  Columbia. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— The 
reason  why  I  gave  notice  to  have  diis  sec- 
tion amended  is  this :  We  have  five 
ekdoial  districts  in  British  Columbia  for 
the  House  of  Commons;    we  have  no 


cities  alone  returning  members  for  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  the  three  cities 
that  we  have,  unfortunately  are  not  as 
populous  as  most  of  the  eastern  cities. 
Victoria,  with  only  a  population  of  some 
8,ooo  or  io,ooo,  returns,  with  a  small  por- 
tion of  the  surrounding  country,  two  mem- 
bers to  the  House  of  Commons.  The 
same  thing  applies  in  New  Westminster, 
district  and  city  ]  they  return  only  one 
member  for  the  House  of  Commons  of 
Canada,  and  I  claim  that  if  the  Act  is 
carried  in  the  district  that  it  will  be  in* 
operative,  and  I  think  that  it  would  be 
very  much  better  if  the  words  of  the  sec- 
tion "  except  city  "  in  the  loth  line  of  the 
clause  were  expunged ;  it  would  be  in  the 
interest  of  temperance  and  the  cause 
which  the  advocates  of  this  Bill  have  iq 
view.  I,  therefore,  move  that  the  words 
*' except  city"  in  the  loth  line  in  the 
second  clause  be  expunged. 

Hon.  Mr.  NELSON— Before  the  am- 
endment is  made,  I  rise  to  say  that  I  am 
entirely  opposed  to  it.  That  amendment 
to  this  Bill  was  made,  I  believe,  at  the 
suggestion  of  one  of  the  members  of  thQ 
House  of  Commons  from  British  Columbia, 
The  amendment  was  supported  by  every 
representative  in  the  Commons  from  Brit- 
ish Columbia,  and  was  passed  through 
that  body.  The  object  which  I  think  my 
hon.  friend  has  in  view  is  perhaps  to  ap- 
ply that  more  especially  to  the  district 
from  which  he  comes,  the  district  of  New 
Westminster,  so  as  to  include  the  city  of 
New  Westminster  in  the  event  of  the  Act 
being  adopted  there.  The  district  of  New 
Westminster  lies  along  the  American  bor-! 
der,  from  the  Gulf  of  Georgia  up  to  where 
it  touches  the  district  again  some  25  or  30 
miles.  The  country  there  is  a  wild  coun- 
try, and  in  the  immediate  neighborhood 
of  that  line  on  the  other  side  there  is  a 
number  of  small  American  tovms,  and  it 
would  be  impossible  to  prevent  the  intro- 
duction of  Uquor  from  those  American 
towns  into  New  Westminster,  and  the  ef* 
feet  of  applying  the  Scott  Act  in  this  maiir^ 
ner  to  the  districts,  would  be  to  encourage 
the  illicit  sale  of  liquor.  There  is  scarcely 
a  public  house  to-day  in  that  district.  The 
liquor  that  is  consumed  in  that  portion  of 
the  country  is  carried  from  the  town  of 
)^ew  Westminster,  and  probably  a  portion 
of  it  is  smuggled  in  ficom  th^  United  States^ 
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If  the  Scott  Act  were  applied  to  the  town 
of  New  Westminster,  the  fact  of  the  matter 
would  be  that  wholesale  smuggling  would 
be  carried  on  across  the  border  from  the 
United  States  into  our  district.  We  have 
also  to  take  into  account  the  fact  that 
above  the  district  of  New  Westminster 
lie  the  district  of  Yale  and  the  town  of 
Yale,  and  there  is  as  much  communication 
between  that  town  and  New  Westminster, 
as  between  New  Westminster  and  its  own 
district,  and  liquor  would  be  carried  down 
from  there  and  distributed  in  New  West- 
minster to  as  great  an  extent  as  at  pre- 
sent, and  the  whole  effect  of  applying  the 
Scott  Act  to  the  town  of  New  Westmins- 
ter would  be  to  encourage  the  smuggling 
of  liquor  across  the  border,  to  destroy  the 
trade  of  New  Westminster,  and  to  depnve 
the  Dominion  of  its  revenue.  For  this 
reason  I  oppose  the  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— The  effect  of  the 
amendment  is,  really,  to  make  the  vote  of 
the  electoral  district  as  it  stands  now.  The 
way  in  which  it  is  worded,  as  the  Bill  is 
before  you,  it  would  make  a  distinction  be- 
tween the  city  and  surrounding  country 
that  does  not  already  exist. 

Hon.  Mr.  NELSON— That  is  as  far 
as  the  House  of  Commons  is  concerned, 
but  we  have  the  electoral  district  of  West- 
minster and  the  electoral  district  of  New 
Westminster  clearly  defined  as  far  as  local 
elections  are  concerned. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — We  are  not  dealing 
with  the  divisions  into  which  provinces 
may  divide  their  counties  or  districts.  We 
are  dealing  with  the  electoral  divisions  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  I  think  the 
amendment  of  my  hon.  friend  from  New 
Westminster  would  be  an  improvement  to 
the  Bill. 

Hon,  Mr.  MACDONALD  —  I  think 
the  committee  would  be  acting  wisely  to 
leave  the  divisions  as  put  in  by  the  House 
of  Commons.  The  members  of  that  body 
settled  it  in  the  way  it  stands,  and  I  think 
it  would  be  better  to  leave  it  as  they  pass- 
ed it 

•  Hon  Mr.  McINNES— I  am  sorry  I 
ttand  alone  on  this  question,  and  that  I 
•annot  agree  with  my   hoa  ooUeagues 

Hon.  Mr.  NELSON. 


from  British  Columbia.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man says  that  if  we  expunge  the  words 
"  except  city,"  from  this  clause,  the  effect 
will  be  to  encourage  smuggling  from  the 
United  States  and  Yale  district.  I  do  not 
believe  that  such  would  be  the  case.  If 
the  Scott  Act  is  carried  in  New  Westmm- 
ster,  any  smuggling  that  will  take  place 
will  be  from  Victoria.  Liquors  may  be 
shipped  in  from  there,  and  sold  without 
the  sanction  of  law.  New  Westminster  is 
nearly  in  the  centre  of  the  district  of  West- 
minster for  electoral  purposes.  If  the 
amendment  I  propose  is  not  accepted,  the 
Act  would  be  a  complete  failure  there,  and 
I  would  rather  ten  times  not  see  it  carried 
in  the  surrounding  country  if  not  carried 
in  the  city  as  well.  The  Act  must  be 
carried  in  the  city  as  well  as  the  district, 
or  it  would  be  a  complete  failure,  and  I 
can  see  no  good  reason  why  the  electoral 
districts  of  the  House  of  Commons  should 
not  be  the  standard  for  electoral  districts 
for  the  purposes  of  this  Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  NELSON— With  the  Ameri- 
can  border  lying  alongside  the  district  of 
New  Westminster ;  with  the  facilities  for 
smuggling  liquors  across  that  border ;  with 
the  impossibility  of  preventing  it  from 
being  carried  across  that  border ;  it  would 
be  madness  to  pass  such  an  amendment 
as  that,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  knows 
just  as  well  as  I  do  that  it  would  be  an 
impossibility  to  prevent  smugging  from 
the  United  States.  He  knows  that 
probably  it  exists  to-day,  and  just  as  soon 
as  the  Act  would  be  passed  smuggling 
would  be  increased.  There  can  be  no 
doubt  about  it 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— It 
seems  to  me  the  words  should  be  escpunged 
for  another  reason ;  that  reason  is  this : 
that  unless  we  expunge  the  word  "  except," 
the  city  of  New  Westminster  would  not 
vote  anywhere  at  all  under  this  Temper- 
ance Act  It  would  not  vote  as  a  city 
apart  from  the  rest  of  the  country,  because 
it  is  not  an  electoral  district  It  ought  to 
vote  in  the  electoral  district  on  this  subject^ 
and  unless  it  so  votes  it  cannot  vote  as  an 
individual  municipalfty. 

The  amendment  was  adopted 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— The  other  section 
relating  to  British  Columbia  provides  that 
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notice  shall  be  deposited  in  the  registry 
offices  in  the  respective  electoral  districts 
or  in  sheriffs'  offices  in  such  districts.  In 
all  British  Columbia,  there  are  but  two 
registry  offices  and  two  sheriflPs  offices,  and 
it  is  quite  obvious  that  the  requirements 
of  the  Act  could  not  be  met  by  depositing 
the  petitions  in  these  offices  only,  they  are 
so  remote  from  other  parts  of  the  country. 
The  hon.  member  from  New  Westminster 
has  given  notice  of  an  amendment,  to 
strike  out  this  third  section  and  substitute 
in  place  thereof  the  amendment  of  which 
he  has  given  notice.  I  have  only  to  say 
that,  so  far  from  having  any  objection  to 
the  amendment,  I  think  it  would  be  a  very 
great  improvement  to  the  Bill  It  is 
absolutely  necessary,  in  fact,  in  order  to 
make  the  Bill  workable  in  that  province. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.  C.)— As 
the  hoa  gentleman  from  Sarnia  has  very 
properly  said,  we  have  only  two  sheriffs  in 
the  whole  of  the  province,  one  at  Victoria 
and  the  other  at  New  Westminster,  and  we 
have  only  two  registry  offices  in  the  prov- 
ince, one  at  Victoria  and  the  other  at 
New  Westminster.  The  electoral  districts 
of  Cariboo,  Yale  and  Vancouver,  have  no 
such  offices  at  all  Consequently,  if  the 
Bill  is  passed  in  its  present  state,  there 
will  be  no  place  for  depositing  those 
notices.  I,  therefore,  move  that  section  3 
be  strudc  out,  and  that  the  following  be 
substituted  therefor : — 

The  notice  provided  for  in  section  €  of  the 
Act  shall,  so  tar  as  it  relates  t6  British  Col- 
umbia, be  deposited  in  the  respective  Electoral 
Districts  as  follows : — 

1.  Cariboo  Electoral  District^  in  the  office 
ofthe  Registrar  of  Voters,  Village  of  Barker- 
▼ille. 

2.  Tale  Electoral  District,  in  the  office  of 
theBecistrarof  Voters^  Village  of  KamloofNB. 

3.  ^w  WeeCminster  Electoral  District,  in 
the  office  of  the  Registrar  of  Voters,  City  of 
New  Westminster. 

4.  Victoria  Electoral  District,  in  the  office 
ot  the  Registrar  of  Voters,  Cit^  of  Victoria. 

6.  Vancouver  Electoral  District,  in  the 
office  of  the  Registrar  of  Voters,  City  of 
Nanaimo. 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — Section  4  of  this 
Bill  is  an  amendment  to  section  96  of  the 
original  Canada  Temperance  Act,  by 
simply  adding  thereto  the  words — 


'*  All  courts,  judges,  justices  of  the  peace,- 
magistrates,  judici^  and  other  officers,  shall 
take  notice  of  such  order-in-council,  so 
published  as  aforesaid,  in  anjr  proceeding 
urtder  this  Act,  without  its  being  specially 
pleaded  or  referred  to,  and  no  evidence  there- 
of shall  be  required  to  be  given  in  any  pre- 
caution under  this  Act." 

I  need  scarcely  call  attention  to  the 
absolute  necessity  for  some  such  provision 
as  this,  in  order  to  make  the  Act  workable 
in  the  country  districts.  It  is  impossible 
there  that  people  shall  have  at  hand  ready 
to  produce  before  magistrates,  or  in  courts,- 
certified  copies  of  orders-in-council,  of 
the  Gazette  containing  notices,  and  of 
various  other  documents  which  might  be 
technically  considered  necessary,  in  order 
to  prove  a  fact  which  no  person  doubts, 
and  the  evidence  of  which  has  been  made 
public  in  a  very  full  and  sufficient  manner. 
This  is  asking  no  new  privilege ;  it  has- 
been  attached  to  other  bills,  and  I  cannot 
see  any  possible  objection  to  requiring 
judges  and  other  judicial  officers  to  take- 
notice  of  orders-in-council  published  in 
the  Canada  Gazette^  on  any  proceedings- 
under  this  Act,  as  sufficient  evidence  that 
the  law  is  in  force,  without  requiring 
copies  of  official  documents  duly  certified 
to  be  produced 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  should  like  to* 
ask  the  hon.  member  who  has  charge  of 
the  Bill,  as  I  have  not  had  an  opportunity 
of  referring  to  sec  96,  whether  it  is  pro- 
vided in  that  section  that  the  proclama- 
tion shall  be  published  in  the  Canada^ 
Gazette  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— Yes,  it  is. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— It  appears  to  me^ 
in  order  to  prevent  confusion,  thb  clause 
ought  to  have  provided  that  the  proclama- 
tion in  the  official  Gazette  should  be  suffi- 
cient, without  any  further  evidence.  The 
rule  with  regard  to  other  matters  has^ 
always  been  to  state  that  the  proclama- 
tion in  the  official  Gautte  shall  be  evi^ 
dence  of  itself,  without  any  further  proof 
That  would  make  the  clause  clear  ami 
intelligible. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
understand  that  some  magistrates  have 
objected  to  the  production  of  the  Canada 
Gazette  as  not  being  sufficient  evidence. 
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and  have  required  certified  copies,  and 
this  is  to  obviate  the  necessity  of  procur- 
ing such  certified  copies.  It  can  be  done 
either  in  the  way  that  my  hon.  friend 
proposes,  which  would  probably  be  the 
more  regular  way,  or  in  the  manner  in 
which  the  Bill  provides. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— The  Bill  has  been 
drawn  up  by  a  gentleman  of  the  very 
highest  legal  standini;,  who  thought  that 
this  was  the  best  way  that  the  difficulty 
could  be  met. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— In  moving  the 
adoption  of  section  5,  I  may  repeat  an 
observation  which  I  made  in  introducing 
the  Bill.  The  two  or  three  alterations 
which  are  proposed,  as  they  are  given  here, 
certainly  throw  no  light  on  the  efifect  of 
the  clause  as  it  will  b^  though  having  that 
clause  before  one  it  will  be  seen  that  the 
amendments  are  very  simple.  I  should 
be  disposed  to  strike  out  the  5th  section 
and  re-enact  it  with  the  amendments,  but 
there  is  a  consolidation  of  the  laws  being 
made  now,  and  I  think  that  the  amended 
Act  can  be  introduced  without  difficulty 
in  that  consolidation.  I  think,  therefore, 
that  we  might  safely  adopt  the  Bill  as  it 
stands.  This  was  a  mere  clerical  error. 
The  other  portion  of  the  clause  has  been 
several  times  before  this  House — ^it  was 
the  restriction  attached  to  the  sale  under 
a  doctor's  certificate  that  the  quantity  was 
not  to  be  less  than  one  pint  The  original 
object  was  to  prevent  tippling.  I  never 
did  exactly  approve  of  it  myseLf,  and  it  is 
now  proposed  to  strike  out  the  words, 
leaving  unlimited  power  to  physicians  to 
prescribe  what  they  see  fit  Some  object 
very  strongly  to  the  limit  being  taken  away, 
though  I  &inkt  while  we  may  occasionally 
find  a  physician  who  is  not  fit  to  be  en- 
trusted with  the  power,  that  the  profession 
stands  so  high  that  we  can  safely  leave  the 
matter  to  their  discretion.  The  latter 
portion  of  the  clause  was  considered 
necessary  apparently  by  the  House  of 
Commons.  It  is  one  that  I  have  little  or 
nothing  to  say  about.  I  suppose  it  is  well 
that  violations  of  the  law  should  be 
punished,  and  it  is  not  necessary  to 
suppose,  because  the  penalty  is  provided, 
that  infiactions  will  take  place. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL, 


Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  am  very 
glad  that  my  hon.  friend  puts  so  much 
confidence  just  now  in  the  medical  profes- 
sion. I  thought  the  general  principle  of 
this  Bill  was  to  prevent  tippling.  When 
the  Bill  was  before  the  House  for  the 
second  reading  the  other  day,  the  hoa 
member  from  Amherst  remarked  on  this 
clause,  that  instead  of  preventing  tippling, 
it  was  rather  encouraging  it,  and  that  a 
man  could,  under  the  amendment,  take 
his  dram  without  scruple. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — How  many 
scruples  to  the  dram  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  think  it 
is  rather  encouraging  tippling,  than  other- 
wise, but  I  am  glad  to  find  my  hon. 
friend's  confidence  in  the  medical  profes- 
sion is  increasing. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  beg  to  be 
allowed  to  disclaim  being  the  author  of 
that  very  bad  pun,  that  in  any  act  in 
which  my  hon.  friend  from  Sarnia  had 
a  hand,  he  should  be  supposed  to  be  guilty 
of  legislating  for  taking  a  dram  without 
a  scruple.  Curious  complications  have 
arisen  with  regard  to  this  section,  to  which 
my  hon.  firiend,  with  his  usual  modesty, 
has  not  referred.  Last  year,  when  we 
were  considering  the  amendments  to  this 
Act,  an  hoa  member — I  think  the  hon, 
member  from  Alexandria — moved  sub- 
stantially, this  very  amendment 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Oh,  no  I 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— The  amendment 
was  that  the  quantity  should  be  restricted 
to  not  more  than  one  pint — in  any  quan- 
tity less  if  you  like,  but  not  more.  The 
extraordinary  part  of  that  was,  that  the 
amendment  was  voted  down  by  the  pro* 
moters  of  the  Scott  Act,  with  the  single 
exception  of  the  hon.  member  from  Sarnia, 
who  has  been,  I  admit,  consistent  through- 
out on  this  matter.  He  voted  with  die 
minority,  and  voted  that  these  words 
should  be  put  ia  If  that  amendment 
had  been  adopted,  this  portion  of  the  Bill 
would  have  been  unnecessary,  because  it 
would  have  made  it  clear  that  no  one 
could  sell  more  than  a  pint  Now  my 
hoa  friend  is  kind  enough  to  allow  the 
sale  of  any  quantity— even  a  dram,  without 
a  scruple. 
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Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I,  myself,  was 
very  strongly  in  fa\()r  of  the  amend- 
ment, but  it  will  be  remembered  that 
the  Minister  of  the  Interior  who  had 
•charge  of  this  Bill  on  behalf  of 
the  Government,  stated  to  those 
gentlemen  who  favored  the  amendment 
that  the  condition  on  which  he  and  the 
•Government  agreed  to  support  this  BiU 
was  that  no  change  should  be  made. 
When  the  proposition  came  from  the  hon. 
member  from  Glengarry  I  felt  that  it  was 
one  in  the  right  direction,  one  which 
would  protect  the  profession  from  any 
improper  observations  in  the  future;  and 
I  was  most  anxious  to  support  it  The 
Minister  of  the  Interior,  however,  had 
placed  this  obligation  on  us,  that  we 
should  ask  for  no  change,  and  had  prom- 
ised that  if  we  would  take  the  Bill  as  it 
stood,  without  change,  his  assistance 
would  be  given  to  it.  For  that  reason 
and  that  reason  alone  did  I  vote  for  it — 
to  keep  faith  with  the  Government — but 
l)elieving  that  the  proposition  made  by 
my  hon.  friend  was  the  true  one,  if  he 
makes  it  now  I  shall  not  only  vote  and 
say  all  I  can  for  it,  but  I  shall  be  extremely 
glad  to  have  the  change  made,  and  I 
think  he  will  confer  a  great  benefit  on  the 
profession  if  he  will  take  that  course. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN — I  gave  notice 
-when  this  Bill  came  up  that  I  would 
move  the  following  amendment : — 

"Provided,  however,  that  duly  licensed 
medical  practitioners  may  purchase  and  dis- 
pense alcoholic  liquors  for  exclusively  medici- 
Tial  purposes  and  not  otherwise." 

I  would  like  to  add  to  that  also  a  fur- 
ther amendment,  so  far  as  dru^ists  are 
-concerned : — 

*'  Provided  also  *tbat  nothing  in  the  Act 
shall  be  held  to  interfere  with  the  sale  by 
•druggists  or  physicians  of  the  officinal 
preparations  of  the  authorized  pharmaco- 
poeas  when  made  of  full  medicinal  strength, 
and  sold  only  for  medicinal  purposes,  nor 
with  the  dispensing  of  physicians^  prescri{»- 
tions  containing  spirit  ous  liquors  in  quanti- 
ties of  not  more  than  eight  ounces  at  any  one 
time,  nor  with  the  sale  of  any  pNatent  medi- 
'Cine  unless  such  patent  medicine  is  known  to 
the  vendor  to  be  oapable  of  being  used  as  % 
beverage,  the  sale  of  whfch  is  a  violation  of 
*  The  Canada  Temperance  Act  1878.'  " 

I  inay  say  that  the  druggists  are  desir^ 
ous  oi  having  that  ameadnient  added 
also.    The  object  of  this  amendment  is 


to  remove  a  doubt  that  exists  in  the 
minds  of  legal  gentlemen  as  to  the  con-* 
struction  of  this  clause. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT—I  think  it  would 
be  better  to  have  this  amendment  on  the 
paper  before  we  consider  it — not  only  the 
one  that  has  been  for  some  time  on  the 
paper,  but.  the  amendment  by  which  he 
proposes  to  exempt  the  druggists  from 
any  penalties  for  selling  prescriptions 
although  they  may  contain  a  very  large 
percentage  of  alcohol  It  is  an  impor- 
tant proposition,  and  I  should  like  to  see 
it  in  print  before  it  is  submitted  to  the 
House. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN — I  have  noi 
objection.  I  think  the  suggestion  is  a 
good  one,  because  it  may  be  thought  that^ 
I  am  springing  it  upon  the  House.  I  give 
notice  of  it  now.  The  clause  to  which  ex- 
ception is  taken  provides  that  from  the 
day  on  which  the  part  of  this  Act  comes 
into  force  in  any  county  or  city,  or  so 
long  thereafter  as  it  continues  in  force 
therein,  no  person,  unless  it  be  for  exclu- 
sively medicinal  purposes  under  the  regu- 
lations of  the  4th  sub-section  of  this  sec- 
tion, shall,  within  such  county  or  city,  ex- 
pose or  keep  for  sale  any  spirituous  or 
other  intoxicating  liquors  or  mbced  liquors 
capable  of  being  used  as  a  beverage,  and 
part  <^  which  is  spirituous  or  otherwise 
intoxicating. 

A  good  many  are  in  doubt  as  to  what 
is  the  proper  construction  to  put  upon 
that  clause,  and  some  are  construing  it  to 
mean  that  a  medical  man  cannot  keep  in 
his  surgery  alcoholic  mixtures,  or  alco- 
hol to  prepare  mixtures.  There  are  a 
great  many — I  suppose  the  larger  portion 
of  the  medical  men  in  the  Dominion — 
who  are  not  living  convenient  to  druggists^ 
and  consequently  are  obliged  to  keep 
their  own  preparations,  and  perhaps  to 
manufacture  a  good  many  of  them.  In 
order  to  remove  that  doubt  as  to  the 
legality  of  their  keeping  alcohol  in  their 
surgeries,  it  is  considered  desirable,  by  a 
great  many  medical  men,  to  have  this  pro- 
vision added  I  may  say  that  in  the 
House  of  Commons  the  hon.  member 
from  Dundas  introduced  a  somewhat  simi- 
lar amendment,  but  it  was  not  worded 
quite  aa  strictly  aa  this.  That  amend- 
ment, I  may  say,  was  carried  in  the  com.- 
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mittee,  but  it  was  rejected  by  the  House. 
Now,  this  amendment  which  I  have  pr> 
posed  is  as  follows  : — 

"  Provided,  however,  that  duly  licensed 
medical  practitioners  may  purchase  and 
dispense  alcoholic  liquors  for  exclusively 
medicinal  purposes,  and  not  otherwise/' 

I  think  it  will  be  rather  an  improvement 
to  the  Bill  than  otherwise,  and  conse- 
quently I  expect  that  hon.  gentlemen 
will  support  it 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  wish  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  committee  to  one  feature 
in  this  amendment,  which,  I  think,  is 
objectionable.  The  section  of  the  Canada 
Temperance  Act  to  which  this  amendment 
is  proposed  deals  only  with  the  selling  or 
giving  away  of  liquors.  My  hon.  friend 
purposes  to  add  : — 

"Provided,  however,  that  dnly  licensed 
medical  practitioners  may  purchase  and 
dispense  alcoholic  liquors  for  exclusively 
medicinal  purposes,  and  not  otherwise." 

I  think  that  the  words  '*  purchase  and  ** 
should  not  be  in  this  clause.  This  is  a 
clause  which  deals  with  the  selling  of 
liquor.  All  that  the  hon.  gentleman  wants 
is  to  authorize  medical  practitioners  to 
dispense,  and  not  to  purchase  liquor. 
There  are  other  provisions  in  the  Bill 
under  which  they  can  get  liquor.  I  do 
not  feel  very  strongly  on  it,  but  I  do  not 
think  this  applies  to  the  purchase  of  liquor. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— They 
must  purchase  in  order  to  dispense  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  think  at  the 
present  moment  that  medical  men,  from 
the  experience  we  have  had  where  the 
Act  has  been  in  force,  have  availed  them- 
selves to  a  very  large  extent  of  the  privi- 
lege of  obtaining  liquors.  FVom  the 
returns  that  have  been  brought  before 
Parliament,  it  appears  that  medical  men 
can  obtain  liquors,  from  the  parties  who 
are  at  present  authorized  to  dispense  them, 
in  unlimited  quantities. 

HoM.  Mr.  dickey— Under  the  law  ? 

Hon  Mr.  SCOTT— Under  the  law 
as  it  now  stands.  I  have  now  before  me 
reports  from  several  counties  where  the 
Act  is  in  force  where  I  find  the  quantity 
dispensed,  is  practically  unlimited.      In 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN. 


one  case  that  I  have  now  before  me  a 
medical  man  gives  an  order  for  four 
gallons  of  brandy.  In  another  he  gives 
an  order  for  72  pints  of  ale  or  beer,  and 
in  another  for  10  quarts  of  whiskey,  and 
so  on  in  unlimited  quantities,  and  therefore 
I  think  the  medical  men  have  at  the 
present  moment  as  much  license  as  we 
should  give  them  in  this  respect.  I  would 
much  rather  my  hon.  friend  would  propose 
that  they  would  be  restricted  in  making 
prescriptions  to  a  pint  That  would  be  a 
reform,  and  would  protect  the  profession' 
from  the  aspersions  that  are  likely  to  be 
cast  on  them  in  connection  with  the  giving 
of  certificates. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— You- 
have  adopted  the  pint  limit  in  the  law  as 
it  stands. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  proposition 
was  to  strike  it  out  althogether,  leaving 
the  quantity  to  the  discretion  of  the  man 
who  prescribed,  and  I  state  in  confirmation^ 
of  that,  that  the  profession  have  availed 
themselves  of  the  privilege  granted  to 
them  by  giving  these  large  prescriptions 
up  to  five  gallons  of  brandy  at  a  time,  and 
large  quantities  of  ale  and  beer.  I  notice 
in  the  report  before  me  where  a  medical! 
man  gives  an  order  for  70  pints  of  ale  in 
one  prescription.  I  suppose  the  person 
proposed  to  have  a  porter  or  ale  bath* 
He  could  not  use  it  in  any  other  way  in 
one  prescription. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Ac* 
cording  to  the  hon.  gentleman's  own  ad- 
mission, this  amendment  does  not  make  it 
any  worse. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes,  it  does ;  it 
gives  the  right  to  dispense  to  a  laiger 
number. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— The  law  as  it 
now  stands  enables  a  medical  practitioner 
to  give  a  medical  certificate  for  any  quan- 
tity whatever ;  but  he  cannot  give  a  certi- 
cate  for  less  than  a  pint  He  must  give 
a  certificate  for  a  pint  or  upwards. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— As 
I  understand  the  amendment  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Glengary,  it  is  to  provide 
that  a  medical  practitioner  in  the  country 
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jnay  buy  liquor  and  keep  it  in  his  office 
for  the  purpose  of  being  used  when  he 
makes  up  a  prescription  of  which  it  is  a 
necessary  part,  and  for  that  purpose  he 
wants  the  right  as  a  medical  practitioner 
•to  keep  it  on  the  premises  and  dispense  it 
In  reference  to  the  clause  itself,  I  invite 
the  attention  of  the  committee  to  this : 
whether  it  is  quite  right  to  subject  a  re- 
spectable body  of  gentlemen  like  the 
members  of  the  medical  profession,  to  a 
penalty  for  a  conviction  of  this  kind  ;  it 
says,  "for  strictly  medicinal  purposes," 
and  if  they  do  not  give  the  liquor  for 
strictly  medicinal  purposes,  they  are  to  be 
subject  to  a  penalty.  Who  is  to  be  the 
judge  as  to  whether  it  is  for  .medicinal 
purposes  or  not?  If  that  is  brought 
before  a  country  magistrate  who  may  per- 
haps be  a  violent  fanatic,  he  may  say  that 
it  was  not  given  for  medicinal  purposeb, 
but  for  some  other  purpose,  and  that  may 
raise  a  very  delicate  question,  and  perhaps 
a  very  embarrassing  one  for  an  honest 
practitioner.  If  he  cannot  satisfy  the 
magistrate,  as  a  medical  man,  that  he  has 
dispensed  the  liquor  in  the  line  of  his  pro- 
fession, it  would  place  him  sometimes  in  a 
dangerous  position. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  quite  agree 
with  my  hoa  friend  as  to  that,  and  the 
clause  is  made  still  more  exceptionally 
severe  upon  medical  men  when  you  come 
to  consider  that,  by  a  sub-section  of  this 
Act,  we  have  conferred  pretty  much  the 
same  privileges  on  priests  and  ordained 
•clergymen,  and  to  be  consistent  you  should 
impose  the  penalty  upon  them  as  well  as 
upon  the  medical  men. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  the  pro- 
per cure  is  to  make  them  liable  to  the 
penalty  as  well  as  the  doctors.  It  is,  per- 
haps, unfortunate  that  we  have  this  law  at 
all,  but  as  long  as  we  have  it,  it  should  be 
administered  with  some  sort  of  fairness, 
and  I  know  of  no  reason  why  a  doctor 
should  be  allowed  to  go  and  buy  as  much 
whiskey  as  he  pleases,  and  consume  it  or 
dispose  of  it  as  he  pleases,  when  a  lawyer 
or  a  merchant  cannot  do  the  same. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— We  do  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— If  my  hon.  friend 
from  Amherst,  who  lives  in  a  Scott  Act 
county,  were  walking  on  a  warm  day  and 


felt  it  necessary  to  take  a  glass  of  ale,  hd 
would  render  himself  liable  to  a  severe 
penalty  if  he  did  so,  while  his  i^edical 
man,  who  lives  a  little  way  from  him,  is  at 
liberty  to  go  and  buy  as  much  liquor  as  he 
pleases  and  dispose  of  it  as  he  thinks  pro- 
per, and,  I  presume,  if  he  used  two  or 
three  glasses  of  whiskey  he  would  be  at 
liberty  to  say  that  it  was  for  medicinal 
purposes,  I  think  the  returns  that 
my  hon.  friend  from  Ottawa  has  referred 
to,  show  that  the  medical  men  in  the  past 
have  stretched  the  exemption  as  far  as  it 
could  go,  and  certainly  further  than  the 
law  ever  intended  that  trust  to  be  ex- 
tended There  is  a  way  in  which  medical 
men  can  provide  themselves  with  liquor. 
Under  this  Act  they  can  buy  liquor  in 
quantities  to  the  extent  of  a  gallon  at  a 
time,  and  more  than  that  I  do  not  think 
they  have  any  right  to  expect  I  do  not 
consider  that  it  is  right  to  allow  a  doctor 
to  buy  liquor  by  the  gill  or  a  smaller  quan- 
tity, for  that  would  show  that  the  medical 
men  wanted  to  tipple  and  not  to  dispense 
liquor. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— I  am  opposed  to 
the  whole  law,  but  if  it  is  to  be  passed,  I 
am  not  inclined  to  give  privileges  to 
medical  men  and  clergymen  more  than  to 
others.  I  would  like  to  see  the  law 
carried  out  as  a  temperance  law,  but  for 
my  part  I  do  not  believe  it  can  be  enforced. 
I  believe  now  the  druggist  can  bring  in 
any  quantity  of  alcohol  and  can  sell  it ; 
he  can  sell  it  as  cologne  water.  I  think 
the  hon.  gentleman  is  aware  that  cologne 
water  is  actually  alchool ;  yet  the  druggist 
is  at  liberty  to  dispose  of  it  in  large  quan- 
tities. If  druggist  i  and  doctors,  and 
clergymen  and  priests,  have  the  privilege 
of  using  alcohol  as  they  please,  the  regular 
dealers,  who  have  been  employed  in  this 
business  all  their  lives,  should  not  be  res- 
tricted. I  think  it  is  right  that  I  should 
speak  out  on  this  subject  holding  the 
views  that  I  do,  and  vote  against  those 
privileges  being  given  to  the  medical  men 
or  clergymen. 

Hon  Mr.  McINNES  —  Become  a 
clergyman. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  moved  that  the 
amendment  be  amended,  by  striking  out 
the  words  "  purchase  and." 

The  motion  was  lost  on  a  division. 
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Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  think  you  had 
better  repeal  the  Act  if  you  are  going  to 
mutilate  it  in  the  way  that  is  proposed. 


Hon.  Mr.  SMITH- 
a  scandalous  Act 


-Hear,  hear ;  it  is 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— If  you  are  going 
to  mutilate  the  Act,  it  would  be  better  to 
repeal  it. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— This 
is  not  mutilating  the  Act 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— We  are  enabled 
to  judge  by  experience.  A  few  years  ago, 
I  thought  the  medical  men  would  respond 
to  the  trust  placed  in  them  by  Parliament, 
in  granting  them  the  power  to  issue  cer- 
tificates ;  but  we  find  there  has  been  a 
most  open  violation  of  the  law ;  that  in 
the  Island  of  Prince  Edward,  where  the 
law  is  in  force,  some  medical  men  have 
printed  certificates,  which  they  sell  at  so 
much  apiece,  and  fill  them  up  for  any  one 
that  applies  for  them.  I  take  the  returns 
of  a  single  day,  at  one  drtig  shop,  from 
the  printed  return  before  Parliament,  and 
1  find  that  in  Prince  County,  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island,  liquors  were  dispensed  on 
medical  certificates  in  the  followmg  quanti- 
ties: Brad  Black  got  12  pints  of  whiskey ; 
Mrs.  James  Read,  9  pints  of  whiskey; 
Howard  Farrow,  8  pints  of  whiskey;  Wm. 
S.  Green,  10  pints  of  whiskey ;  Charles 
Clark,  8  pints  of  whiskey ;  T.  H.  Robbie, 
80  pints  of  ale  and  porter ;  Brad  Black,  18 
pints  of  whiskey ;  Brad  Black,  28  pints 
of  whiskey;  H.  K  Wright,  16  pints  of 
whiskey :  D.  Hunt,  24  pints  of  whiskey ; 
Mr.  Kirk,  20  pints  of  whiskey,  and  so  on 
through  the  return. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— That 
has  nothing  to  do  with  this  question. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  has  everything 
to  do  with  this  amendment,  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  see. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— The  amend- 
ment says  it  is  for  exclusively  medicinal 
purposes. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Were  not  all  those 
certificates  I  have  referred  to  for  exclu- 
sively medicinal  purposes  ? 


Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— No;  the  certifi- 
cates for  gin  might  be. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  is  very  extraor- 
dinary that  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Tor- 
onto  should  contradict  me  so  boldly  when 
I  tell  him  the  fact  that  the  doctors  can 
only  give  certificates  for  medicinal  pur- 
poses ;  that  is  the  law. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— You  say  they  do 
not  give  it  lor  medicinal  purposes. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  say  they  do  take 
advantage  of  the  privilege  accorded  to 
them  and  give  wholesale  orders.  They 
sell  prescriptions  although  the  law  says 
they  shall  only  give  a  certificate  for  liquor 
for  purely  medicinal  purposes.  There  is 
the  law. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— Will  the 
hon.  Gcentleman  give  us  a  return  of  the 
physicians  who  refused  to  issue  those  cer- 
tificates ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Here  is  the  return 
of  liquors  dispensed  under  medical  certifi- 
cates. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^Does 
not  my  hon.  friend  see  that  this  amend- 
ment IS  limiting  it  to  medicinal  purpos- 
es? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Was  not  all  this 
dispensed  for  medicinal  purposes  ?  The 
law  says  there  shall  be  no  sale  of  liquor 
only  under  a  certain  condition,  and  that 
condition  is  that  a  medical  man  shall  pre- 
scribe it  for  medicinal  purposes. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— How  will  the 
medical  man  that  resides  out  inthecountry, 
40  miles  away  from  the  druggist,  give  a  pre- 
scription containing  alcohol  if  he  is  not  al- 
lowed to  keep  it  in  his  ofHce  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  is  not  the 
point  we  are  discussing.  What  I  am 
saying  is  this:  that  Parliament  having 
trusted  the  medical  profession  with  the 
right  to  give  certificates  for  unlimited  quan- 
tities, and  in  the  belief  that  they  would 
limit  it  to  the  quantities  actually  required 
for  the  special  cases,  some  of  them  have 
abused  that  trust      There  are  many  who 
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believe  that  alcohol  is  useful  in  medicine. 
I  do  not  believe  it  myself,  but  in  defer- 
ence to  the  views  of  the  many  gentlemen 
who  think  differently,  I  consented  to  their 
being  allowed  the  privilege  of  issuing  cer- 
tificates, but  on  the  express  understanding 
that  medical  men  who  gave  those  certifi- 
cates would  give  them  for  medicinal  pur- 
poses only,  and  that  those  certificates 
should  be  fyled  with  the  druggist,  and 
that  the  druggist  should  make  a  return  to 
Parliament  of  those  prescriptions.  I  was 
reading  from  this  official  return,  made  by 
this  druggist,  of  the  doctors  who  ordered 
gin,  brandy  and  other  liquors  for  the 
people.  I  have  the  names  of  the  doctors 
who  issued  the  certificates,  the  names  of 
the  persons  for  whom  these  prescriptions 
were  made,  and  the  name  of  the  druggist 
There  is  all  the  evidence  necessary,  and  I 
have  proceeded  to  read  what  was  done  in 
one  drug  shop  in  a  single  day,  so  that  the 
House  can  understand  how  this  privilege 
has  been  abused,  and  I  ask,  if  the  privi- 
lege has  been  abused  to  that  extent  with 
the  limitations  that  the  doctor  himself 
would  have  to  send  the  applicant  to  the 
drug  shop  and  the  druggist  would  have 
to  make  a  return  of  those  prescriptions  to 
Parliament,  am  I  not  perfectly  justified 
in  saying  the  abuse  would  be  ten  times 
greater  if  this  amendment  were  allowed  ? 
I  cannot  understand  any  medical  gentle- 
man who  has  any  respect  for  his  profes- 
sion supporting  it.  I  am  perfectly  justi- 
fied in  believing  that  if  we  enlarge  this 
privilege,  which  now  certainly  seems  large 
enough  to  destroy  the  real  value  of  the 
Act,  we  are  making  a  perfect  farce  of  the 
Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  would  like  to 
know  what  is  to  be  done  when  there  is  no 
druggist  at  hand  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  statute  pro- 
vides that  other  parties  may  be  named  as 
vendors. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Why  not  trust  the 
doctor,  as  well  as  anybody  else  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  law,  as  it 
stands  to-day,  provides  that  if  there  is  no 
druggist  in  the  neighborhood,  other  vendors 
may  be  named.  They  may  name  a  doctor 
if  they  like ;  I  should  rather  see  doctors' 


names  in  all  cases,  if  they  kept  the  returns,, 
but  I  do  not  think  you  ought  to  do  it 
without  that  proviso.  When  this  Bill  was 
under  consideration,  and  the  suggestion 
was  made  that  there  should  be  other 
vendors  appointed,  I  limited  it  to  druggists,, 
as  we  all  thought  that  the  drug  shop  would 
be  the  best  depository.  It  was  then  sug- 
gested that  there  were  localities  where  no 
druggist  could  be  found,  and  against  my 
own  judgment  the  words  "and  other 
vendors"  were  added.  Among  other 
provisions,  the  License  Act  repealed  the 
druggist  clause  altogether,  or  rather 
repealed  it  in  this  way — by  transferring  the 
power  of  giving  the  license  to  the  druggist 
from  the  Lieutenant-Governor  of  the 
province  to  the  Board  of  Commissioners, 
and  they  are  the  people  who  to-day  make 
the  selection,  and  they,  by  the  interpre- 
tation put  upon  this  Act,  give  the  right  to 
the  doctors,  or  to  the  tavern  keepers,  or  to 
anybody  else  to  sell  the  liquor,  and  as  a 
matter  of  feet  they  have  absolutely 
appointed,  in  the  county  of  Huron,  where 
the  Act  was  carried  the  other  day  by  a 
large  vote,  the  tavern  keepers  who  have 
been  put  out  of  business  by  the  passage  of 
the  Act,  to  dispense  the  liquor  instead  of 
the  druggist  I  say  the  Act  has  been  made 
a  perfect  farce  of. 

ftoN.  Mr.  DICKEY— It  shows  the 
difficulty  of  enforcing  such  an  Act 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  had  faith  enough 
in  all  the  Provincial  Governments  that 
they  would  faithfully  and  honestly  carry 
out  the  Act,  if  officers  who  are  not 
favorable  to  it,  and  who  have  no  moral 
responsibility  in  carrying  it  out,  were  not 
allowed  to  interfere  with  them  ;  but  under 
such  circumstances  the  law  is  powerless. 
It  cannot  be  put  in  force  unless  you  have 
officers  to  enforce  it,  and  it  is  very  much 
better  that  it  should  not  exist  at  all,  than 
be  a  dead  letter.  I  do  not  hesitate  to 
say  that  if  the  Act  is  not  supported  by 
public  opinion  and  by  the  authorities,  it 
is  infinitely  better  not  to  make  a  farce  of 
the  statutes  of  the  country,  because  it  will 
degenerate  still  further,  and  there  will  be 
practically  free  trade  in  liquor  when  there 
is  no  license.  The  Act  has  some  defects, 
owing  to  a  want  of  geographical  know- 
ledge, and  a  want  of  officials  to  carry  it 
out,  but  as  far  as  the  power  to  put  the 
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Act  in  force  is  concerned^  it  has  all  the 
executive  action,  if  there  were  individuals 
behind  it  to  enforce  it,  once  it  is  carried 
in  a  county.  But  if  the  License  Commis- 
sioners choose  to  defeat  it  they  can  do  so 
.readily  under  the  License  Act,  and  I  ask 
hoa  gentlemen  if  it  is  a  fair  interpretation 
of  the  intention  of  Parliament  when  the 
License  Commissioners  give  to  the  tavern- 
keeper,  not  to  the  druggist  or  doctors,  the 
right  to  dispense  liquor  unc|er  a  doctor's 
prescription  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— They  are  not 
tavern-keepers — they  were  tavern-keepers. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  stand  corrected ; 
they  are  not  tavern  keepers.  There  are 
no  tavern  keepers  now ;  they  are  dispens- 
ers of  liquor.  They  close  their  taverns  on 
the  30th  April,  and  on  the  ist  of  May 
they  are  licensed  by  the  Licensed  Commis- 
sioners to  sell  liquor  on  doctor's  prescrip- 
tions, in  any  quantity  they  please. 

Hon.  xMr.  SMITH— It  only  shows  the 
absurdity  of  the  law. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  object  to  any 
change  in  this  clause,  because  it  is  now 
too  broad.  I  think  it  ought  to  be  the  ob- 
ject of  every  medical  man  to  place  the 
law  in  such  a  position  that  weak  members 
of  the  profession  would  not  have  an  op- 
portunity to  abuse  their  trust  and  bring 
the  whole  profession  into  discredit.  I 
have  the  medical  returns  here  from  which 
I  was  reading  to  the  House  the  sales 
'Under  different  prescriptions — '^hen  hon. 
members  stopped  me.  I  have  shown 
'Cases  in  which  from  8  to  12  pints  of  whis 
^ey  have  been  given  in  one  prescription. 
Now,  my  hon.  friend  will  not  say  that  that 
was  carrying  out  the  spirit  of  the  Act 
He  has  too  much  candor,  and  too  much 
'Common  sense,  to  justify  the  conduct  of 
vthe  doctor  who  gave  such  certificate.  He 
cannot  pretend  to  justify  Dr.  McKay  in 
giving  6  pints  of  brandy  in  one  day  as  one 
/prescription. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Pur- 
chased in  one  day — my  hon.  friend  does 
not  suppose  that  it  was  drunk  in  one  day. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  ask  my  hon. 
friend  from  Glengar>*,  or  any  hon.  gentle- 

HoN.  Mp  SCOTT. 


man,  whether  he  will  say  that  16  pints  of 
brandy  can,  in  any  sense,  be  called  a  pre 
scription  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— It  shows  that  the 
recipient  had  great  capacity  for  liquor. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  shows  that  cer- 
tainly ;  but  I  do  not  think  my  hon.  friend 
will  contend  that  it  was  an  honest  pre- 
scription. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI>— I 
think  my  hon.  friend  is  unreasonable  in 
this.  He  tells  us  what  the  medical  men 
can  do  now — that  they  can  order  so  much' 
from  the  druggist,  and  he  makes  that  a 
ground  for  objecting  to  the  amendment  of 
the  hon.  member  from  Glengary,  which 
seems  to  me  either  to  be  unnecessary  alto- 
gether, or  if  it  should  pass,  would  have  a 
tendency  to  limit  this  evil. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— How  so  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  CAMPBELL  -Because  it 
says  that  the  medical  man  can  purchase 
and  dispense  ;  but  my  hon.  friend  says 
that  he  will  not  have  to  make  the  return 
that  the  druggist  has  to  make  now.  You 
can  amend  that,  however,  by  saying  that 
nothing  in  this  clause  shall  prevent  him 
from  making  the  same  return  that  the 
druggists  now  do  under  the  Act  Why 
should  not  my  hon.  friend  from  Glen- 
gary, who  lives  twenty  or  thirty  miles 
from  any  licensed  vendor  of  liquor,  not 
have  an  opportunity  of  dispensing  it  ?  It 
is  quite  as  fair  and  reasonable  to  suppose 
that  a  medical  man  is  honest  and  upright, 
as  to  suppose  that  even  in  the  face  of 
those  instances  that  have  been  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite,  he  is  go- 
ing to  abuse  the  trust  that  is  reposed  in 
him.  If  my  hon.  friend  will  add  a  clause 
requiring  medical  men  who  dispense  to 
make  a  return,  the  same  as  other  parties 
who  are  licensed  to  dispense  liquors,  there 
can  be  no  objection  to  it,  and  all  the 
abuse  which  has  been  mentioned,  and 
properly  mentioned,  as  having  arisen  un- 
der the  Act  as  it  is  now,  is  not  going  to  be 
increased  by  adopting  this  amendment 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  law  is  not 
infringed  in  that  particular. 
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Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— This 
amendment  might  be  necessary,  and  if  it 
is  necessary,  place  in  it  the  same  restriction 
that  medical  men  have  placed  on  them 
now. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  cannot  be  done, 
because  as  it  is  now  it  is  the  druggist  who 
makes  the  return  and  dispenses  the  liquor. 
If  you  compel  the  doctor  to  make  the  return 
he  has  nobody  to  check  him,  but  if  he  is 
compelled  to  make  it  under  oath,  there 
cannot  be  so  much  objection  to  it 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— My  hon. 
friend  does  not  appear  to  make  a  proper 
distinction  between  a  certificate  and  a 
prescription. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Those  are  all  pre- 
scriptions ;  I  have  read  nothing  but  pre- 
scriptions. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— They  are 
certificates  under  the  Scott  Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— They  can  only  be 
given  as  prescriptions. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— Decidedly 
not.  The  patient  or  the  patient's  friend 
calls  on  the  doctor,  and  he  simply  gives  him 
a  certificate  to  go  to  the  druggist,  and  he 
gets  whatever  liquor  he  wants.  I  do  not 
know  that  it  is  incumbent  on  the  medical 
man  to  name  the  quantity,  and  I  thir\k 
my  hon.  friend  is  very  inconsistent  to-ddy 
in  saying  that  the  medical  men  have 
betrayed  their  trust ;  for  it  was  the  hon. 
gentleman  and  his  friends  that  asked  the 
House  to  strike  out  the  words  "  not  less 
than  apint,"and  made  the  clause  worse  than 
it  was.  It  is  not  incumbent  on  a  medical 
man  to  name  the  quantity  of  liquor,  and 
if  he  gives  a  certificate  to  the  friend  of  the 
patient,  he  may  buy  ten  gallons  for  all  the 
medical  man  may  know.  I  have  myself 
given  certificates  without  naming  the 
quantity,  because  the  law  did  not  require 
me  to  do  so.  This  amendment  is  simply 
to  give  to  the  medical  profession  the  priv- 
ilege of  keeping  liquor  in  surgeries  for  the 
purpose  of  compounding  medicine  and 
dispensing  it  to  patients,  where  drug- 
gists' shops  are  not  convenient  It  is  not 
intended  for  any  other  purpose  than  that, 
and  I  think  it  is  really  too  bad  that  the 

E2 


medical  profession  should  be  held  up  to 
odium  and  disrepute  in  this  House,  and 
all  through  the  country,  in  the  way  it  has 
been  in  the  debate  on  this  question.  There 
are,  I  admit,  a  few  medical  men,  as  well 
as  men  in  other  professions,  who  violate 
the  law,  and  do  things  that  are  mean  and 
contemptible  ;  but  there  are  nearly  6,ooo 
medical  men  in  the  country,  and  I  do  not 
think  the  temperance  men  are  doing  them- 
selves justice  when  they  array  a  body  of 
such  influence  throughout  the  Dominion 
against  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  hon.  gentle- 
man states  that  a  doctor  is  not  bound  to 
give  a  limited  quantity.  The  doctor  is 
bound  to  prescribe  it,  and  bound  to  make 
an  affirmation  that  it  is  a  prescription.  I 
suppose  if  he  makes  a  prescription  he 
fixes  the  quantity  that  the  patient  is  to  take. 
Not  only  has  he  to  give  the  certificate 
but  he  must  affirm  that  it  is  for  the  person, 
named  therein. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN — It  may  be  a 
pint  or  ten  gallons. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— The  re- 
marks of  my  hon.  friend  from  Ottawa,  as 
regards  the  medical  men  of  Prince  Edward 
Island,  were  rather  indiscriminate.  Some 
of  them,  personal  friends  of  mine,  are 
about  as  upright  and  honorable  men  as 
can  be  found  anywhere.  The  evil  is  in 
the  Act  that  they  have  had  to  administer. 
It  is  a  difficult  thing  for  a  medical  man  to 
discriminate  between  actual  disease,  and 
what  is  likely  to  become  so,  if  an  ac- 
customed stimulant  is  refused.  A  person 
who  is  in  a  delicate  state  of  health  caused 
by  unusual  abstinence  from  his  accustomed 
glass  of  fermented  liquor,  may  apply  to  a 
doctor  who  may  see  quite  clearly  that  the 
case  is  likely  to  result  in  actual  disease, 
and  surely  he  ought  to  anticipate  that 
disease  by  giving  the  necessary  liquor  to 
prevent  it  It  is  a  very  nice  line  of  de- 
marcation between  these  two  points,  what 
is  disease,  and  what  is  in  danger  of  becom- 
ing so ;  and,  therefore,  I  do  not  see  that 
the  doctors  are  to  be  blamed,  if  acting  on 
this  necessity,  they  have  ordered  the  use 
of  liquor.  What  I  want  to  call  attention 
to  is  that  a  close  study  of  this  return 
would  show  that  some  medical  men,  even 
in  Princes  County,  have  acted  with  proper 
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discretion  in  this  matter.  The  whole  re 
turn  is  just  an  illustration  of  the  utter  in- 
efficienqr  of  this  Canada  Temperance  Act 
of  1878.  It  is  clear  to  me  that  if  the 
parties  who  have  thus  obtained  liquor  in 
undue  quantities  through  the  assistance  of 
medical  men  had  not  obtained  it  in  that 
manner  they  would  have  obtained  it  in 
some  way  perhaps  more  objectionable. 
At  least  they  have  had  this  advantage, 
that  the  liquor  they  obtained  in  the 
druggist  shop  was  generally  of  a  fair 
genuine  quality,  whereas  if  they  had  been 
driven  to  obtain  it  in  other  ways  it  might 
have  been  some  vile  compound  which 
would  have  been  attended  with  injurious 
effecU. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— The  hon.  gentle 
man  from  Ottawa  seems  to  have  a  terrible 
fear  of  the  retired  tavern-keepers.  He  is 
in  favor  of  the  druggist  being  entrusted 
with  the  sale  of  liquors.  I  am  aware  of  a 
case  where  a  druggist  dispenses  wine  at 
$1.50  a  bottle,  the  actual  value  of  which  is 
only  50  cents,  and  this  is  the  way  that  this 
law  is  operating  all  over  the  Dominion. 
Instead  of  wine  of  good  quality  being  had 
at  the  regular  prices,  people  are  compelled 
to  procure  it  from  druggists,  at  extortion- 
ate prices. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — I  may  mention, 
for  the  benefit  of  the  hon.  member  from 
Ottawa,  that  many  cases  occur  in  which 
a  good  deal  of  liquor  is  required  For 
instance,  in  cases  of  consumption,  the 
medical  man,  in  all  probability,  would  say, 
in  the  first  instance,  take  a  tablespoonful 
of  cod  liver  oil  and  a  glass  of  liquor,  three 
times  a  day,  until  the  symptoms  cease. 
The  man  may  not  care  for  the  liquor  any 
more  than  for  the  cod  liver  oil,  but  he 
takes  it  because  the  doctor  orders  it.  How 
could  the  doctor,  in  that  case,  tell  how 
much  liquor  the  man  would  have  to  take  ? 
Under  the  Scott  Act,  he  could  buy  ten 
gallons  and  get  off  scot  free;  but  if  he 
bought  9  gallons  and  3  pints  he  would  run 
the  risk  of  being  imprisoned  for  three 
months. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  really  think  that 
the  gentlemen  who  are  promoting  this  Bill, 
are  making  a  mistake.  It  seems  a  very 
reasonable  thing  to  permit  this ;  it  is  evi- 
dent that  it  is  the  sense  of  the  Flouse  that 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE. 


this  should  pass,  and  I  do  not  think  that 
anything  is  gained  by  attempting  to  oppose 
it  Whenever  my  hon.  friend  from  Ottawa 
rises  to  speak  on  this  subject,  he  adds  to 
my  conviction  that  the  law  is  one  which 
cannot  be  put  in  operation  satisfactorily  to 
himself  or  to  anybody  else.  He  acknow- 
ledges the  fact  whenever  he  speaks  upon 
the  subject,  as  does  my  hon.  friend  from 
Sarnia. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— I  beg  the  hon, 
gentleman's  pardon ;  I  do  not  acknowledge 
anything  of  the  kind. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— The  hon.  gentle- 
man acknowledges  the  fact  by  the  state- 
ments that  he  makes.  The  promoters  of 
this  legislation  put  an  amount  of  machin- 
ery on  the  statute  book  which  cannot  be 
made  to  work  because  it  is  repugnant  to 
the  sense  of  the  community,  and  the  bot- 
tom of  the  whole  thing  is  that  it  is  put  on 
the  community  without  the  vote  of  the 
majority  for  its  acceptance.  There  is  the 
trouble  which  lies  at  the  bottom  of  every- 
thing,  and  the  hoa  gentleman  may  make 
as  many  amendments  to  his  Act  as  he 
likes,  but  still  it  will  be  imperfect,  because 
it  will  lack  the  essential  element  of  being 
acceptable  to  the  people. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— I  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  makes  a  very  great  mistake 
when  he  ventures  to  prophesy  with  his  very 
limited  acquaintance  with  the  right  feeling 
of  the  people  of  Canada.  If  he  would 
take  the  evidence  which  the  people  have 
unmistakably  given  as  to  the  view  which 
they  hold  of  the  importance  of  this  mat- 
er, he  could  not  utter  the  sentiments 
which  he  has  expressed  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— The  hon.  gentle- 
man has  forgotten  the  figures  that  I  gave 
him  recently. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — I  have  not  forgot- 
ten anything.  I  attach  very  little  impor- 
tance to  the  hon  gentleman's  figures  be- 
cause they  had  very  little  bearing  on  the 
question  before  us.  He  says  this  Bill 
cannot  be  put  in  operation  ;  what  kind  of 
character  is  that  to  give  the  people  of 
Canada  to  say  that  a  law  which  stands  on 
the  statute  book  cannot  be  put  in  opera- 
tion. 
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Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— The  Act  is  defec- 
tive ;  not  the  people. 

Hon.  Mr.  VJDAL— If  the  Act  is  de- 
fective, what  is  the  duty  of  Parliament  ?  Is 
it  not,  when  defects  are  pointed  out,  to 
remedy  them  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— You  have  had  it 
all  your  own  way. 

Hon.  Mr.  VI DAL — No,  we  have  not 
had  it  our  own  way,  but  we  are  going 
to  have  it  all  our  own  way.  There  is  no 
doubt  in  my  mind  that  we  will  have  it 
our  own  way  at  last  The  hon.  gentleman 
says  the  Temperance  Act  does  not  rest  on 
the  recognized  approval  of  the  people. 
How  does  the  law  come  into  operation  ? 
It  cannot  be  given  effect  to  anywhere  un- 
less by  the  vote  of  the  majority  of  the 
people. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — No,  not  the  major- 
ity of  the  people. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — A  majority  of 
those  who  record  their  votes.  What  other 
way  have  we  under  the  British  system  of 
getting  the  views  of  the  people?  The 
majority  of  ballots  cast  in  an  election  de- 
termines the  fisite  of  governments,  the  fate 
of  policies,  the  future  of  the  whole  coun- 
try, and  shall  not  the  ballot-box  be  taken 
as  an  indication  of  the  will  of  the  people, 
when  a  majority  of  the  votes  recorded  are 
in  favour  of  the  Scott  Act  ?  I  challenge 
any  hon.  gentleman  accepting  the  princi- 
ples of  the  British  Constitution  to  point 
out  any  fallacy  whatever  in  the  statement 
which  we  make,  that  we  have  the  voice  of 
the  people  with  us  on  this  great  question. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— No,  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— -Most  emphatically 
I  say  we  have.  As  a  matter  of  opinion,  I 
have  just  as  good  a  right  to  mine  as  my 
hon.  friend  has  to  his,  and  I  adhere  to  it 
tenaciously,  because  after  a  long  and 
careful  investigation,  and  after  making 
myself  master  of  the  question,  I  have  come 
to  that  conclusion.  With  reference  to  the 
matter  which  is  before  us  I  cannot  con- 
sent, for  my  part,  to  accept  the  amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  hon.  member  from 
Glengarry,  and  for  this  reason — I  believe 


it  is  entirely  unnecessary.  I  believe  that 
every  facility  which  is  required,  for  a 
physician  to  prescribe  and  to  have  alcohol 
if  he  requires  it  to  mix  his  medicines,  is 
open  to  him  now  without  hindrance  or 
molestation. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— Will  the 
hon.  gentlemen  point  out  the  section  which 
empowers  a  physician  to  have  alcohol  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— The  section  was 
pointed  out  by  my  hon.  friend  from 
Ottawa.  What  does  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Glengarry  propose  now  ?  To  put  it 
in  the  hands  of  some  persons — I  frankly 
admit  they  would  form  a  contemptible 
minority  of  the  medical  profession — ^to 
abuse  this  power,  and  to  make  a  pecuniary 
profit  by  the  sale  of  liquors.  That  is  an 
important  feature  of  the  question  to  be 
taken  into  consideration.  It  is  not  neces- 
sary, in  carrying  out  the  duties  of  their 
profession,  that  they  should  have  any  such 
power  given  to  them  as  is  proposed  by  this 
amendment.  This  very  question  has  been 
submitted  to  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
that  House  has  very  distinctly  refused  to 
engraft  such  an  amendment  on  the  Bill 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— Not  this 
amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— Not  this  amend* 
ment  in  its  identical  words,  but  an  amend- 
ment having  the  same  object  in  view — 
an  amendment  to  provide  that  nothing 
in  this  Act  shall  interfere  with  the  right  of 
medical  men  to  keep  and  dispense  alcohol 
for  professional  purposes.  There  is,  per- 
haps, less  in  it  than  in  my  hon.  friend's- 
amendment,  but  the  question  of  the 
propriety  of  trusting  this  power  to  medical 
men  was  fairly  discussed  in  the  other 
House,  and  rejected.  Where  is  the  use 
of  our  adopting  this  amendment,  since  it 
has  already  been  decidedly  rejected  in  the 
other  House,  and  it  cannot  again  come  up 
for  consideration  in  the  same  session.  I 
do  not  mean  to  say  that  the  action  of  the 
House  of  Commons  is  to  be  considered 
so  binding  on  us  that  we  are  not  to  use 
our  own  discretion  and  judgment,  but  I 
do  say  that  we  ought  to  take  cognizance  of 
their  action,  and  it  ought  to  have  some 
effect  on  our  minds  and  make  us  hesitate 
to  take  a  stand    in  opposition  to  that 
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House  unless  some  great  principle  is 
involved,  or  some  great  danger  appre- 
hended. I  am  very  sorry  that  I  cannot 
accept  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  mem- 
ber from  Glengarry,  but  I  consider  it 
would  be  a  mistake  to  do  sa 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— My  hon.  friend 
: believes  that  this  amendment  is  unneces- 
sary. If  it  be  unnecessaiy  there  cannot 
be  any  great  harm,  at  all  events  from  his 
point  of  view,  in  adopting  it.  But  I  agree 
very  much  with  what  the  senior  member 
for  Halifax  has  said,  that  these  words, 
"purchase  and  "are  entirely  superfluous 
and  unnecessary.  It  would  be  better  to 
drop  them  out  and  let  us  say  "  dispense." 
Perhaps  we  might  *allow  this  amendment 
for  the  present,  in  committee,  to  be  car- 
ried and  let  it  be  contested  on  the  third 
jreading. 

Hon.  Mr,  FLINT — I  am  very  sorry  to 
observe  that  we  are  getting  rather  warm 
-on  this  question.  I  think  we  should  pro- 
ceed to  the  examination  of  the  clauses  of 
this  Bill  calmly,  and  deal  with  them  can- 
didly and  freely,  and  that  we  should  not 
get  into  a  fever  heat  about  them,  because 
that  can  do  no  good.  The  eyes  of  the 
public  are  on  us  at  the  present  time,  and 
although  this  Bill  may  be  so  mutilated 
before  we  get  through  with  it,  that  its 
•  promoters  will  hardly  recognize  it  as  the 
same  measure,  yet,  notwithstanding  that, 
I  think  we  should  be  careful  in  all  we  do. 
Let  us  act  honestly,  uprightly  and  fear- 
lessly in  dealing  with  every  clause  of  it. 
For  my  own  part,  I  intend  to  take  that 
course,  and  I  intend  to  deal  with  the  sub- 
ject calmly,  and  to  speak  in  such  a  way 
that  every  member  of  this  House  will 
know  what  I  meaa  If,  on  the  one 
hand,  the  Bill  should  be  so  mutilated  that 
it  cannot  become  law,  we  who  support  it, 
will  have  to  put  up  with  it.  If,  on  the 
other  hand,  it  can  be  amended  in  any  way 
which  will  make  it  more  efficient,  I  think 
those  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  question 
should  also  be  prepared  for  that  result 
Some  say  that  the  Act  cannot  be  worked. 
Now,  I  say  in  reply  to  that  that  there  is 
no  law  upon  the  statute  book  which 
can  be  worked  if  people  are  deter- 
mined to  break  it  You  can  make 
laws  to  prevent  murder,  theft,  housebreak 
ing  and  other  crimes,  yet  there  will  always 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL. 


be  some  persons  who  will  violate  them. 
Those  who  are  in  favor  of  the  liquor 
dealers  and  the  liquor  traffic,  and  those 
who  like  their  glass  will  oppose  the  law 
with  all  their  might  and  main.  Let  them 
go  on  if  they  choose  to  do  so,  but  the  end 
will  come  bye  and  bye.  I  am  confident 
that  in  the  end  the  victory  will  be  on  our 
side.  With  regard  to  this  amendment,  it 
strikes  me  that  the  fine  imposed  upon 
medical  men  who  violate  the  Act,  should 
be  done  away  with.  I  do  not  think  that 
all  our  medical  men  are  like  the  one  that 
has  been  referred  to.  We  have  gentlemen 
in  the  profession  of  the  highest  standing, 
who  are  incapable  of  wrong  doing,  but  on 
the  other  hand,  I  think  there  are  a  few 
who  do  not  care  what  they  do  so  long  as 
they  can  make  money  or  gain  popularity. 
There  are  black  sheep  in  every  fiock,  and 
probably  there  are  as  many  black  sheep  in 
proportion  to  their  number  in  the  medical 
profession,  as  in  any  other  class  of  the 
community;  but  it  is  said  that  a  little 
black  wool  mixed  with  the  white  some- 
times makes  better  yarn.  We  will  try  to 
get  the  Bill  through,  and  if  it  does  not 
pass  to  suit  us,  we  will  trust  to  the  other 
House  to  protect  the  interests  of  the  tem- 
perance people. 

Hon.  Sir.  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
suggest  that  it  would  be  as  well  to  leave 
out  the  words  "  purchase  and."  There 
are  means  now  by  which  a  medical  man 
can  procure  liquor. 

The  words  "purchase  and  "  were  struck 
out,  and  the  committee  divided  on  the 
motion  as  amended,  which  was  adopted  ; 
contents  35,  non-contents  16. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— I  think  the 
discussion  that  we  had  upon  the  former 
clause  really  covers  this  one. 

Hon.  Mr.  ODELL — I  have  an  amend- 
ment which  I  want  to  move  to  the  section 
itself.  The  amendment  of  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman is  to  a  sub-section;  the  amend- 
ment I  propose  is  to  the  5th  clause  itself. 

Hon.  Mr-  DICKEY— If  the  hon,  gen- 
tleman  looks  at  Ihe  notice-paper  he  will 
find  that  the  amendment  proposed  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Glengarry  is  to  the 
5th  clause,  conunencing  at  line  13. 
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Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— It 
proposes  to  leave  out  the  provision  for 
fining  the  medical  men  for  selling  for  other 
than  medicinal  purposes. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— That  is  all ; 
I  therefore  move  the  amendment  of  which 
I  have  given  notice,  that  the  5  th  clause  of 
the  Bill  be  amended  by  leaving  out  from 
the  word  "sale  "  in  the  thirteenth  line,  to 
"  2  "  in  line  twenty-two. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  should  like  to 
ask  my  hon.  friend  what  his  objection  is 
to  the  portion  of  the  clause  which  he  pro- 
poses to  strike  out  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN — Medical  men 
are  liable  to  a  fine  of  from  $20  to  $40, 
when  other  parties,  who  are  allowed  to 
give  certificates  on  the  same  conditions 
are  not  subject  to  the  same  fine.  For 
instance,  clergymen  and  priests  can  give 
certificates,  and  those  gentlemen  are  not 
subject  to  a  penalty,  and  it  makes  a  very 
invidious  distinction. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  better  way 
to  remove  the  invidious  distinction  is  to 
put  them  all  on  the  same  footing.  If  we 
propose  to  repeal  this  Act  altogether,  well 
and  good.  If,  when  hon.  gentlemen 
think  there  is  any  chance  of  doing  that, 
they  will  move  in  it,  I  shall  be  very  glad 
to  assist  them ;  but,  while  the  Act  is  on 
the  statute  book,  I  think  it  is  not  fair  to 
try  to  destroy  its  effect  by  filibustering 
amendments. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— By  what  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— By  fillibustering 
amendments.  What  object  is  there  in 
providing  that  a  medical  man  shall  not 
prescribe  liquor  except  for  medicinal  pur- 
poses, if  there  is  no  penalty  for  his  violating 
the  law?  You  must  have  a  penalty  in 
order  to  enforce  the  law,  and  it  is  only 
proper  that  a  medical  man  should  be 
punished  as  well  as  any  other  man  if  he 
violates  the  law.  If  a  clergyman  violates 
the  law  I  do  not  know  of  any  reason  why 
he  should  not  be  punished  as  well  as  a 
medical  man  or  anybody  else,  and  I  think 
the  proper  way  to  amend  this  Bill  is  to 
add  to  the  sub  section  a  provision  that  any 
such  person  shall  be  liable  to  the  same 


penalty  for  improperly  giving  certificates, 
as  a  medical  man.  I  shall  be  prepared  to 
move  it  if  my  suggestion  is  accepted. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  shall  ob- 
ject  to  such  an  amendment.  This  law  is. 
generally  administered  by  fanatics,  and  it 
would  not  be  fair  to  drag  a  medical  man 
or  a  clergyman  before  such  persons  for 
trial.  Medical  men  will  not  abuse  such  a 
trust  as  this,  because  their  object  is  to  heal 
the  sick,  and  not  to  abuse  the  law.  I  say 
that  it  is  throwing  an  insult  upon  the 
profession  to  propose  such  an  amendment.. 
I  am  surprised  at  my  hon.  friend  attempt- 
ing to  put  the  medical  profession,  or  the 
clergy,  in  such  a  humiliating  position  as 
to  have  them  dragged  before  a  court  and 
tried  by  blind  fanatics  whose  zeal  out- 
weighs their  judgment  on  this  question. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  am  rather 
surprised  at  my  hon.  friend  from  Halifax 
making  such  an  attack  as  he  has  done  on 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Sarnia.  He  has 
spoken  of  this  amendment  as  a  fillibuster- 
ing amendment ;  yet  who  brought  it  in  ? 
Why,  the  people  who  framed  and  promot- 
ed the  Scott  Act.  My  hon.  friend  who 
made  this  motion  has  not  asked  for  any 
amendment  to  the  Act ;  he  has  asked  to 
strike  out  a  fillibustering  amendment  that 
is  put  into  the  Act  by  this  very  section, 
and  therefore  it  is  hardly  fair  towards  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  has  charge  of  the  Bill 
to  speak  of  the  amendment  in  that  way. 
Of  course  I  speak  jocularly,  but  one  can- 
not overlook  it.  Now,  with  regard  to  the 
words  that  are  to  be  struck  out,  I  just  put 
it  to  the  House,  is  it  fair  that  medical 
men  who  for  the  last  seven  years  have 
been  entrusted  by  Parliament  with  this 
duty,  the  responsibility  of  which  they 
know  very  well,  are  now  to  be  put  under 
a  penalty,  and  under  what  circumstances  ? 
You  say  that  they  may  be  brought  before 
any  one  justice;  that  justice  may  be  a 
gentleman  of  very  strong  convictions — I  am 
not  calling  him  a  fanatic,  but  he  may  have 
very  strong  convictions — and  that  justice 
is  selected  by  the  prosecutor  who  brings 
the  suit.  He  can  take  his  choice  of  any 
magistrate  in  the  district,  and  put  a  medi- 
cal man,  under  those  circumstances,  in 
very  great  peril,  and  perhaps  destroy  his 
character  as  a  physician. 
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Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— Cannot 
he  appeal  to  a  higher  court  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— He  may  be 
taken  before  one  or  more  justices ;  he 
may  be  taken  before  three  if  he  likes,  or 
it  may  be  before  any  one  justice,  at  the 
discretion  and  the  selection  of  the  party 
who  prosecutes  ;  but  you  have  not  even 
put  in  the  ordinary  protection  that  it  shall 
be  a  higher  officer  or  stipendiary  magis- 
trate, and  in  the  country  districts  we  know 
very  well  how  it  would  work.  It  would 
be  an  instrument  of  tyranny,  and  a  mode 
of  punishing  people  under  fanatical  in- 
fluences, and  I  do  not  think  it  is  legis- 
lation that  ought  to  pass.  And  has  the 
committee  considered  this  ?  If  you  pass 
that  clause,  you  cannot  in  all  consistency 
refuse  to  make  it  applicable  to  the  next 
one,  the  one  with  reference  to  the  clergy- 
men and  ordained  ministers  of  this 
country.  Are  you  going  to  impose  such 
a  penalty  on  them  ?  To  be  consistent 
you  must  do  it,  and  if  you  do  it  you  link 
together  those  men  who  have  been  spoken 
of  in  such  strong  terms  by  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Ottawa,  and  the  priests  and  or- 
dained clergymen.  I  do  not  think  the 
committee  will  hesitate  for  a  moment  to 
leave  the  law  as  it  stands,  and  not  to 
make  a  fillibustering  amendment  When 
medical  men  are  bound  strictly  to  give 
liquor  only  for  exclusively  medicinal  pur- 
poses, it  is  better  to  leave  them  to  be  the 
judges  of  it 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES,  (B.C.)— Is  there 
not  an  appeal  from  the  conviction  of  one 
or  more  magistrates  to  any  superior  court  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I  am 
really  not  able  to  answer  my  hon.  friend 
ofT-hand  under  this  Act 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAI^— There  is  no 
appeal  from  the  stipendiary  magistrate, 
but  there  is  from  an  ordinary  magistrate. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— It 
seems  to  me  that  this  proposed  amend- 
ment ought  not  to  carry.  I  do  not  think 
it  is  lair  to  the  medical  profession, 
and  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  carried 
out  in  any  fair  sense  at  all  towards  them. 
It  says  that  they  are  to  be  fined  if  they  give 
spirits  for  any  other  but  strictly  medicinal 


purposes.  Who  is  to  be  the  judge  of 
that  ?  Surely  the  medical  men  themselves 
are  the  only  judges  of  what  is  strictly 
medicinal  If  you  put  them  under  a 
penalty,  you  must  do  the  same  with  the 
clergymen,  and  you  must  oblige  them  to 
submit  themselves  to  the  opinion  of  men 
who  are  not  half  as  well  able  to  judge 
what  is  proper  for  medicinal  purposes  as 
they  are ;  but  supposing  that  instances 
have  occurred  in  which  medical  men  have 
abused  the  trust  reposed  in  them  by  Par- 
liament, there  is  no  contention  that  the 
great  bulk  of  the  medical  profession  will 
do  what  is  wrong  in  this  matter.  There 
are,  of  course,  a  few  black  sheep  amongst 
them,  as  in  other  professions,  but  you 
should  not  legislate  against  the  whole 
profession  because  some  of  them  do 
wrong,  and  it  is  placing  them  in  great 
danger,  because  they  would  have  to 
satisfy  men  who  in  some  cases  would 
never  be  satisfied  that  the  liquor  dis- 
pensed was  for  medicinal  purposes. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— There  are  num- 
bers of  the  medical  men  who  are  not  to 
be  trusted  with  this  license.  When  it  is 
proved  that  clergymen  are  not  to  be 
trusted  with  it,  it  will  be  time  to  impose 
the  penalty  on  them.  The  men  who 
give  the  certificates  ought  to  be  licensed, 
and  the  authorities  who  grant  the  licenses 
ought  to  have  the  power  to  withdraw  the 
license  when  it  is  found  that  the  party 
who  has  it  abuses  it.  That  would  meet 
the  case  if  the  House  is  not  disposed  to 
pass  the  clause  as  it  stands. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  wish  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Minister  of  Justice  to 
this  point.  This  Bill  was  considered  at 
some  length  in  the  other  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— That  is  no 
aigument 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — This  particular 
amendment  was  considered  attentively; 
we  propose  to  make  certain  amendments 
to  this  Bill,  which  are  amendments  of 
some  consequence.  This  is  an  amend- 
raent  which  I  think  is  not  of  much  conse- 
quence ;  but  the  effect  of  our  making  so 
many  amendments  on  matters  that  have 
been  recently  passed  upon  by  the  Com- 
mons,  will  be  to  render  that  Chamber 
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•disinclined  to  accept  important  amend- 
ments upon  points  which  they  have  not 
dealt  with.  I  put  that  to  the  House 
simply  as  a  matter  of  business. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I  do 
not  think  that  that  is  a  fair  proposition 
10  put  to  the  House.  We  should  deal 
with  all  those  questions  according  to  our 
own  view  of  what  is  right,  and  what  ought 
to  be  done,  let  the  fate  of  the  Bill  be  what 
it  may.  I  do  not  think  we  are  to  con- 
sider what  was  done  in  the  Lower  House, 
or  what  course  they  may  pursue,  in  case 
we  fail  to  do  exactly  what  they  may  con- 
sider we  should  da  This  amendment 
proposes  a  thing  which  the  majority  ot  the 
House,  I  think,  consider  unfair,  and  we 
ought  to  vote  according  to  our  conviction. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— I  understood  that 
the  great  complaint  by  certain  gentlemen 
against  this  House  is,  that  we  are  merely 
a  recording  committee ;  and  now  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Halifax  seems  to  be  going 
the  other  way. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — I  scarcely  think 
that  the  penalty  under  this  act  is  large 
enough.  Any  medical  man  who  gives  a 
certificate  for  any  other  than  strictly  medi- 
cinal purposes  shall,  for  the  first  offence, 
be  fined  $20,  and  the  second  $40,  or  in 
de&ult,  imprisonment  for  three  months. 
In  the  Act  itself,  it  is  provided  that,  if  a 
man  is  found  within  half  a  mile  of  a 
polling-booth  during  an  election,  with  a 
walking-stick,  and  is  asked  to  give  it  up, 
and  refuses  to  do  so,  he  is  fined  $100.  I 
think  the  penalty  in  this  clause  is  too 
light. 

On  the  loth  clause, 

Hon  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said : 
I  object  to  these  forms.  I  do  not  think 
it  wise  to  make  those  special  forms  of  in- 
formation and  forms  of  conviction.  We 
are  trying  all  the  time  to  bring  those  things 
under  one  general  rule ;  to  give  forms  for 
all  ccMivictions  and  informations  under  the 
Summary  Convictions  Act ;  and  if  from 
time  to  time  we  pass  exceptional  Acts 
like  this,  and  provide  special  forms,  we 
shall  only  get  further  into  difficulties.     I 


ask  the  House  is  it  specially  desirable  to 
have  those  special  forms  ?  For  my  part 
I  do  not  think  it  is.  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  hon.  gendemen  who  are  in  favor  of 
this  Act  had  better  be  content  with  the 
forms  in  the  Summary  Convictions'  Act, 
and  strike  these  out.  There  is  no  diffi- 
culty in  specifying  the  offence  under  this 
Act,  and  I  think  it  would  be  better  not  to 
make  a  special  form. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  forms  here 
are  only  permissive,  and  not  absolute.  It 
has  been  found  in  preparing  the  charge  it 
very  often  falls  to  a  tribunal  that  for  the 
first  time  has  had  occasion  to  prepare  it, 
and  therefore  they  do  not  know  the  words 
to  use  in  the  form,  and  I  do  not  see  any 
objection  to  having  these  forms  prepared 
for  them. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
would  suggest  to  my  hon.  friend  from 
Samia  the  leaving  out  all  the  words  down 
to  the  word  "  where  *'  in  the  13th  line,  so 
that  it  would  provide  that  the  information 
shall  be  made  upon  the  oath  of  the  party 
complainant  substantiating  the  information. 
That  would  give  an  enactment  which  the 
temperance  people  want  on  that  subject, 
and  would  leave  out  all  about  the  forms. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  would  like  to 
call  attention  to  this  feature  in  connection 
with  the  schedules.  The  latter  part  of  the 
clause  is  a  very  proper  amendment  to  the 
law,  and  I  do  not  think  there  can  be  any 
possible  objection  to  it.  That  is  the  one 
which  provides  that  the  information,  where 
it  is  not  laid  by  the  proper  officer,  shall  be 
made  upon  oath ;  but  if  my  hon;  friend 
will  look  at  the  form  of  information.  No.  i 
of  the  schedule,  he  will  find  it  is  only  to 
be  "  laid  and  signed  before  me,"  instead 
of  sworn.  It  should  be  swora  These 
schedules  of  forms  were  framed,  I  sup- 
pose, before  that  clause  was  passed.  It 
was  an  amendment  which,  I  believe,  was 
inserted  in  the  House  of  Commons. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— It  would  be 
better  to  leave  the  forms  out  altogether. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— It  is  another 
reason  for  leaving  them  all  out 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  venture  to 
differ  from  the  Minister  of  Justice  on  the 
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question  of  forms.  The  object  of  these 
forms,  of  course,  is  to  give  the  persons 
who  are  proceeding  under  the  Act  infor- 
mation as  to  the  way  in  which  they  are  to 
proceed,  and  I  know  that  there  are  some 
gentlemen  who  wish  to  proceed,  very 
often  without  knowing  what  they  are 
doing,  like  my  hon.  friend  from  Niagara. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Hear,  hear 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— But  generally 
people  prefer  to  know  what  they  are 
about;  and  these  forms  which  indicate 
the  line  which  has  to  be  taken  in  cases  of 
prosecutions  for  different  offences  against 
the  Temperance  Act,  will  be  found  very 
convenient  and  useful ;  and  I  think  it 
would  be  much  to  be  regretted  if  they 
were  struck  out.  When  a  man  wishes  to 
proceed  against  a  party  who  has  violated 
the  Act,  he  gets  the  form  here ;  he  has 
not  to  look  through  the  Act  of  1869,  to 
see  how  the  forms  of  that  Act  can  be 
altered  so  as  to  be  adapted  to  a  case 
under  this  Act  He  gets  the  form  here 
with  the  adaptation  already  made,  and  it 
would  be  a  pity,  when  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill  have  taken  such  care  in  framing 
those  forms,  that  their  labor  should  be 
thrown  away.  I  did  not  understand  that 
the  Minister  of  Justice  had  any  objection 
to  those  forms,  except  that  they  were  mak- 
ing special  legislation  when  the  general 
legislation  would  do ;  but  this  is  special 
legislation  in  this  way  only — it  gives  the 
forms,  but  it  does  not  alter  the  procedure 
Act  of  1869.  It  simply  gives  a  number 
of  forms  which  are  made  in  conformity 
with  that  Act  and  with  the  Canada  Tem- 
perance Act.  I  think  that  the  schedule 
would  be  found  to  be  exceedingly  con- 
venient. 

Hon.  Sir.  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— To 
show  my  hon.  friend  how  mistaken  he  is, 
I  may  point  out  to  him  that  these  forms 
deal  with  offences  that  are  not  punishable 
by  summary  conviction  at  all  Number  8 
is  tampering  with  a  witness ;  Number  9 
is  for  compromising  or  compounding  a 
prosecution  ;  Number  10  is  for  being  a 
party  to  compromise  a  prosecution — ^you 
cannot  deal  with  these  by  summary  con- 
viction, yet  here  is  a  form  given  for  them 
which  shows  the  danger  of  prescribing 
forms  where  persons  are  not  thoroughly 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER. 


well  advised  as  to  the  state  of  the  law,  and 
these  forms  would  be  merely  a  snare  to 
parties  prosecuting.  It  is  far  better  to 
trust  to  the  Law  of  Summary  Convictions. 

Hon.  Mr.  ODELL— Under  the  looth 
section  of  the  Act  which  is  now  amended, 
the  punishment  of  sale  and  so  forth  in 
violation  of  the  second  part  of  the  Act  is 
a  fixed  fine  of  $50  for  the  first  offence  and 
$100  for  the  second  offence,  with  impris- 
onment for  a  term  of  two  months  if  not 
paid.  I  want  to  draw  attention  to  those 
very  forms  which  become  part  of  the  Act,, 
because  if  you  take  form  Q  you  will  find 
that  not  only  is  the  penalty  exacted,  but 
in  this  form,  which  becomes  part  of  the 
Act,  for  the  first  offence  it  is  fine  and 
imprisonment,  and  a  warrant  of  commit- 
ment under  that  form  adds  imprisonment 
with  hard  labor.  Then,  take  the  form  for 
the  third  offence,  the  penalty  is  fine  and  im- 
prisonment, and  in  the  warrant  of  commit- 
ment it  includes  hard  labor.  In  the  Act 
of  1878,  the  penalties  are  fixed,  and  there 
is  no  hard  labor  provided ;  and  it  seems 
to  me  that  that  punishment  runs  through 
all  these  forms  in  some  way,  though  it  is 
not  provided  under  the  Act  itself 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  think  that  the 
question  of  the  hon.  member  from  Halifax 
has  been  pretty  well  answered  by  the  Min- 
ister of  Justice.  These  schedules  have 
been  taken  from  the  Act  of  1883,  but  they 
have  been  altered ;  they  are  not  the  same 
schedules.  I  have  compared  them  and 
havfe  found  some  alterations  of  a  very 
important  character. 

Hon.  Mr.  VI DAI.— I  beg  to  take 
issue  with  the  hon.  gentleman ;  I  have 
compared  these  very  carefully  with  the 
schedules  in  the  License  Act  of  1883,  and 
have  marked  them,  and  I  see  that  they  are 
the  same  in  every  respect,  except  in  those 
particulars  where  provisions  need  to  be 
made  for  the  special  features  of  the 
Canada  Temperance  Act.  My  hon.  friend 
who  calls  attention  to  section  Q — I  cannot 
understand  how  he  can,  with  the  docu- 
ments before  him,  stand  up  and  say  that 
for  the  first  offence,  a  party  may  be  im- 
prisoned at  hard  labor. 

Hon.  Mr,  ODELL— No.  I  refer  to 
form  S.     In  the  Temperance  Act   the 
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penalty  is  fixed,  and  there  is  no  hard 
labor  in  it ;  and  the  hon.  gentleman  can- 
not show  me  a  case  in  which  imprison- 
ment with  hard  labor  has  been  given  under 
a  conviction  under  the  Temperance  Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — No,  we  cannot; 
for  the  only  people  who  have  exposed 
themselves  to  such  punishment  have 
cleared  out  and  left  the  country. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPELL  moved 
the  amendment,  which  he  suggested,  to 
strike  out  all  the  words  in  the  loth  clause 
down  to  the  word  "where,"  in  the  thir- 
teenth line. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — I  beg  to  move 
the  amendment  of  which  I  gave  notice  the 
other  day.  I  must  apologize  for  being 
neck  and  shoulders  with  the  Minister  of 
Justice  in  his  amendment,  but  it  is  en- 
tirely owing  to  the  conduct  of  my  col- 
league, the  senior  member  for  Halifax. 
He  wanted  to  move  his  amendment  be- 
fore mine,  and  in  his  hurry  to  do  so,  it  was 
thrown  out  I  gave  way  to  him,  every 
moment  thinking  that  he  intended  to 
move  his  resolution.  He  did  not  do  so ; 
whether  he  was  sincere  in  stating  it 
was  his  intention  to  move  it  or  not — I 
suppose  he  was  —  certainly  his  con- 
duct, if  I  did  not  know  him,  would  lead 
me  to  suppose  that  he  was  not  sincere. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— My  hon.  col- 
league from  Halifax  has  made  a  charge 
against  me  that  is  altogether  unjustifiable. 
It  is  true  that  he  spoke  to  me  about  mov- 
ing my  amendment ;  and  I  proposed  to 
move  it  at  what  I  thought  was  the  proper 
stage — when  we  had  disposed  of  the  third 
clause  of  this  Bill;  but  at  the  suggestion 
of  the  Minister  of  Justice  that  it  was  better 
to  get  through  with  the  undisputed  parts 
of  the  Bill,  I  agreed  to  move  my  amend- 
ment afterwards.  The  amendment  that 
my  hon.  friend  is  going  to  move  is  a  very 
important  one.  It  is  one  which,  I  think, 
ought  to  be  discussed  carefully  and  fully ; 
and  now  at  five  minutes  to  six  it  is  not  a 
time  when  my  hon.  friend  could  expect 
that  discussion  on  his  amendment,  which 
its  importance  deserves,  and  it  would  be 
better  to  call  it  six  o'clock,  and  let  the  de- 
bate be  continued  this  evening. 


Hon.  Mr.  McMASTER,  from  the 
committee,  reported  that  they  had  made 
some  progress  with  the  Bill,  and  asked 
leave  to  sit  again. 

The  report  was  received  and  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT  moved  that  the  de- 
bate be  adjourned  until  to-morrow. 

The  yeas  and  nays  having  been  called 
for,  the  Speaker  declared  that  the  vote 
could  not  be  taken,  it  being  six  o'clock. 

At  six  o'clock  the  Speaker  left  the  chair. 

AFTER  RECESS. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee  of  the  Whole,  for  consideration  of 
Bill  (92),  "An  Act  further  to  amend  the 
Canada  Temperance  Act  1878,  and  the 
Liquor  License  Act  1883." 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— When  the  com- 
mittee rose  at  6  o'clock,  I  was  about  to- 
move  a  resolution  of  which  I  had  given, 
notice  some  days  before.  I  would  have 
moved  it  earlier  in  the  day  but  the  senior 
member  from  Halifax,  although  my  notice 
had  been  given  before  his,  made  his  ante- 
cedent to  mine,  and  therefore  I  waived 
my  right  for  him  to  move  this  resolution.. 
I  waited  patiently  until  6  o'clock  for  him  to- 
move,  but  he  did  not  do  so.  Without 
waiting  longer,  I  think  I  had  better  take 
the  matter  into  my  own  hands  and  move 
the  resolution  of  which  I  have  given 
notice.  In  doing  so,  as  I  have  already 
moved  this  amendment  on  two  different 
occasions,  I  may  possibly  repeat  myself, 
but  I  shall  endeavour  not  to  do  so.  I  am 
afraid  I  may  do  as  Dryden  says  Alexan- 
der— not  the  hon.  member  from  Wood- 
stock, but  Alexander  of  Macedon — did  at 
**  the  royal  feast  for  Persia  won," — 

''And  thrice  he  routed  all  his  foes; 
And  thrice  he  slew  the  slain." 

I  trust  I  shall  not  fall  into  the  error  that 
Alexander  of  Macedon  did.  The  motion,, 
as  you  are  all  aware,  is  to  endeavor  tO' 
introduce  in  this  country  the  use  of  light 
wines  and  beer,  to  the  exclusion  of  stronger 
beverages.  Most  of  you  are  aware  that 
the  distillation  of  alcohol  was  discovered! 
by  the  Saracens  about  the  middle  of  the- 
iith  century— about  the  date  of  William: 
the  Conqueror.    Prior  to  that  time,  thougb 
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there  had  been  drunken  men,  I  do  not 
think  there  were  drunkards.  We  search 
the  Scriptures,  and  though  we  find  that 
men  were  drunk  occasionally,  and  it  was 
reprobated  in  those  writings,  yet  the  cases 
were  very  few,  and  other  vices  were  dwelt 
on  much  more  frequently.  The  hon. 
member  from  Sarnia  knows  more  about 
it  than  I  do,  perhaps,  but  I  do  not  think 
he  will  find  many  passages  in  the  Bible 
that  allude  to  this  vice  of  drunkeness.  We 
come  down  now  to  a  later  time,  and  we 
know  that  Juvenal  satirized  the  vice  of  his 
age.  We  all  know,  those  of  us  who  have 
had  it  licked  into  us,  what  those  vices 
were,  and  we  know  that  drunkeness  is  very 
little  alluded  to.  Now,  to  go  back  to  my 
own  profession,  I  find  that  Hippocrates, 
who  lived  between  four  and  fi\e  hundred 
years  before  the  birth  of  Christ,  kept  an 
account  of  those  patients  he  attended,  and 
as  far  as  my  memory  serves  me,  and  I  have 
read  his  work  carefully,  I  do  not  remember 
one  case  where  drunkeness  was  the  cause 
of  the  disease.  Paulus  Aegenitus,  who 
flourished  between  the  second  and  third 
centuries  afler  the  birth  of  Christ,  and  who 
gives  the  experience  of  physicians  who 
lived  before  his  day,  does  not  speak  of 
drunkeness  as  prevailing,  and  therefore  it 
is  reasonable  to  suppose  that  it  was  not  a 
vice  which  prevailed  before  the  distillation 
of  alcohol  was  discovered.  Therefore,  if 
we  can  manage  to  repress  the  use  of 
alcohol  we  can  very  safely  and  use- 
fully introduce  the  use  of  light  wines 
and  beer  ?  If  the  Temperance  Act  should 
ever  become— as  the  hon.  member  from 
Sarnia  believes  and  hopes  (hoping  against 
hope,  I  think)  that  it  will  be — universally 
introduced  in  the  country,  what  will 
become  of  the  revenue  that  we  derive 
from  the  liquor  traffic  ?  The  Dominion 
has  a  much  larger  debt  than  it  ought  to 
have  ;  the  expenses  are  much  larger  than 
they  ought  to  be,  and  if  we  knock  off  six 
to  nine  millions  of  dollars  a  year  from  the 
revenue  we  will  find  it  hard  to  make  up 
the  amount  If  we  were  obtaining  a  com- 
mensurate benefit,  I  would  not  care  about 
the  loss  of  revenue.  I,  for  one,  would  be 
willing  to  lessen  my  expenses  and  to  pay 
more  taxes  to  make  up  the  amount,  but 
there  will  be  the  same  amount  of  drinking 
that  there  is  now,  and  a  serious  loss  to  the 
revenue.  We  are  legislating  to  encourage 
trade  with   France,  and   I  wonder  very 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON. 


much,  considering  that  there  are  so  many 
of  our  people  of  French  descent  and 
speaking  the  French  language,  that  we 
have  had  so  little  trade  with  France.  We 
all  know  that  the  chief  exports  of  that 
country  are  light  wines.  There  is  no  use 
of  telling  us  that  drunkeness  exists  where 
wine  is  easily  procured  We  know  that  it 
is  not  the  case.  Travellers  tell  us,  and 
those  of  us  who  have  been  fortunate 
enough  to  travel  in  those  countries  know, 
that  it  is  not  the  case.  Why  not  introduce 
light  wines  and  beer  in  this  country,  and 
see  what  the  result  will  be  ?  I  have  been 
told  that  people  can  get  drunk  on  claret ; 
yes  they  can,  but  they  have  to  take  a  great 
deal  of  it  I  remember  a  story  of  an 
Irish  squireen  who  was  at  Dublin,  and 
after  drinking  claret  for  about  an  hour 
he  was  asked  how  he  liked  it  He  said, 
"  it  is  very  nice,  but  it  is  mighty  taydious 
drinking."  It  was  somethmg  which  he 
could  not  get  drunk  comfortably  on,  unless 
he  had  a  great  deal  of  time  on  his  hands. 
But  we  are  told  that  public  opinion  is 
expressed  by  the  petitions  which  have  been 
presented  here ;  and  that  we  should  sup- 
port this  Bill  because  there  are  a  great 
many  petitions  in  favor  of  temperance 
legislation.  Perhaps  the  hon.  member 
from  Sarnia  can  tell  me  how  many  names 
are  attached  to  the  petitions  presented 
this  year. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY  — They  say 
100,000. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— Then,  100,000 
people  have  said  that  the  Scott  Act  is  a 
failure.  They  say  it  has  created  dissen- 
sions in  the  several  counties  where  it  has 
been  adopted;  that  it  has  injured  the 
revenue,  and  that  nothing  but  prohibition 
will  answer.  I  think  that  is  a  pretty  good 
indication  of  public  opinion,  and  that  the 
people  have  no  confidence  in  this  ten- 
gallon  temperance  Act,  as  I  think  I  may 
justly  call  it  We  read  the  other  day  a 
letter  from  the  Venerable  Roman  Catholic 
Archbishop  of  Ontario,  stating  that  the 
Scott  Act  was  a  failure,  and  that  he  did 
not  approve  of  it  His  opinion  I  value, 
because  he  is  a  man  of  a  great 
deal  of  learning,  and  one  who  stands 
very  high  in  his  denomination.  I 
do  not  think  his  opinion  would  be  worth 
more  than  anyone  else's  if  it  were  not  for 
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the  backing  behind  him.  He  is  a  shrewd 
man,  and  he  would  not  promulgate  that 
view  unless  he  knew  that  a  majority  of 
those  who  follow  him  echoed  the  same 
rsentiment  I  think  it  shows  that  public 
opinion  is  changing  on  the  Scott  Act,  and 
that  a  great  many  men  in  Ontario  are 
becoming  opposed  to  it.  Take  the  ex 
perience  of  the  hon.  member  from  Char- 
lottetown  (Mr.  Haythorne).  What  does 
he  tell  us  ?  If  there  is  a  place  where  the 
Scott  Act  could  be  carried  out  it  is  in  the 
island  of  Prince  Edward.  It  is  a  place 
which,  for  fiWQ  months  of  the  year,  is  shut 
out  from  the  outside  world,  and,  therefore, 
no  liquor  can  be  imported  there  during 
that  time,  and  the  liquor  which  is  im- 
ported there  during  the  other  seven  months 
of  the  year  must  pass  through  the  custom 
house,  and  we  know  who  gets  it  and 
where  it  can  be  sold ;  yet  we  are  told  by 
the  hon.  member  from  Charlottetown  that 
the  Scott  Act,  so  far  as  his  province  is 
concerned,  is  a  failure.  I  was  very  much 
amused  at  the  appearance  of  the  count- 
enance of  my  hon.  friend  from  Sarnia, 
while  the  hon  gentleman  from  Charlotte- 
town  was  speaking.  It  put  me  very  much 
in  mind  of  the  Balak  and  Balaam  incident. 
The  hon.  member  sent  for  my  hon.  friend 
to  curse  the  opponents  of  the  Scott  Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— Will  the 
hon.  gentleman  be  kind  enough  to  explain 
which  of  us  is  Balak. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — The  person  who 
was  sent  to  curse  the  Israelites  was  Balaam 
— at  least  that  was  the  way  it  was  when  I 
was  a  little  boy  going  to  Sunday  school. 
The  hon.  member  from  Sarnia  reminded 
me  of  Balak,  and  I  was  especially  inter- 
^ested  in  the  appearance  of  his  countenance 
whem  Balaam,  instead  of  cursing  the 
opponents  of  the  Scott  Act,  was  blessing 
them  and  declaring  that  he  was  very  sorry 
that  he  had  voted  for  the  Scott  Act, 
because  it  had  proved  a  complete  failure. 
Like  Balaam,  from  every  hill  he  had 
viewed  the  working  of  the  Scott  Act,  and 
still  could  not  curse  its  opponents.  He 
did  not  sacrifice  a  bullock  and  a  ram,  but 
he  sacrificed  his  character  for  political 
consistency  when  he  said,  despite  all  that, 
he  was  going  to  vote  for  the  Scott  Act 
Now,  these  petitions  all  hail  from  Ontaria 
1  do  not  think  it  is  a  very  difficult  thing  to 


get  up  petitions.  I  do  not  mean  to  say 
that  there  is  more  forgery  about  these 
petitions  than  about  others,  but  the  hon. 
member  from  Sarnia  must  see  that  a  good 
many  of  them  are  signed  by  school  child^ 
ren,  and  that  many  of  them  are  written 
certainly  by  the  same  hand.  Now,  if  a 
clergyman  goes  round  to  a  house  and  asks 
the  people,  '*are  you  opposed  to  intemper- 
ance?" every  good  woman,  and  good 
man,  too,  will  say  "yes."  Then  the  clergy- 
man will  ask  "  do  you  mind  putting  down 
your  name  to  a  petition  to  put  down  in- 
temperance ? "  Many  put  down  their 
names  under  these  circumstances,  and  I 
do  not  think  that  these  petitions  are 
entitled  to  any  weight  whatever.  Looking 
at  this  Bill  throughout,  I  trust  that  my 
amendment  will  be  adopted.  Next  year 
we  will  put  the  Bill  right.  Fancy  a  man 
not  being  able  to  go  within  half  a  mile  of 
a  polling  place  without  putting  away  his 
walking  stick,  and  being  fined  $ioo 
if  he  does  not  give  it  up  !  The  whole 
thing  is  absurd.  Can  anyone  tell 
me  why  a  person  can  buy  eight  gallons  of 
ale  or  cider  and  cannot  buy  eight  gallons 
of  whiskey,  but  is  permitted  to  buy  ten 
gallons  of  whiskey,  which  is  a  much 
stronger  beverage  ?  It  is  one  of  the  ano- 
malies in  the  Act  which  shows  the  hasty 
way  in  which  it  was  drawn  up,  and  the  im- 
possibility of  working  it.  I  say,  take  the 
case  of  a  poor  woman  who  buys  eight  gal- 
lons of  cider  and  sells  a  tumbler  of  it ;  she 
likely  has  a  little  shop  in  which  she  sells 
ginger-bread,  pipes,  and  spruce  beer,  and 
she  thinks  she  can  eke  out  a  living  by  sell- 
ing cider  also.  For  selling  a  glass  of  cider, 
she  is  liable  to  be  fined  $50  for  the  first 
time,  $100  the  second  time,  and  is  im- 
prisoned for  two  months  the  third  time ; 
and  her  husband,  If  she  has  one,  is  obliged 
to  be  a  witness  against  her.  I  ask  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Sarnia,  if  he  had  the 
making  of  the  law,  would  he  incorporate 
such  a  clause  as  that  in  it  ?  Cider  may 
be  intoxicating,  but  I  do  not  think  a  gen- 
tleman of  the  size  of  the  hon.  member 
from  Sarnia  could  hold  enough  to  intoxi- 
cate him.  Then,  about  ale ;  why  should 
a  poor  man  be  deprived  of  his  beer  ?  He 
has  had  a  hard  day's  work ;  he  goes 
home,  and  on  the  way  stops  at  a  tavern 
for  a  glass  of  ale.  The  ale  will  not  make 
him  drunk,  but  will  give  him  what  honest 
labor  has  taken  out  of  him,  and  prepare 
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him  for  the  next  day's  work.  Now,  we 
come  to  this  ten-gallon  Temperance  Act 
I  can  understand  some  hon.  gentlemen 
supporting  the  Act,  from  political  motives, 
with  a  view  to  gaining  popularity  and  that 
sort  of  thing,  but  I  cannot  imagine  the 
senior  member  for  Belleville  (Mr.  Flint) 
being  in  favor,  working  for,  and  devoting 
his  energy  to  securing  the  passage  of  a  mea- 
sure which  allows  the  rich  man  to  buy 
ten  gallons  of  whiskey,  to  keep  it  in  his 
house  and  drink  it  when  he  likes,  and  of- 
fer it  to  his  friends  until  they  take  too 
much  of  it,  and  imagine  that  he  is  voting 
for  a  Temperance  Act — a  ten-gallon  tem- 
perance act !  Then,  again,  I  ask  the  hon. 
gentleman  if  this  is  a  Bill  which  is  to  put 
down  intemperance,  why  is  there  no  pun- 
ishment provided  for  the  person  who  buys 
the  liquor  ? 


Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL- 
gets  a  headache. 


-He 


Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — Nothing  what- 
ever can  be  done  to  him,  but  the  person 
who  sells  the  liquor  can  be  punished,  $50 
for  the  first  offence,  $100  for  the  second, 
and  imprisoned  for  two  months  for  the 
third.  I  know  that  the  hon.  member  from 
Samia  is  sincere ;  I  will  not  say  that  his 
sincerity  has  not  clouded  his  judgment — 
I  think  his  zeal  has  got  the  better  of  his 
discretion — but  I  appeal  to  him  to  aban- 
don this  Act  altogether,  and  try  to  obtain 
a  proper  license  law.  Take  up  any  of  our 
papers,  published  in  Halifax,  Toronto, 
Ottawa,  or  any  other  city,  and  what  do 
you  see  ?  In  the  police  court  report  you 
find  John  Smith,  for  being  drunk,  is  fined 
$2  or  $4,  and  in  default  is  imprisoned  for 
ten  days.  The  man  who  made  John 
Smith  drunk  has  nothing  whatever  done 
to  him.  What  happens  ?  John  Smith's 
friends  get  the  amount  of  the  fine,  and 
pay  it  for  him,  and  in  a  day  or  two  after- 
wards John  Smith  is  drunk  again.  He 
fails  to  pay  the  fine  this  time,  and  he  is 
sent  to  jail.  Now,  the  man  who  made 
John  Smith  drunk  should  be  fined  $20, 
Let  the  clerk  of  licenses  inform  every 
liquor  seller  in  the  place,  that  John  Smith 
has  been  drunk  and  fined  by  the  police 
magistrate,  and  that  no  liquor  is  to  be  sold 
to  him.  After  John  Smith  gets  out  of  jail, 
at  the  end  of  ten  days,  you  may  depend 
upon  it,  he  will  find  no  place  where  he 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON. 


can  obtain  liquor.  I  think  the  hon. 
member  from  Sarnia  is  just  as  anxious  as 
I  am  to  put  down  intemperance,  and  that 
he  ought  to  unite  with  me  to  procure  this^ 
legislation.  It  may  be  said  that  the  reason 
why  there  is  no  punishment  provided 
under  this  Act,  for  the  man  who  buys  the 
liquor,  while  there  is  a  penalty  for  selling 
It,  is  that  the  whiskey  informer  would,  in 
that  case,  be  liable  to  punishment.  Is  it 
worth  while  to  entail  serious  evils  on  the 
country,  in  order  that  the  whiskey  in- 
former may  be  protected?  I  think,  if 
there  is  any  rascal  in  the  country  less 
deserving  of  sympathy  or  protection,  than 
another,  it  is  the  informer  employed  by 
the  temperance  people  to  ferret  out  the 
whiskey  sellers.  If  there  is  a  man  who  is 
prepared  to  commit  any  crime,  except 
perhaps  murder — he  would  not  have  the 
courage  for  that — it  is  the  whiskey  infor- 
mer. If  the  hon.  member  from  Sarnia 
will  take  me  into  his  confidence  and  let 
us  work  together,  we  will  perhaps  secure 
legislation  which  will  put  down  intemper- 
ance. I  possess  no  longer  the  vigor  of 
youth,  but  if  the  hon.  gentleman  with  his 
energy,  will  join  with  me  I  will  do  every- 
thing I  can  to  aid  him  in  getting  a  good 
license  law  on  the  statute  book — a  law  that 
can  be  enforced.  I  do  not  care  for  popu- 
larity. In  my  own  city,  I  will  make 
myself  as  prominent  as  can  be  to  have 
those  persons  who  make  drunkards  se- 
verely punished.  Take  the  case  we  had' 
up  on  a  former  occasion — the  case  of  the 
county  of  Sunbury,  in  New  Brunswick, 
There  are  1,400  voters  in  that  county,  and' 
I  think  the  hon.  member  from  Sarnia  will 
admit  that  you  cannot  carry  out  a  law  to 
fine  a  poor  woman  $50  for  selling  a  glass  of 
cider,  unless  the  feeling  of  the  people  in 
that  county  is  very  strongly  in  favor  of  it 
Now,  out  of  the  1,400  voters  in  that 
county  how  many  took  the  trouble  to  vote 
upon  this  question?  Only  169  pro  and 
con.  Can  you  carry  out  a  very  stringent 
law  that  has  all  the  atrocities  and  cruelties 
of  the  Scott  Act — that  makes  one  law  for 
the  poor  and  another  for  the  rich — that 
allows  the  man  who  has  a  good  cellar 
and  a  long  purse  to  keep  ten  gallons  of 
liquor  while  the  man  who  cannot  buy  so 
much  is  fined  $50  or  imprisoned  for  three 
months  ?  Is  that  an  Act  that  commends 
itself  to  one's  judgment  or  one  that  should' 
be  carried  out?    I  say  no,  and  I  trust 
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the  majority  of  this  committee  will  echo 
my  sentiments.  Therefore,  I  beg  to  move  : 

That  the  dealing  in  ales,  porter,  lager- 
beer,  cider  and  light  wines  containing  not 
more  than  twelve  per  cent,  of  alcohol,  be 
exempt  from  the  operation  of  the  Canada 
Temperance  Act  of  1878. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY  —  If  my  hon. 
friend  mil  allow  me,  I  will  second  that 
motion.  It  is  not  my  intention  to  inflict 
a  speech  on  the  committee  at  this  hour  of 
the  evening  on  that  interesting  subject.  I 
chiefly  rise  for  the  purpose  of  calling  the 
attention  of  the  committee  to  a  letter 
which  I  have,  bearing  upon  the  question 
submitted  to  us  by  that  resolution.  It  is 
a  letter  from  a  clergyman,  and  is  to  this 
effect :  He  states  that  he  objects  to  the 
Canada  Temperance  Act — 

*'  Because  it  is  too  sweeping  and  indiscrim- 
inating  :  it  not  only  pats  the  ban  on  distilled 
liquors,  but  on  fermented  liquors  of  the  weak- 
•est  kind,  even  on  lager  beer,  the  lightest 
wine,  etc.,  and  punishes  in  the  most  rigorous 
manner  all  who  will  presume  to  make  or  sell 
all  such.  I  ask,  is  not  this  a  sumptuary  law 
of  the  most  tyrannical  kind?" 

Then  he  presents  the  Scriptural  argu- 
ment    He  says : — 

"  Secondly,  I  object  to  it  decidedly  as  not 
only  unscriptural  but  anti-scripturat.  This 
is  to  my  mind  the  most  serious  objection  of 
all;  80  It  must  be  to  any  Christian  man.  It 
is  contrary  to  the  higher  law.  Clearly  wine, 
properly  so  called,  ha.(t  the  sanction  of  Scrip- 
ture for  its  use.  This  has  been  again  and 
again  demonstrated ;  yet  this  law  places  a 
ban  oo  it  and  punishes  the  sale  of  it,  and  con- 
eeqaently  conaemns  the  use  of  it  as  if  it  were 
poison.* 

That  is  doing  no  injustice,^  I  think,  to 
the  argument  of  gentlemen  who  are  so 
enthusiastic  in  support  of  that  principle  in 
thb  country.  Then  he  goes  on  to  say, 
after  referring  to  the  miracle  of  Cana  in 
Galilee  :— 

''Shall  we  blasphemously  dishonor  His 
name  by  placing  under  the  ban  of  law  what 
He  allowed  and  sanctioned,  and  thus  in  effect 
flay  that  He  did  wrong  ?  I  am  a  minister  of 
the  Goepel,  as  my  signature  will  show  you, 
and  must  maintain  my  conscientious  convic- 
tions.** 

I  may  say  he  resides  in  the  Dominion, 
and  is  a  minister  of  the  gospel,  and  the 
hon.  gentlemen  who  support  this  Bill 
jnust  take  my  assertion  for  that.  I  have 
no  doubt  that  this  letter  will  have  its  due 


weight  with  my  hon.  friends  on  both  sides 
of  the  House.  The  letter  concludes  as 
follows : — 

**  Hoping  you  will  be  successful  in  ^our 
resistance  to  what  it  false,  and  in  maintaming 
what  is  true,  I  remain,  &c.'* 

I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
hon.  member  from  Samia,  who  has 
charge  of  this  Bill,  to  the  proceedings 
which  have  lately  taken  place  in  his  own 
province,  Ontario,  upon  this  very  subject. 
It  appears  that  there  is  a  temperance 
organization  there  called  the  National 
Temperance  Union. 


Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL 
of  liquor  sellers. 


-An  organization 


Hon  Mr.  DICKEY— A  challange  has 
been  given  to  them  by  a  sister  organi- 
zation, who  work  somewhat  upon  the 
same  lines,  but  go  further  and  seek  for 
prohibition — in  other  words,  they  go  for 
the  Scott  Act,  for  it  is  prohibition,  not 
temperance  at  alL  These  extreme  men 
challenged  the  other  men  to  a  discussion, 
and  it  is  but  fair  that  I  should  read  to  the 
House  what  is  the  question  at  issue  be- 
tween them,  because  one  is  a  temperance 
organization,  and  the  other  is  a  prohibition 
society.  We  are  legislating,  now,  I  hope, 
in  the  interest  of  temperance — that  is  the 
great  Christian  virtue  we  are  called  upon 
to  promote.     They  say  : — 

"  It  is  not  true  that  '  discussion  has  been 
invited  at  the  meetings  of  the  union,'  which 
hitherto  have  been  chieflv  intended  for  organ- 
ization, and  to  set  forth  to  the  public  the 
various  grounds  of  action  upon  which  the 
members  of  the  union  propose  to  deal  with 
the  great  question  of  intemperance." 

That  is  exactly  the  line  upon  which  the 
Church  of  England  Temperance  Society 
works  3  the  pledges  are  optional,  either 
total  abstinence  or  temperance  in  the  use 
of  liquors.     It  continues  : — 

It  is  not  true  that  the  union  or  its  speakers 
are  '*  opposed  to  total  abstinence  as  a  remedy 
for  drunKennese."  Several  leading  members 
are  total  abstainers,  and  a  total  abstinence 
pledge,  as  well  as  a  moderate  pledge,  are 
amongst  the  methods  adopted  by  the  society 
in  combatting  intemperance.  The  union  be- 
lieves that  many  total  abstinence  societies 
have,  through  ignoiing  the  teachings  of  ex- 
perience, science.  Scripture  and  common 
sense,  been  led  into  an  extreme  and  false 
position.  The  union  bases  its  advocacy  of 
total  abstinence  and  of  temperance  on  the 
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firm  ground  of  Scripture  warrant  and  Chris- 
tian ethics,  believing  that  these  cannot  be  im- 
proved upon. 

It  is  not  true  that  we  have  asserted  that 
*<  beer  and  wines  have  been  proven  to  con- 
tribute to  national  sobrietj  "  any  more  than 
that  we  have  stated  that  tarts  and  pies  have 
proven  to  conduce  to  the  prevention  of  glut- 
tony. We  have  maintained,  however,  that 
the  substitution  of  beer  and  wine  for  whiskey 
tends  greatly  to  diminish  intemperance,  an^ 
that  the  licensing  of  the  first-named  beverages, 
under  due  restrictions,  and  the  abolition  of 
the  sale  of  ardent  spirits  as  beverages,  is  more 
calculated  to  diminish  intemperance  than  is 
total  prohibition,  which,  experience  has 
shown,  tends  to  leave  whiskey  as  the  sole 
alcoholic  drink  of  the  people. 

I  believe  that  to  be  perfectly  true,  in 
the  Scott  Act  counties  particularly. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— Very  bad, 
too. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— Yes,  of  the 
worst  quality ;  but  it  is  much  more  con- 
venient to  carry.  A  man  can  smuggle  or 
sell  a  much  larger  quantity  of  what  makes 
a  man  drunk  in  that  form  than  in  the 
form  of  beer  or  light  wines,  and  I  agree 
with  the  hon.  member  from  Halifax  that 
there  is  not  much  danger  of  people  getting 
drunk  on  either  of  these  beverages.  The 
National  Temperance  Union  continues : — 

"In  reply  to  the  challenge,  we  beg  to  say 
that  we  assume  the  following  positions : — 

(1.)  That  alcohol  is  a  food,  and  that  while 
medical  testimony,  science,  and  experience 
show  that  the  use  as  beverages  of  ardent 
spirits  is  a  fruitful  cause  of  intemperance  and 
injurious  to  the  health ;  the  same  evidence 
goes  to  prove  that  the  upe  of  natural,  ferment- 
ed beverages,  such  as  beer  and  wine,  is  not, 
except  in  some  cases,  injurious  to  the  health, 
and  in  many  instances  is  beneficial. 

(2.)  That  Scripture  and  Christianity  war- 
rant temperance  in  the  use  of  wine. 

(3.)  That  the  substitution  of  beer  and  wines 
for  ardent  spirits  would  greatly  reduce  drun- 
kenness. 

(4.)  That  total  prohibition  is  not  successful. 

In  support  of  these  propositions  we  will 
meet  Messrs.  W.  H.  Howland,  James  Thomp- 
son, A.  Farley,  George  Ward,  I.  Warde]l,and 
James  B.  Marshall,  collectively  or  individu- 
ally, in  joint  meetings  as  proposed." 

I  think  the  mere  reading  of  the  propo- 
sition which  these  people  lay  down,  and 
whicH  runs  on  all  fours  with  the  views,  I 
hope,  of  the  majority  of  this  House,  will 
show  that  we  are  proceeding  on  safe 
ground  when  we  take  the  position  that  my 
hon.  friend  has  assumed  in  offering  this 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY. 


resolution  to  the  committee.  We  think 
that  it  is  in  the  true  interest  of  temper- 
ance— not  of  prohibition,  but  of  the 
Christian  virtue  of  temperance ;  and  my 
hon.  friend  who  talks  so  much  about  it 
being  necessary  to  exclude  everything  as  a 
beverage  in  the  shape  of  liquors,  and  all 
wines  and  beers,  ought  to  recollect  that 
really  we  are  making  a  proposition  now 
which  would  have  the  effect  of  advancing 
the  cause  of  temperance.  If  you  can  get 
rid  of  the  abuse  of  ardent  spirits,  and  you 
could  not  take  a  better  course  than  by 
providing  a  proper  substitute,  I  think  you 
will  advance  a  step  in  the  right  direction 
towards  the  end  that,  I  think,  we  all  have 
in  view,  which  is  to  put  down  drunken- 
ness. It  is  useless  to  say  to  the  people 
that  they  shall  not  drink  certain  beverages, 
because  by  that  you  take  the  very  mode 
to  make  them  do  it,  constituted  as  human 
nature  is  ;  but  say  to  them  "  you  will  have 
no  further  excuse;  you  can  use  light 
wines  and  beer,  and  if  you  think  it  neces- 
sary to  take  stimulants,  you  can  take  the 
harmless  one."  In  that  way,  we  think,. 
the  Scott  Act  will  be  materially  improved, 
and  on  all  future  occasions  it  should  be 
passed  with  that  restriction.  Under  those 
circumstances,  I  do  hope  that  the  friends^ 
of  the  measure  will  accept  this  very 
reasonable  amendment,  because  I  think  it 
is  really  in  the  interest  of  the  Act  itself, 
and,  without  wishing  to  weary  the  House,. 
I  will  conclude  by  saying  I  think  my  hon. 
friend  has  taken  a  very  proper  course  in 
offering  this  resolution,  and  I  trust  that  it 
will  commend  itself  to  the  majority  of  the 
committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— My  hon.  friend 
from  Amherst  says  that  if  we  adopt  the 
course  recommended  by  the  motion  now 
before  the  committee,  we  will  be  taking  a 
step  in  the  right  direction.  I  can  tell  my 
hon.  friend  that  we  took  that  step  which 
is  now  recommended,  50  years  ago.  We 
thought  that  we  were  taking  a  step  in  the 
right  direction  then,  but  we  very  soon  felt 
that  the  use  of  these  weak  liquors,  those 
wholesome  beverages,  was  only  a  stepping 
stone  to  the  use  of  stronger  liquors.  I 
have  known  numerous  instances  of  it  It 
is  not  at  all  uncommon,  I  believe,  at  the 
present  day  for  some  people  to  say  that 
every  gentleman  ought  to  take  his  glass  of 
wine,  but    no   gentleman    ought  to  get 
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drunk  I  have  known  numerous  instances 
of  men  of  that  kind  who  taught  their  sons 
to  be  gentlemen  by  taking  a  glass  of  wine, 
but  the  young  men  did  not  long  confine 
themselves  to  such  beverage.  The  wine 
was  not  stimulating  enough  for  them,  and 
they  resorted  to  the  bar  rooms  and  to 
stronger  liquor,  and  got  to  be  a  disgrace 
to  their  families.  Take  the  beer  shops  in 
any  large  town  of  England,  and  they  are 
only  nurseries  to  provide  customers  for 
the  gin  palace.  Just  as  sure  as  these 
people  begin  to  resort  to  the  beer  shops 
they  go  on  after  a  while  to  the  gin  palace. 
Consequently,  the  step  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  talks  of  taking  now,  and  which 
was  taken  50  years  ago,  will  be  found  to 
be  a  failure  The  clergyman  from  whose 
letter  he  has  quoted,  has  no  right  to  speak 
of  every  Christian  man  believing  as  he 
does,  for  we  can  get  50  or  100  without 
going  out  of  the  province  that  we  are  now 
in,  of  the  highest  standing,  who  differ  from 
him  entirely.  As  to  the  use  of  wine,  I 
ask  where  can  you  get  wholesome  wine 
now  ?  I  remember  a  neighbor  of  mine 
telling  me  that  he  went  and  bought  a  cask 
of  port  wine  which  had  just  been  imported 
and  took  it  home ;  and  when  he  opened 
it  he  took  a  pail  of  logwood  chips  out  of 
it ;  yet  poor  people  are  recommended  to 
get  port  wine  for  the  sick  members  of 
their  families  when  they  are  only  getting 
extract  of  logwood  chips.  I  say  let  the 
weaker  liquors  alone.  I  do  not  think  it  is 
necessary  to  discuss  this  question  at  length, 
but  I  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  what  my 
observation  has  been  for  50  years.  I  have 
known  numerous  instances  where  men 
commenced  with  the  weaker  liquors  and 
the  end  was  ruin. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— In  reply  to  hon. 
gentlemen  who  say  there  is  no  such  wine 
now  as  there  was  in  the  days  of  the  Scrip- 
ture, allow  me  to  differ  entirely  from  such 
statements.  We  have  just  as  good  wine 
now,  as  there  ever  has  been.  The  same 
natural  laws  that  enabled  them  to  make 
wine,  are  better  known  to-day,  than  they 
ever  were  before ;  and  here  I  want  to 
quote  from  an  authority  on  wines,  so  that 
gentlemen  who  wish  to  obtain  the  best 
that  ever  has  been  made,  can  get  them  in  the 
following  brands,  and  described  as  follows : 

'*  Champi^De  is  the  king  of  wines ;  tts  in* 
toxicating  effects  are  rapid,  but  exceedingly 


transient,  and  depend  partly  ufMn  the  car- 
bonic acid  which  is  evolved  from  it,  and  partly 
upon  the  alcohol,  which  is  suspended  in  this 
gas,  being  applied  rapidly  and  extensivelj  to 
a  laree  surface  of  the  stomach.  The  idea 
that  champagne  produces  gout,  is  sufficiently 
refuted  by  the  fact  ihat  toe  disease  is  very 
little  known  in  the  province  where  the  wine  is 
made. 

"We  often  hear  those  who  are  most  oppres- 
sively wiRe,  in  their  own  conceits,  attempt  to 
display  their  wisdom  by  referring  to  the  small 
geographical  boundaries  of  the  champagne 
country,  and  shrewdly  deducing  therefrom, 
that  not  enough  of  champaene  can  be  made 
to  allow  a  sinele  bottle  to  be  imported  into 
this  country ;  but,  for  all  that,  the  species  of 
wine  known  as  champagne,  is  manufactured 
all  over  the  south  of  £urope,  of  as  excellent  a 
quality  as  that  produced  in  the  District  of 
Champagne,  and  a  vast  deal  of  this  genuine 
wine  is  imported  into  this  country. 

''Just  as  good  champagne  can  be  found  here 
as  at  Rheims,  but  your  only  protection  is  the 
character  of  the  people,  or  house  where  you 
purchase.  Juvt  as  good  wine  can  be  got  in 
the  remotest  inland  towns  of  America,  as  can 
be  had  in  Paris  or  Bordeaux.  We  have 
tasted  as  great  a  variety  of  the  finest  wines,  in 
Chicago,  as  can  be  found  on  the  continent  of 
Europe;  and  there  is  one  importing  house  in 
New  York,  who  import,  on  an  average,  ten 
thousand  baskets  a  year,  of  the  '  Moet,  i^han- 
don'  champagnes;  which  are,  perhaps,  the 
finest  of  all  the  various  brands  of  champagnes, 
and  thus,  in  New  York,  we  have  the  best 
aenuine  champagnes  that  are  made  in  Europe. 
Of  these  brands,  the  'Grand  Imperial,'  or 
'  Green  Seal,'  is,  perhaps,  the  fini^t,  though 
many  choose  the  '  Bouzy  Cabinet.'  Toe 
'Fleur  de  Bousy  '  sells  for  the  same  price  as 
the  'Heidsick,'  and  is  a  better  wine  than  even 
this  favorite  old  brand.  And  if  a  single  house 
imports  ten  thousand  baskets,  yearly,  what 
must  be  the  quantity  of  genuine  champagne 
which  is  brought  to  this  countrv  by  all  the 
Kreat  importing  houses  ?  Probaoly  not  less 
than  two  millions  of  baskets  annually." 

So  much  for  hon.  gentlemen  who  state 
that  no  good  wines  can  be  had  in  these 
days. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  want  to  know 
which  house  my  hon.  friend  recommended? 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— I  do  not  recom- 
mend any  house ;  I  recommend  certain 
brands,  and  if  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
acquainted  with  the  wine  trade,  he  will 
know  what  I  am  talking  about 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  wish  to 
ofifer  a  few  observations  on  the  amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  hon.  member  from 
Haliftx.      I  regret  especially  that  he  has 
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introduced  it,  because  I  know  that  he 
always  speaks  according  to  his  convictions 
and  only  suggests  what  he  conceives  will 
be  in  the  best  interests  of  society.  We 
all  know  that  arguments  can  be  advanced 
in  favor  of  the  use  of  beer  and  light  wines, 
and  we  all  know  that  those  can  be  used 
in  a  rational  way  without  doing  injury  to 
the  constitution.  I  have  been  somewhat 
surprL<$ed  that  some  members  of  this 
House,  and  especially  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Amherst,  have  seized  the  present 
occasion  not  merely  to  object  to  this  Bill, 
which  is  simply  to  make  some  small 
amendments  to  the  Temperance  Act,  but 
to  attack  the  Temperance  Act  itself.  It 
is  a  course  which  I  do  not  think  a  wise 
one  for  this  body  to  adopt  We  know 
that  this  Bill,  when  it  was  introduced  into 
the  House  of  Commons,  was,  through  the 
influence  of  the  First  Minister,placed  upon 
the  notice  paper ;  and  through  his  influ- 
ence it  took  precedence  of  all  other 
questions  in  order  to  give  it  every  chance 
of  passing  through  Parliament.  The  First 
Minister  and  the  Government  desired  to 
make  an  impression  on  the  country  that 
they  were  favorable  to  the  Scott  Act,  and 
desired  to  aid  the  temperance  movement 
It  appears  to  me  that  it  places  the  Senate 
in  a  very  unfortunate  position,  that  when 
this  Bill  comes  up  here  the  leaders 
of  the  Government  and  their  immediate 
partisan  supporters  should  be  the  most 
prominent  to  endeavor  to  destroy  not  only 
this  amending  Act  but  also  the  Temper- 
ance Act  itself.  There  can  be  no  mistake 
about  the  position  that  they  take.  We 
find  the  Minister  of  Justice  cheering  on 
gentlemen  who  are  pursuing  a  course, 
the  effect  of  which  must  be  to  destroy  en- 
tirely the  Temperance  Act,  and  to  discour- 
rage  all  those  who  have  been  promoting 
the  temperance  cause  throughout  the  pro- 
vince of  Ontario.  I  cannot  speak  for  the 
other  provinces,  but  I  can  speak  for 
Ontario.  I  do  not  think  chat  this  is  a 
manly  or  proper  course  for  the  First  Min- 
ister and  the  Government  to  pursue.  If 
they  really  believe  that  that  temperance 
movement  should  be  discouraged,  why 
did  they  not,  in  an  honest  and  manly  way, 
declare  so  on  the  floor  of  the  other  Cham- 
ber, and  not  leave  the  odium  to  fall  upon 
this  body  as  they  do,  of  striking  a  blow  at 
that  movement,  which  has  been  inaugur- 
ated by  the  most  respected  and  respon- 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER. 


sible  men  of  the  country  ?  I  say  that 
such  tactics  are  most  discreditable  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  What  has  influ- 
enced me  as  a  Conservative,  more  than 
anything  else,  to  take  action  against  the 
present  Administration,  is  that  I  have  seen 
them  steadily  for  years,  using  this  august 
body  to  serve  their  party  purposes.  They 
seem  not  to  care  whether  they  destroy  our 
good  name.  They  go  on  using  us.  They 
wish  us  to  register  their  objectionable 
money  grants  ;  and  here  to-day  they  go 
through  the  farce  of  impressing  the  coun- 
try that  they  desire  to  encourage  the  tem- 
perance movement,  while  they  use  the 
Senate  to  destroy  their  Bill.  Here  we 
have  the  ministerial  supporters  and  the 
leaders  of  this  House,  through  the  instru- 
mentality of  their  friends,  supporting  a 
motion,  the  effect  of  which  must  be  to 
destroy  entirely  the  Temperance  Act 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Have  they  sup- 
ported it  yet  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER  —  They 
have  supported  it  by  their  cheering  on, 
and  by  the  speeches  which  have  fallen 
from  them.  What  will  be  the  result? 
The  First  Minister  and  his  colleagues  care 
not  one  straw  if  they  sink  the  Senate  in 
public  estimation ;  or  whether  a  cry  may 
be  got  up  to  demand  its  abolition.  Those 
men  who  have  used  you  will  turn  upon 
you  afterwards  and  say  that  you  were 
foolish,  and  that  you  ought  to  have  acted 
upon  your  own  independent  judgment — 
just  as  they  have  brought  ruin  upon  many, 
and  afterwards  laughed  at  those  who  were 
the  victims  of  their  evil  courses,  and  so 
they  will  with  regard  to  the  Senate  of  the 
Dominion.  I  was  chided  in  very  strong 
terms  last  night,  because  I  expressed 
my  views  openly,  and  I  desire  to  say  that 
as  long  as  I  have  health  I  shall  continue 
to  express  those  views,  and  I  feel  confident 
that  we  shall  succeed  in  a  very  short  time 
in  having  a  Government  in  power  who 
will  act  upon  more  upright  principles; 
who  will  act  in  the  interest  of  the  people — 
of  the  Senate — and  of  the  country  at 
laige.  It  is  pitiable  to  see  a  Government 
using  this  august  body,  composed  of  the 
best  men  from  all  parts  of  the  Dominion, 
for  their  miserable  partisan  purposes.  I 
am  sure  that  in  a  very  short  time  you  will 
come  to  despise  the  leaders  of  the  present 
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Government — ^that  you  will  look  back  to 
the  words  which  I  have  uttered  on  the 
:floor  of  this  House,  and  say  that  I  was 
right,  and  that  you  wished  you  could  only 
have  seen  them  in  the  same  light  that 
they  have  appeared  to  me  for  the  last  four 
years.  They  are  men  who  are  destitute 
of  principle  and  feeling,  and  have  no  con- 
sideration whatever  for  this  Chamber  or 
the  public  interests. 

Hon.  Mr.  CARVELL— I  have  nothing 
to  say  with  regard  to  the  closing  remarks 
of  the  hon.  member  from  Woochtock,  but 
I  must  confess  that  I  was  surprised  at  his 
opening  sentences.  He  expressed  his  very 
great  regret  that  the  junior  member  for 
Halifiix  should  have  introduced  an  amend- 
ment to  promote  the  use  of  beer  and  light 
wines.  It  has  been  my  privilege  to  taste 
wine  in  company  with  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Woodstock,  and  for  days  and  weeks 
afterwards  I  have  known  him  to  smack 
his  lips  over  its  flavor.  There  is  no  hon. 
gentleman  in  this  Chamber  who  more 
thoroughly  appreciates  a  glass  of  good  wine 
than  the  hon.  gentleman  himself^  he  is  a 
judge  of  it,  and  he  appreciates  it,  not  only 
while  it  is  trickling  down  his  throat,  but  for 
days  and  weeks  afterwards. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  think 
that  this  has  anything  to  do  with  the  ques- 
tion before  the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  CARVELL— That  is  the 
great  trouble  in  Canada  in  reference  to 
this  question  which  is  now  before  the 
House — the  Scott  Act  and  its  working,  its 
continuance,  its  repeal,  or  its  amendment. 
At  elections  people  will  advocate  the  Scott 
Act,  will  vote  for  it,  will  subscribe  liberally 
to  the  fund  lor  its  enforcement,  who  from 
day  to  day  and  year  to  year  take  their  wine, 
who  keep  it  in  their  cellars  and  offer  it  to 
their  friends.  In  our  own  town  not  long 
ago,  after  the  Scott  Act  had  been  re-enacted 
in  Charlottetown,  a  friend  of  mine  said 
that  he  was  prepared  to  subscribe  $i,ooo 
to  a  fund  to  enforce  that  act  If  I  had 
gone  with  my  friend  who  made  that  state- 
ment to  his  house  he  would  have  asked  me 
if  I  would  take  wine  or  ale.  Such  is  the  in- 
consistency even  of  those  who  do  vote  for 
the  Scott  Act.  There  are  many  men  who, 
while  voting  for  the  Temperance  Act 
themselves,  indulge,  as  does  my  hon.  friend 
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opposite,  in  light  vtines,  an  absurd  position 
which  I  hope  not  many  hon.  gentlemen  in 
this  House  occupy. 

Hon.  Mr  DEVER— -The  hon.  gentle- 
man, while  speaking,  conveyed  to  the 
House  every  word  that  I  could  say  in 
reference  to  this  matter.  The  hon.  mem- 
ber from  Woodstock,  a  few  moments  ago, 
declared  that  he  was  going  to  support  the 
Scott  Act,  and  seemed  most  anxious  to 
find  fault  with  the  Government  under  the 
supposition  that  they  intend  to  support  ad- 
verse amendments  to  it.  I  felt  that  I  had 
no  quarrel  with  the  hon.  gentleman  in  his 
attempts  to  oppose  or  find  feult,  in  his 
own  peculiar  way,  with  the  members  of  t^* 
Government  in  this  House,  or  out  of  th^ 
House.  In  reference  to  the  hon.  gentle 
man's  quarrel,  or  kink  against  the  Govern- 
ment, I  have  nothing  whatever  to  say  > 
but  I  did  feel  with  the  hoa  gentleman 
who  preceded  me,  the  inconsistency  of 
the  member  from  Woodstock  in  daring  to 
rise  and  tell  this  House  and  the  country 
that  he  is  going  to  support  a  temperancp 
measure — a  man  who  is  notoriously  known 
to  use  liqucM:  every  day  of  his  life — a  man 
who  is  known  to  be  under  the  influence 
of  liquor  occasionally — 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  rise  to  a  ques- 
tion of  order ;  what  has  the  inconsistency 
of  the  member  for  Woodstock  to  do  with 
the  matter  before  the  House  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— Order,  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  rise  to  a  ques- 
tion  of  order.  One  of  our  rules  forbids 
sharp,  taxing  and  insulting  speeches.  This 
speech  is  one  of  that  character,  and  calcu- 
lated to  lead  to  disorder. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— Order,  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  have  a  perfect 
right  to  make  my  point  of  order.  We  arp 
now  discuRsii^  the  amendment  of  my 
hon.  colleague  from  Halifax  to  this  Bill,  to 
amend  the  Temperance  Act,  and  any  re- 
marks with  refeience  to  the  taste  and 
habits  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Wood- 
stock have  not  the  remotest  connection 
with  it 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— It  comes  with 
very  bad  grace  from  the  hon.  gentleman 
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from  Halifax  to  talk  of  sharp  and  taxing 
speeches  in  connection  with  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Woodstock,  as  no  other 
gentleman  in  this  House  has  more  dis- 
graced the  Senate  than  the  member  from 
Woodstock  in  that  respect 

Hon.  Mr.  BOTSFORD— I  think  it 
•  would  have  been  more  to  the  point  if  the 
hon.  member  from  Halifax  had  called  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Woodstock  to  order 
when  he  was  speaking ;  had  he  done  so 
he  would  have  been  in  a  position  to  call 
other  gentlemen  to  order  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER  —  Order, 
order.     There  is  a  point  of  order  raised. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— The  mem- 
ber from  St.  John  was  showing  the  incon- 
sistency of  members  who  vote  for  this 
Act,  and  the  difference  between  precept 
and  example,  as  illustrated  by  some  gentle- 
men who,  while  voting  that  other  people 
shall  not  be  allowed  to  use  liquor,  use  it 
every  day  themselves.  Such  hypocrisy 
should  be  put  down  in  this  House. 

Hon.  GENTLEMEN— Order,   order. 

The  CHAIRMAN— In  a  matter  of 
this  kind  a  good  deal  of  latitude  is  usually 
allowed,  but  I  hope  that  hon.  gentlemen 
will  refrain  from  being  personal  in  their 
remarks. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— 1  have  nothing 
.but  praise  for  every  hon.  gentleman  who, 
conscientiously  believing  that  total  absti- 
nence from  alcohol  in  any  shape  or  form 
would  be  beneficial  to  everybody,  advo- 
cates temperance ;  1  have  every  respect 
for  such  men  who  have  a  conscientious 
conviction,  and  whose  lives  square  with 
that  conviction,  and  such  men  in  support- 
ing a  measure  of  this  kind  are  entitled  to 
the  respect  of  this  House  and  of  the 
country ;  but  I  do  hold  that  it  is  a  bad 
example  for  men  who  use  liquor  them- 
selves to  stand  up  here  and  attempt  to 
shackle  their  equals,  if  not  their  betters, 
and  prohibit  them  from  using  that  which 
they  enjoy  themselves. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— Reference  has 
been  made  to  my  course  in  connection, 
with  the  Scott  Act     I  wish  to  say  to  the  I 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB. 


hon.  gentleman  from  Halifax,  that  I  have 
never  voted  for  the  Scott  Act,  and  I  have 
stated  here  more  than  once  that  had  I 
been  here  when  the  Scott  Act  was  before 
this  House,  I  would  have  voted  against  it 
on  the  ground  that  it  does  not  go  far 
enough,  because  I  am  a  total  abstainer, 
and  have  been  one  tor  nearly  fifty-eight 
years,  and  I  am  not  ashamed  to  own  it ; 
nor  am  I  a  crank  nor  a  fanatic.  I  came 
to  the  conclusion  to  be  a  total  abstainer, 
on  the  19th  June  1827,  after  calm  reflec- 
tion, in  the  city  of  Quebec — to  touch  not^ 
taste  not,  handle  not — ^and  I  have  endea- 
vored to  carry  out  that  principle  to  the 
present  day,  and  I  intend,  God  helping 
me,  to  carry  it  out  as  long  as  I  live.  I 
have  never  voted  for  the  Scott  Act,  or 
any  clause  in  it  permitting  the  sale  of 
liquor.  It  may  be  recollected  that  when 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Sarnia  moved 
his  amendment  in  reference  to  allowing 
liquor  to  be  sold  by  the  pint  for  medici- 
nal purposes,  I  voted  against  him.  1 
vote  for  no  liquor,  whether  beer,  wine, 
cider,  or  in  any  other  shape ;  therefore  I 
shall  not  vote  for  the  amendment  moved 
by  the  junior  member  for  Halifax.  When 
my  hon.  friend  from  Amherst  was  speak- 
ing in  reference  to  this  question,  and 
quoted  a  letter  from  a  clergyman,  I  asked 
him  if  he  could  give  the  name  of  that 
clergyman,  but  my  question  was  not  ans- 
wered. I  do  not  know,  nor  do  I  care, 
who  that  clergyman  may  be  He  referred 
to  passages  in  Scripture  as  permitting 
the  use  of  liquors,  and  to  the  wine  that 
our  Saviour  made.  I  would  tell  the  hon. 
gentleman  if  they  give  us  such  wine  to- 
day as  our  Saviour  made  at  Cana  of 
Galilee,  I  will  go  for  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  CARVELL— How  does 
the  hon.  gentleman  know  what  kind  of 
wine  it  was  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— I  do  not  go  in  for 
stinking,  poisonons  whiskey  mixed  with 
dirty  water  and  logwood,  that  they  call 
wine  ;  I  want  the  pure  juice  of  the  grape, 
such  as  our  Saviour  made,  and  if  I  could 
get  that,  I  would  be  willing  to  drink  it 
The  minister,  whoever  he  was,  who  quoted 
from  that  passage  of  Scripture,  knew  but 
little  of  what  he  was  talking  about,  and  I 
may  say  that  I  have  known  a  great  many 
ministers  of  that  character.     I  am  not  at 
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all  backward  in  giving  my  views  in  refer- 
ence to  ministers  any  more  than  to  any- 
one else.  If  the  amendment  proposed  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Halifax  is  carried,  it 
will  destroy  the  Scott  Act,  and  I  think 
hon.  gentlemen  should  well  consider  its 
•effects  before  they  vote  for  it,  and  whether 
they  are  willing  to  destroy  the  Temperance 
Act  or  not. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— Do  I  understand 
you  to  say  that  you  would  not  have  voted 
■for  the  Scott  Act  had  you  been  here  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— I  have  never  voted 
for  it,  and  would  not  vote  for  it.  I  have 
stated,  on  more  than  one  occasion  on  the 
floor  of  this  House,  that  had  I  been  here 
I  would  have  voted  against  it.  If  there 
was  nothing  else  up  to-day  before  us  but 
the  Temperance  Act,  I  would  not  vote  for 
it  My  principles  are  too  well  known.  I 
have  carried  them  out  strictly  for  too 
many  years  to  fail  now,  but  I  am  satisfied 
that  if  this  amendment  carries,  the  Tem- 
perance Act  will  be  destroyed  by  it,  and 
hon.  gentlemen  may  make  up  their  minds 
that  in  another  year  they  will  have  to  con- 
tend at  once  with  the  movement  for  total 
prohibition. 

Hon.  MEMBERS— That  is  just  what 
we  want. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— The  hon.  gentle- 
man fh)m  Niagara  may  talk,  but  I  know 
better ;  I  know  which  way  the  hon.  gentle- 
man's cat  jumps ;  it  very  oflen  jumps  in 
the  direction  of  the  senior  member  from 
Halifax.  Now,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned, 
I  wish  it  to  be  perfectly  understood  by 
hon.  gentlemen  that  I  have  nailed  my 
colors  lo  the  mast ;  I  did  so  at  Quebec 
more  than  half  a  century  ago,  and  I  am 
bound  to  fight  this  question  till  I  die.  1 
am  no  fanatic,  but  I  have  seen  a  great 
many  men  who  have  been  in  the  habit  o\ 
drinking  that  have  become  lunatics,  and 
probably  I  may  see  more  go  in  the  same 
direction.  The  Lord  has  spared  my  life 
for  some  good  purpose ;  I  am  past  the  age 
of  eighty,  and  I  am  not  going  to  show  the 
white  feather  now.  I  have  been  led  to 
make  those  few  remarks  at  this  stage  of 
the  Bill,  but  I  would  not  have  said  a  word 
if  the  hon  member  from  Halifax  had  not 
accused  me  of  voting  for  the  Temperance 


Act  I  did  not  quite  understand  the  hon. 
gentleman,  his  remarks  are  so  indistinct; 
They  are  a  good  deal  like  chips  in 
porridge,  and  ihere  are  so  many  chips  in 
the  porridge  that  I  cannot  separate  one 
from  the  other.  He  has  a  peculiar  man- 
ner of  speaking,  and,  as  a  matter  of  course, 
constituted  as  he  is,  he  understands  him- 
self, I  think,  a  good  deal  better  than 
anyone  else  understands  him.  I  do  not 
wish  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  House, 
and  I  only  desire  to  set  myself  right  on 
this  subject.  I  will  vote  for  no  measure 
that  permits  iht  sale  or  use  of  liquor,  bitt 
I  will  vote  !<>r  any  amendment  that  will 
assist  in  makiij;  the  Act  we  have  on  our 
statute  books  what  it  ought  to  be. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— You  will  vote  for 
It  up  to  the  let)  gallons? 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT — No,  nor  one  pint 
either. 

Hon.  Mh.  THIBEAUDEAU— I  am 
very  glad  xo  ^e  that  the  hon.  member 
from  Trent  ill  vision  does  not  accept  any 
responsibility  C.^r  the  Scott  Act,  though  he 
is  a  teinpeianco  man,  because  he  must 
have  noticL  il  that  the  Scott  Act  has  proved 
to  be  iinpra<ih  able,  and  I  believe  I  can 
re-echo  w:i.ji  the  hon.  member  from 
Niagara  has  >aid.  I  had  an  opportunity 
two  years  ago  oi  voting  against  the  Act^ 
and  I  would  io-«lay  very  willingly  vote  for 
its  re)>eal  ii  that  were  the  question  before 
the  House,  t  lowever,  as  we  cannot  have 
the  Act  rei'«  led,  we  ought  to  be  very 
glad  to  accei'i  the  amendment  of  the  hon. 
gentleman,  tie  junior  member  from  Hali- 
fax, becau-e  t  ere  is  no  doubt — I  cannot 
speak  of  the  *  her  provinces — but  in  the 
l>rovin('e  of  Qucl)ec  the  Scott  Act  would 
be  perfecily  n>racticable.  It  has  been 
proved  lo  l)e  \  many  times,  by  the  action 
of  our  mun.  il  bodies.  There  was  a 
time  m  L.^er  Canada  when  licenses 
were  actuary  refused  in  almost  every 
parish,  ami  .  vvas  found  out  that  in  such 
l>arisiies,  whe  licenses  were  not  issued^ 
disorder  anv  i  :  a  ii  kenness  were  greater  than 
ever.  Inii  •.  of  selling  liquor  openly, 
undet  licen  u  it  was  done  in  hiding 
places,  «n*i  -  neiimes  o[)enly  on  the 
public  mark  s  :  it  w<is  peddled  in  broad 
dayligi^t,  an  .  i  am  quite  convinced  that 
in  my  pDvin      wherever  the  Scott  Act  is 
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•brought  into  force,  such  desorders  will 
•recur.      This  temperance  question  is  one 
to  be  promoted  by  moral  teaching  rather 
than  by  legislation,  and  in  Quebec  we 
have  moral  influences  that  will  always,  in 
•connection    with   our  municipal  organi- 
zations, control  the  sale  of  liquor.      Our 
municipalities  grant  one  or  two  licenses 
in  a  parish,  under  the  belief  that  such 
places    are    absolutely    necessary,    and 
that    they    should    be    maintained   un- 
der    daily     control ;       and     in     this 
way     the     sale     of     liquor     is     regu- 
lated.    But  what  does  the  Scott  Act  do  ? 
It  gives  permission  to  all  doctors  to  issue 
certificates  to  get  liquor  whenever  they  are 
applied  to  for  it»  and  who  trusts  those 
doctors?     Nobody!     Once  a  year  the 
druggists  are  obliged  to  file  those  certifi- 
cates with  the  Government,  but  I  hold 
that  that  is  no  check  at  all  on  this  traffic, 
and  that  the  control  we  had  before  of  moral 
influence,    and    through    the    municipal 
organizations,  and  through  licenses,  was 
much  more  beneficial  and  more  effective 
than  the  control  that  the  Government 
would  have  over  the  druggists  and  doctors. 
We  are  asked  also  to  amend  the  law  in 
such  a  way  that  the  doctors  themselves 
may  be  permitted  sell  liquors.     I  believe 
that  if  you  allow  the  doctors  to  issue  certi- 
ficates, it  is  equivalent  to  debarring  the 
country  people  from  having  liquor  at  all 
when  they  want  it  for  their  own  use  or  the 
use  of  their  families  in  sickness ;  because, 
if  you  take  the  province  of  Quebec,  say 
fix)m  Montreal  to  the  city  of  Quebec,  with 
the  exception  of  Three  Rivers,  you  will  not 
find  an  apothecary's  shop  in  that  whole 
distance.     It  cannot  be  said  that  the  law 
is  a  good  one  that  allows  a  physician  to 
issue  certificates  for  liquor,  and  the  persons 
who  obtain  them  may  have  to  travel  50  or  90 
miles  to  a  drug  shop  in  order  to  get  the 
liquor.      I  think  the  thing  is  perfecidy  ab- 
surd    If  the  law  is  to  be  enforced  upon 
any  country,  I  believe  you  cannot  do  other- 
wise than  permit  doctors  to  sell  liquors, 
and  if  you  allow  them  to  sell  liquors,  you 
allow  hundreds  of  people  that  privilege 
without  any  control  over  them  instead  of^ 
as  we  have  it  to-day,  one  or  two  vendors  in 
every  parish  selling  it  under  license.    I  am 
satisfied  that  I  can  travel  from  Montreal 
to  Quebec,  and  obtain  a  certificate  from 
every  doctor  in  the  district,  in  my  present 
state  of  health,  for  a  bottle  of  wine.     For 

Hon.  Mr.  THIBEAUDEAU. 


these  reasons  I  will  vote  for  the  amend- 
ment of  the  junior  member  from  Hali&x. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— It  seems  inevito- 
ble  that  in  discussing  any  Bill  of  this  kind 
to  amend  the  Canada  Temperance  Act,  the 
whole  question  should  come  under  review. 
I  do  not  know  that  it  can  be  avoided,  but 
it  is  unfortunate  that  the  discussion  has 
taken  such  a  range  on  this  occasion,  and 
has  brought  out  very  strongly  the  feeling 
that  the  Scott  Act  itself  has  failed  to  effect 
the  object  which  its  promoters  anticipated. 
When  the  Act  was  brought  into  the  House 
of  Commons,  I  was  a  member  of  that 
body,  and  I  voted  against  it.    I  had  no 
hesitation  in  avowing  my  hostility  to  the 
measure  from  that  time  up  to  now,  and 
my  observation  of  its  working,  and  of  the 
manner  in  which  it  has  been  forced  upon 
the  people,  and  of  the  general  effect  of  the 
Act,   has    only    confirmed    my  previous 
opinion.     We  have  been  told  that  this 
amendment,  which  is  now  proposed,  will 
destroy    the    Canada    Temperance  Act 
Well,  if  it  destroys  that  Act  it  will  destroy 
a  measure  which  has  not  effected,  up  to 
this  time,  and  is  not  likely  in  the  future  to 
effect,  the  object  which  is  claimed  for  it 
1  say  that  the  Scott  Act  is  a  delusion;  it  is 
pretended  that  it  has  a  moral  effect,  which 
it  does  not  have  in  reality ;  and  though  it 
may,   in  some  cases  restrict  the  use  of 
liquor,  it  has  other  effects  which  are  m(N^ 
demoralizing    than    the    use  of  alcohol 
itsel£     VVherever  the  Scott  Act  is  in  oper- 
ation, it  is  in  force  by  the  will  of  a  minority 
of  the  people,  and  every  method  will  be 
adopt^  to  evade  it     It  will  introduce 
habits  of  fraud,  dissimulation  and  dissipa- 
tion wherever  it  goes,  as  such  acts  have 
done  in  other  countries  wherever  they 
have  been  adopted,   particularly  in  the 
State  of  Maine.    There  is  a  great  outcry 
about  the   condition    of   the  people  of 
Canada,  and  the  necessity  there  is  for  im- 
posmg  this  sumptuaiy  law  upon  thero« 
because  I  feel  that  it  is  a  sumptuary  law, 
notwithstanding  the  objection  of  my  hon. 
friend  from  Samia  to  that  epithet    We 
know  that  by  late  statistics  it  is  shown 
that  the  people  of  Canada  are  less  in  need 
of  this  kind  of  restrictive  legislation  than 
any  other  civilized  people  on  the  face  of 
the  earth. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— We  have  the  best 
record  in  the  worid. 
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Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB  -In  the  statistics 
of  the  different  countries  of  the  world, 
Canada  stands  pre-eminent  for  temperance 
and  moral  conduct,  and  yet  we  are,  by 
implication,  told  that  it  is  absolutely 
necessary  to  put  the  Canadian  people  un- 
der a  law  which  is  a  kind  of  bondage,  and 
one  which  every  independent  man  rises 
in  indignation  against. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — I  am  as  independ- 
ent as  the  hon.  gentleman,  but  I  do  not 
rise  in  indignation  against  it 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— The  hon.  gentle- 
man is  very  independent  in .  everything 
until  the  Scott  Act  is  under  discussion. 
I  maintain  that  if  any  legislation  is  neces- 
sary to  carry  out  the  machinery  of  the 
Scott  Act  while  it  stands  on  our  statute 
book  as  the  law  of  Parliament,  the  framers 
of  that  Act  are  entitled  to  that  legislation. 
They  have  had  that  legislation  today  ; 
they  have  had  that  section  which  I  ob- 
jected to,  because  my  hon.  friend  when  he 
brought  his  Bill  down  did  not  state  ac- 
curately or  exactly  what  would  be  the 
effect  of  that  section,  and  what  was  the 
necessity  for  it,  but  I  suppose  that  neces- 
sity will  be  met  for  the  present  by  the 
legislation  which  is  now  going  on  in  the 
other  House,  to  suspend  the  operation  of 
the  License  Act  of  1883,  and  I  now  feel 
perfectly  at  liberty  to  vote  for  any  amend- 
ment, which  may  commend  itself  to  my 
judgment,  to  the  Canada  Temperance  Act. 
The  hon.  gentlemen  who  are  supporting 
the  Scott  Act,  have  brought  it  on  them- 
selves. They  brought  this  Bill  here  \  they 
brought  up  the  discussion  on  the  Scott 
Act ;  the  amendment  would  never  have 
been  brought  up  as  an  affirmative  propo- 
sition by  those  who  oppose  the  Act ;  but 
the  temperance  people  bring  in  a  Bill 
here  with  nine  sections,  eight  of  which 
are  confessedly  padding  for  the  pur- 
pose of  carrying  the  other  section,  and 
we  are  not  told  its  force,  but  that 
that  section  is  an  absolute  necessity  to- 
wards the  working  of  the  Act.  Now,  any 
other  amendments  are  in  order,  and  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  is  in  charge  of  this 
Bill,  is,  with  his  friends,  to  blame  for  hav- 
ing put  the  Act  in  that  position.  Their 
Act  is  on  trial,  and  I  tell  the  hon.  gentle- 
man that  just  so  long  as  the  Scott  Act  is 
forced  upon  the  community  by  a  minority 


vote,  just  so  long  will  it  meet  with  this 
kind  of  opposition  and  this  kind  of 
legislation  from  those  who  are  not 
terrified  by  the  bugbear  that  this  temper- 
ance movement  is  sweeping  over  the 
country  in  such  a  wave  that  any  man  who 
dares  to  oppose  it  is  likely  to  suffer  in  his 
political  position,  as  well  as  in  the  estima- 
tion of  the  country.  I  am  not  afraid  of 
the  Scott  Act ;  I  will  take  the  consequen- 
ces of  opposing  it  I  never  knew  any 
enthusiasm  of  this  kind  that  has  not  run . 
its  course  as  this  will.  I  say  to-day  that  I 
am  prepared  to  vote  for  prohibition  pure 
and  simple.  This  Act  was  so  ingeniously 
devised  that  it  never  was  intended  to  be  a 
Prohibition  Act  The  principle  of  it  is 
local  option,  and  local  option  has  never 
succeeded  in  any  country  where  it  has 
been  tried.  It  was  announced  by  its  pro- 
moters that  the  Scott  Act  would  bring 
about  a  great  revolution  in  the  habits  of 
the  people.  There  is  no  necessity  for 
discussing  the  evil  effects  of  intemperance^ 
but  because  one  man  is  injured  by  drink^ 
is  that  any  reason  why  100  men  should  be  put 
under  bonds  ?  Why  should  it  be  neces- 
sary, because  one  man  shoots  off  his 
hands  with  a  fowling  piece,  that  the  lock 
should  be  taken  off  every  gun  in  the 
country  ?  It  is  no  argument  on  which  to 
support  the  Scott  Act,  and  I  shall  vote 
with  great  pleasure  for  the  amendment 
which  is  offered  by  the  junior  member  for 
Halifax. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — Like  my  hon.  friend 
opposite  me,  I  do  think  that  the  discussion 
which  has  taken  place  in  connection  with 
this  Bill  has  been  exceedingly  out  of  place^ 
and  not  properly  connected  with  the  matter 
brought  under  consideration  by  the  Bill  on 
which  we  are  to  form  a  judgment  I  am 
quite  well  aware  that  in  my  opening  re- 
marks on  introducing  this  Bill  I  have  been 
accused  of  opening  up  the  whole  question 
of  temperance  legislation ;  I  say,  however, 
that  I  have  carefully  avoided  doing  any- 
thing of  the  kind ;  I  have  gone  carefully 
over  the  report  of  my  speech,  and  I  chal- 
lenge hon.  gentlemen  to  show  from  the 
first  to  the  last  of  it  that  there  is  anything 
in  my  remarks  opening  up  the  general 
question  of  the  principles  and  results  of  the 
Canada  Temperance  Act.  I  tried  to  show 
that  because  the  Scott  Act  had  been  so 
largely  adopted,  and  by  such  overwhelm- 
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ing  majorities  in  the  counties  where  it  has 
been  voted  on,  therefore  we  ought  to  pass 
these  amendments  which  are  required  to 
make  it  operative.  I  said  nothing  which 
might  not  have  applied  equally  well  to  an 
insurance  bill  or  a  bill  on  any  other  sub- 
ject as  to  the  Canada  Temperance  Act 
But  no  sooner  did  I  close  my  lips,  than  I 
was  followed  by  gentlemen  who  launched 
at  once  into  the  great  subjerr  of  temper- 
ance legislation,  denouncing  all  its  advo- 
cates as  hypocrites  and  fanatics,  or  ps  being 
exceedingly  ignorant  of  the  requirements 
ot  the  country,  with  being  des|)Otic,  and 
forcing  our  legislation  on  an  unwilling 
people.  The  utter  absurdity  of  such  a 
statement  is  so  palpable  that  it  puzzles  me 
iiow  any  person  can  be  found  bold  enough 
to  make  it  in  this  House.  As  it  is  a  mea- 
sure which  can  only  be  adopted  by  the 
majority  of  the  people  expressing  their 
will  by  the  ballot,  it  cannot  possibly  be 
forced  on  an  unwilling  peo])le.  In  what 
other  way  can  you  get  the  expression  of 
the  will  of  the  people  on  any  question  that 
may  be  submitted  to  them? 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— It  has  never  had 
a  majority  in  its  favor  in  any  county. 

Hon.  Mr.  VXD  AL-— Admitting  for 
argument  sake  that  it  has  never  had  a 
majority  of  the  people  in  its  favor ;  has 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Niagara  ever 
had  a  majority  of  the  electoral  vote  in 
his  own  election  ?  I  think  not.  Exam- 
ine the  election  returns  of  the  House  of 
Commons  to-day,  and  see  how  few  mem- 
bers have  been  elected  by  the  vote  of  the 
majority  in  the  constituencies  they  repre- 
sent. You  will  find  that  only  twelve  of 
them,  outside  of  those  who  were  elected  by 
acclamation,  have  polled  a  majority  vote. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— This  is  an  en- 
tirely dissimilar  subject. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — I  mean  to  say  that 
under  the  British  Constitution  under 
which  we  live,  the  only  possible  mode  by 
which  we  can  rightly  ascertain  .the  will  of 
the  people  on  any  question  is  by  vote  of 
ballot,  where  every  man  may,  and  gen- 
erally does,  Vf»te  according  to  his  own 
convictions,  and  without  coercion,  be- 
cause it  is  not  known  how  he  votes.  He 
may  vote  contrary  to  the  wishes  of  his 
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employer,  or  his  friends  or  his  relatiTCS, 
but  he  votes  according  to  his  own  con- 
victions as  to  what  is  right.  I  therefore 
hold  that  we  have  with  reference  to  the 
places  where  this  Act  has  been  adopted, 
an  honest  expression  of  the  majority  of 
the  electors  of  each  of  those  constituen- 
cies. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— If  you  had,  they 
have  no  right  to  tell  us  what  we  shall  eat 
and  drink. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— It  is  true  that  the 
whole  electoral  vote  is  not  polled;  but 
what  are  we  to  infer  from  that  ?  Are  we 
to  infer  that  every  one  who  does  not 
come  out  to  vote  is  opposed  to  this  legis- 
lation ?  I  can  with  equal  justice  take  the 
oi)posite  ground  and  assert  that  every 
one  that  does  not  come  out  to  vote  is  in 
favor  of  the  Act  instead  of  against  it,  and 
I  have  as  good  a  right  to  say  that,  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  to  say  to  the  con- 
trary. There  is  no  other  way  by  which 
the  will  of  the  people  can  be  ascertained 
than  by  open,  honest  vote  by  ballot, 
where  every  man  expresses  his  honest 
convictions  in  a  way  that  nobody  can  in- 
terfere with  or  punish  him  for  it. 

I  will  now  notice  a  word  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Niagara  has  used  on  sev- 
eral occasions,  very  improperly  calling  the 
Temperance  Act  a  sumptuary  law.  If 
some  blatant  stump  orator  were  address- 
ing a  crowd,  and  either  ignorant  himself 
or  presuming  on  the  ignorance  of  his  audi- 
ence, had  called  the  Scott  Act  a  sumptu- 
ary law,  it  would  not  surprise  me  ;  but  to 
hear  a  gentleman  of  the  acknowledged 
erudition  and  of  the  high  literary  attain- 
ments of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Niagara, 
who  is  well  acquainted  with  the  language 
from  which  the  word  is  derived — to  hear 
him  attach  such  an  opprobious  epithet  to 
the  Canada  Temperance  Act  is  to  me  en- 
tirely incomprehensible,  as  in  my  judge- 
ment it  is  an  entire  departure  from  a  just 
appreciation  of  the  meaning  and  proper  ap- 
plication of  that  word.  What  does  it  mean? 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— It  means  regulat- 
ing the  price  of  our  food  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — Sumptuary  laws 
are  laws  to  regulate  the  expenditure  and 
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prevent  extravagance  of  the  people  in  food 
or  dress  or  anything  of  the  kind. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— There  is  nothing 
about  drink  in  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— It  is  the  com- 
monly accepted  word. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — It  is  not  used  in 
that  sense  by  men  of  intelligence  who  aim 
to  speak  correctly  and  who  wish  to  secure 
a  correct  interpretation  of  their  words.  I 
will  refresh  the  hon.  gentleman's  memory 
by  referring  to  some  of  the  authorities  and 
we  shall  see  if  his  interpretation  is  sustain- 
ed by  them. 


Hon.     Mr. 
work  is  that  ? 


HAYTHORNE— What 


Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— The  work  I  now 
refer  to  is  Chambers'  Encyclopedia.  It 
tells  us  what  sumptuary  laws  are,  and 
what  they  have  been  in  olden  times,  that 
they  existed  under  ancient  dispensations, 
and  how  they  were  used. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— They  were  laws 
to  regulate  the  habits  of  the  people. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— They  were  no 
such  thing.     Chambers  says  : — 

Snropiuary  Laws— laws  passed  to  prevent 
extravaicaoce  in  banquets,  dress  and  private 
ezpenditare.  They  abound  in  ancient  legis- 
lation.   

The  Lex  Orchia,lBl  B.C.,  limited  the  num- 
ber of  guests  to  be  present  at  a  feast  $  the 
Lex  Fanoia,  161  B.C.,  regulated  the  cost  of 
entertainments,  enactina  that  the  utmost  sum 
which  should  be  invested  on  certain  festivals, 
was  to  be  100  asses,  30  asses  on  certain  other 
iestivals,  and  10  asses  on  an  ordinary  enter- 
tainment, where,  also,  no  other  fowl  than  1 
heo  was  permitted  to  be  served  up,  and  that 
not  fattened  for  the  purpose,  *  * 

Sumptuary  Laws  were  in  great  favor  in  the 
legislation  of  England,  from  the  time  of  Ed- 
ward III.  down  to  the  Reformation.  Statute 
10,  Bdward  III.,  cap  Z  narrates,  that ''  through 
the  excessive  and  orer-many  costly  meats 
which  the  people  of  this  realm  have  used 
more  than  elsewhere,  many  mischiefs  have 
happened  ;  for  the  ^reat  men  bv  these  exces- 
ses nave  been  so  grieved,  and  the  lesser  peo- 
ple, wbo  only  encteayor  to  iniUle  the  great 
OBM  in  sncheortaof  meat,  are  rouoh  impover- 
ianed,  whereby,  they  are  not  able  to  aid 
themselves,  nor  their  liese  lord  in  time  of 
need,  as  they  ought.  ancTmany  other  evils 
Lave  happened  as  weft  to  their  souls  as  their 


bodies  i"  and  enacts  that  no  man,  of  what- 
ever condition  or  estate,  shall  be  allowed 
more  than  two  courses  at  dinner  or  supper,  or 
more  than  two  kinds  of  food  in  each  course, 
except  on  the  principal  festivals  of  the  year, 
when  three- courses  at  the  utmost  are  to  be 
allowed.  All  who  did  not  enjoy  a  free  estate 
of  £100  per  annum,  were  prohibited  from 
wearing  furs,  skins  or  silk,  and  the  use  of 
foreign  cloth  was  allowed  to  the  royal  family 
alone.  .  •  4  • 

Sumptuary  Laws  continued  to  be  intro- 
duced in  England  in  the  16th,  and  in  France 
as  late  as  the  17th  centuries.  Scotland  had 
also  a  similar  class  of  statutes.  The  Scottish 
Parliament  attempted  to  regulate  the  dress  of 
the  ladies,  to  save  the  purses  of  the  puir 
gentlemen,  their  husbands  and  fathers.  There 
was  a  prohibition  against  their  coming  to 
kirk  or  market  with  the  face  muffled  in  a 
veil ;  and  statutes  were  passed  against  super- 
fluous banqueting,  and  the  inordinate  use  of 
foreign  spices,  *'  brocht  from  the  pairts  be* 
yond  the  sea,  and  sauld  at  dear  prices  to 
monie  folks  that  are  very  unabill  to  sustain 
that  coaste." 

These  laws  were  made  with  the  ac« 
knowledged  and  professed  sole  object  of 
preventing  extravagance  on  the  part  of 
those  who,  it  was  thought,  were  indulging 
in  luxuries  beyond  their  means  and  un- 
wisely expending  their  money.  We  do 
not,  by  our  law,  interfere  with  anybody's 
eating  and  drinking  or  clothing.  The 
hon.  gentleman  from  Niagara  may  lay  in 
tuns  of  wine  if  he  likes,  even  if  the  Scott 
Act  should  be  adopted  in  his  county. 
The  idea  of  the  law  is  not  a  sumptuary 
idea  ;  it  is  not  for  the  purpose  of  prevent- 
ing extravagance  on  the  part  of  the  people ; 
it  is  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  crime, 
pauperism  and  misery.  It  is  a  measure 
of  police,  of  public  safety,  required  for  the 
public  good,  and  has  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  sumptuary  legislation. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Why  is  the  hon. 
gentleman  so  sensitive  about  that  word  ? 

Hon  Mr.  VIDAL— Does  the  hon. 
gentleman  know  the  meaning  of  the  word 
sensitive  ?  if  so,  he  misapplies  it,  for  I  am 
not  at  all  sensitive  about  the  term. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— The  Senate  will 
judge  whether  the  hoa  gentleman  is  sen- 
sitive on  that  point  or  not. 

Hon,  Mr.  VIDAI^— The  hon.  gentle- 
man professes  to  speak  as  a  man  of  obser* 
I  vation ;  he  tells  us  of  the  evils  that  he  has 
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s6en  resulting  from  the  adoption  of  the 
Scott  Act  Where  has  the  hon.  gentle- 
n^an  seen  it  in  operation?  To  what 
places  have  his  observations  extended? 
In  what  part  of  the  country  has  he  had 
an  opportunity  of  personally  making  this 
investigation  ?  Does  the  hon.  gentleman 
know  that  only  in  one  county  of  Ontario 
has  this  Act  been  in  force  ?  and  in  that 
county  we  have  the  most  abundant  and 
incontrovertible  testimony,  proving  that 
the  law  has  accomplished  everything  that 
could  be  reasonably  expected  of  it  Sur- 
rounded as  it  is  by  other  counties  in 
which  liquors  are  freely  sold  under  license, 
this  county  has  retained  its  integrity  and 
enforced  the  law :  on  two  occasions  it  has 
given  evidence  of  its  satisfaction  with  this 
law  by  upholding  it  at  the  polls. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB — There  are 
more  liquors  drunk  there  now  than  there 
ever  were  before. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— Where  does  the 
hon.  gentleman  get  his  information  ?  It 
is  just  one  of  those  reckless  statements 
which  flow  from  his  lips  on  this  question, 
without  any  foundation  whatever.  I  chal- 
lenge the  hon.  gentleman  again,  to  name 
any  one  place  where  he  has  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  observing  the  operation  of  this 
law,  and  that  to  his  knowledge  it  has  failed 
in  its  operation. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Every  body  knows 
that  it  has  failed  in  the  State  of  Maine. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — Everybody  knows 
that  it  has  not  failed  in  the  State  of  Maine. 
Everybody  knows  that,  so  far  from  finding 
any  dissatisfaction  with  the  prohibition 
legislation,  the  people  of  Maine  have 
recently  made  prohibition  a  part  of  the 
constitution  of  the  State.  To  assert  that 
the  people  of  that  State,  who  have  had 
thirty  years'  experience  of  the  operation  of 
their  prohibitory  law,  have  not  enough 
intelligence  to  know  whether  it  is  bene- 
ficial for  the  State,  is  utter  balderdash. 

-  Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— What  is  balder- 
dash? 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— There  is  a  diction- 
ary and  the  hon.  gentleman  can  find  out 
for  himself.     If  it  were  right  to  take  up 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL 


the  time  of  this  House,  I  could  give 
statistics  and  information  on  the  effect  of 
prohibition  that  could  not  be  gainsaid ;  I 
could  show  that  wherever  this  accursed 
traffic  has  been  effectively  prohibited  either 
in  Britain  or  America,  there  has  resulted 
peace,  freedom  from  crime  and  diminution 
of  misery  and  poverty,  such  as  the  advo- 
cates of  temperance  have  claimed  would 
follow  its  suppression.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Amherst  has  read  us  a  letter 
from  a  clergyman.  What  a  tremendously 
important  thing  it  is  to  have  a  letter  from 
a  clergyman  to  tell  us  about  wine  and  its 
goodness,  to  inform  us  'what  a  bad  thing 
the  Scott  Act  is,  and  its  utter  failure  !  If 
the  utterances  of  clergymen  are  of  any 
value  on  this  question — and  I  regard  them 
as  specially  valuable — I  have  here  before 
me  the  utterance  not  of  one  man,  who,  for 
all  I  know,  may  be  a  tippler  himself  and 
strongly  inclined  to  favor  the  liquor  trafiic,. 
but  the  statements  of  the  ministers  and 
gentlemen  who  formed  the  loth  General 
Assembly  of  the  Presbyterian  Church  in. 
Canada,  at  its  session  last  year.  I  am  not 
giving  the  testimony  of  some  unknown, 
man  claiming  to  be  a  Minister  of  the 
Gospel ;  I  am  giving  the  testimony  of  men 
who  occupy  the  highest  place  in  the 
country,  both  in  intelligence,  in  social 
position,  and  in  connection  with  the 
Church.  The  General  Assembly  of  the 
Presbyterian  Church  in  Canada  is  a  body 
consisting  of  about  400  members,  200 
of  which  are  ministers,  and  200  elders — 
people  who  have  been  selected  in  their 
congregations  as  being  men  of  experience 
and  judgment,  and  qualified  to  discharge 
aright  the  duties  of  rulers  of  the  Churchy 
and  what  does  that  court  say  ? — 

**  That,  Id  view  of  the  present  aspect  of  the 
temperanoe  movement  tnroushout  the  iAiid, 
the  General  Assembly  adopt  tne  following  ae 
the  deliverance  on  this  matter  :— 

"  L  That  we  regard  the  traffic  in  strong 
drink  as  one  of  the  greatest  hindrances  to  the 
progress  of  the  canse  and  kingdom  of  our 
Lora  Jesns  Christ." 

Now,  these  are  not  ignorant  men. 
These  are  not  fanatics,  who  speak  because 
they  have  a  mere  prejudice  against  drink- 
ing. These  are  highly  educated  men,  who- 
have  been  through  the  universities ;  men 
of  large  experience  and  information,  and 
many  of  them  occupying  high  positions 
in  this  Dominion.     They  continue : — 
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I*  2.  That  in  view  of  the  evils  wrought  by 
this  scourge  of  our  race,  this  Assembly  would 
hail  with  gladness  the  utter  extermination  of 
the  traffic  in  intoxicating  liquor  as  a  bever- 
age, by  the  power  of  example,  public 
opinion,  and  the  strong  arm  of  the  law. 

^'3.  That  we  rejoice  at  the  wonderful  ad- 
vancement of  temperance  and  prohibition 
sentiments  throughout  the  world,  and  especi- 
ally in  our  own  land;  and  would  recommend 
our  people  by  voice,  vote  and  example,  and 
by  all  peaceful  and  righteous  means  to  work 
tor  the  abolition  of  this  great  evil. 

'<  4.  That  we  re-assert  our  approval  of  the 

firinciples  of  the  Canada  Temperance  Act  of 
878,  and  recommend  the  adoption  of  the  said 
Act,  as  the  best  available  means  for  the  legal 
suppression  of  the  traffic." 

And  yet  we  are  told  that  public  senti- 
ment is  against  this  Act ;  that  the  people 
regard  it  as  a  failure.  I  think  that  those 
who  say  so  must  have  a  very  low  estima- 
tion indeed  of  such  a  talented  and  influ- 
ential body  as  the  General  Assembly  of 
the  Presbyterian  Church  in  Canada,  when 
they  can  count  such  testimony  as  nothing. 
But  other  churches  have  given  the  same 
testimony,  have  just  as  emphatically  re- 
corded their  approval  of  the  Temperance 
Act  of  1878,  and  have  recommended  its 
adoption  by  those  who  are  under  their 
spiritual  guidance.  Now,  what  question 
have  we  before  us  ?  What  is  our  duty  as 
Senators  in  reference  to  this  matter  ?  The 
hon.  gentleman  from  Niagara,  and  other 
speakers,  have  admitted  that  the  Bill,  as 
far  as  it  is  necessary  for  the  operation  of 
the  law  on  the  statute  boo)c,  ought  to  pass. 
He  has  misrepresented  my  view  in  allud- 
ing to  my  remarks  on  the  clause  to  which 
he  referred,  because  I  distinctly  stated  in 
directing  the  attention  of  the  House  to  it, 
that  it  was  the  most  important  section  of 
the  Bill,  and  explained  why  it  was  so.  I 
might  have  done  it  more  fully,  but  I  did 
not  think  it  was  necessary  then,  and  subse- 
quently I  was  prepared  to  do  so  in  reply  to 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Amherst,  on  introducing  his  amendment, 
but  the  withdrawal  of  the  amendment 
made  it  unnecessary.  Who  is  it  that  has 
asked  for  this  Bill  ?  I  have  no  personal 
interest  in  it.  It  did  not  originate  with 
me:  I  am  merely  the  medium  by  which 
it  is  presented  and  recommended  to  this 
House.  The  Bill  has  come  to  us  from 
the  representatives  of  the  people.  It  may 
be  all  very  well  for  some  hon.  gentlemen 
to  seek  to  belittle  the  petitions  which  have 
been  presented  to  this  House  on  this  sub- 


ject, but  I  tell  them  that  767  petitions 
from  all  parts  of  the  Dominion  have  been 
presented  to  Parliament  this  session,  pray- 
ing that  we  shall  pass  no  legislation  calcu- 
lated to  lessen  the  prohibitory  character  of 
the  Temperance  Act,  or  to  render  it  more 
difficult  of  adoption  or  enforcement.  What 
is  this  amedment  that  is  now  proposed  to 
the  Bill  ?  Is  it  not  a  direct  and  unreas- 
onable denial  to  the  prayer  of  those  767 
petitions,  representing  as  they  do  over 
100,000  of  our  people?  It  is  alleged  by 
an  hon.  member  that  some  of  the  signa- 
tures to  the  petitions  are  written  in  one 
hand,  or  by  women  and  children;  that 
may  possibly  be  the  case  in  some  few  in- 
stances ;  I  only  know  that  all  the  numer- 
ous petitions  that  have  passed  through 
my  hands  have  apparently  been  properly 
signed,  and  the  majority  of  them  have 
borne  the  names  of  Ministers  of  the  Gospel 
and  of  many  men  whose  position  in  society 
in  the  parts  of  the  country  in  which  they 
were  signed,  entitles  them  to  respectful 
attention.  It  is  not,  as  the  junior  member 
for  Halifax  has  said,  the  province  of  On- 
tario only  that  has  sent  in  petitions  ;  he 
himself  has  presented  several  from  his  own 
province. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— They  all  came 
from  Toronto  to  me. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — They  came  origi- 
nally from  Nova  Scotia.  Were  they  not 
petitions  from  Nova  Scotia,  from  the  hon. 
gentleman's  own  province  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— Yes,  but  they 
were  sent  to  rac  from  Toronto,  which 
seems  to  be  the  great  emporium  for  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— They  were  first 
sent  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Dominion 
Alliance,  to  be  by  him  transmitted  to  the 
representatives,  in  Parliament,  of  the  dif- 
ferent constituencies  from  which  they 
came  I  assert,  with  confidence,  that  alt 
parts  of  the  Dominion  are  now  looking  to 
this  House,  with  intense  anxiety,  and 
watching  with  deepest  interest  our  action 
to-night,  and  most  fatal  would  it  be  to  the 
influential  position  which  this  House 
holds,  and  to  the  respect  now  accorded  to 
it  in  the  country  at  laige,  if,  when  the 
temperance  people  are  asking  for  some 
slight  amendments  to  the  Scott  Act,  ad- 
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vantage  is  taken  in  a  most  unmanly  way, 
in  a  way  that  is  not  consistent  with  the 
dignity  or  character  of  this  House,  to  de- 
stroy that  Act  by  this  amendment 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB—Oh,  oh,  oh! 
•Order ! 

Hon.  Mr.  VI DAL — If  my  remarks  are 
•out  of  order,  I  will  withdraw  them  ;  but  I 
see  similar  remarks  were  made  without 
exception  being  taken,  by  the  senior  mem- 
ber from  Halifax,  last  year,  when  he  said, 
speaking  of  an  amendment  of  this  kind  : 
"  I  should  say  that  those  hon.  gentlemen, 
in  attacking  the  principle  of  the  Scott  Act 
under  cover  of  this  Bill,  are  not  acting 
•consistently  with  their  professions  of  man- 
liness ;  for  this  amendment  is  certainly  an 
attack  on  the  principles  of  the  Canada 
Temperance  Act,  and  it  is  not  made  in 
what  I  regard  as  a  manly  or  a  straight- 
forward way."  No  fault  was  found  with 
him  \  why  should  I  be  censured  now  ?  I 
ask,  hon.  gentlemen,  is  it  fair  ?  Is  it  hon- 
orable to  deal  thus  with  the  Scott  Act  ? 
Here  is  a  Bill  to  facilitate  the  operation  of 
that  Act,  and  to  cure  some  defects  that 
have  been  found  in  it — and  what  is  this 
amendment  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Halifax  intended  for  ?  It  is  obviously  in- 
tended to  destroy  the  very  Act  which  it 
professes  to  amend,  and  it  is  so  regarded 
by  every  person  who  takes  an  interest  in 
this  great  question. 


Hon.  Mr.  ALMON- 
perfect 


-To  make  it  more 


Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — I  contend — and  I 
speak  in  the  name  of  128,000  people  who 
have  voted  for  the  adoption  of  the  Scott 
Act — that  the  public  do  not  want  any  such 
amendment  to  it 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— I  think  that 
•every  one  of  those  petitioners  in  their 
petitions  pray  not  for  the  Scott  Act,  but 
that  an  Act  should  be  passed  prohibiting 
the  use  of  liquor  altogether,  which  is  quite 
•contrary  to  the  lo^allon  Act,  that  we 
have  before  us. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAI^— The  hon.  gentle- 
man has  evidently  never  looked  at  the 
petitions :  if  he  had  he  would  have  seen 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL. 


that  the  first  and  principal  part  of  the 
petition  prays  that  no  alteration  be  made 
in  the  Canada  Temperance  Act  1878, 
lessening  its  prohibitory  character  or  mak- 
ing it  more  difficult  of  adoption  or  en- 
forcement Then  it  closes  with  the  other 
prayer,  which  is  the  end  that  we  are  all 
aiming  at  We  do  not  want  to  conceal 
it ;  our  openly  avowed  aim  is  total  pro- 
hibition of  the  liquor  tariff;  but  we 
accepted  the  Scott  Act  as  being  the  best 
measure  we  could  get,  and  opening  a  way 
by  which  total  prohibition  might  be 
eventually  obtained.  The  work  is  pro- 
gressing gradually  ;  by  degrees,  county 
after  county  is  adopting  the  Act  and  be- 
coming accustomed  to  its  restrictions  and 
to  the  loss  of  revenue  from  licenses,  and 
thus  the  way  is  being  prepared  for  total 
prohibition.  In  my  opinion,  this  is  a 
better  way  to  test  the  views  of  the  people 
of  this  country,  than  it  would  be  to  bring 
in  an  absolutely  prohibitory  law  at  once. 
The  House  of  Commons  has  not  been 
elected  on  that  question,  and  it  would 
scarcely  feel  competent  to  vote  upon  it, 
and  to  claim  that  they  really  reflect  the 
opinions  of  their  constituencies  thereon. 
I  think  the  course  adopted  by  the  temper- 
ance people  is  a  wise  course,  and  if  this 
amendment  is  passed  to-night,  this  House 
is  setting  itself  in  direct  opposition,  not 
only  to  the  plainly  expressed  opinion  of 
the  128,000  electors  who  have  voted  for 
the  Scott  Act,  but  also  to  the  wishes  of 
the  whole  people  as  conveyed  to  us  by 
their  representatives  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  who  have  sent  this  Bill  to  us. 
The  question  involved  in  the  proposed 
amendment  was  brought  before  the  House 
of  Commons  by  Mr.  Gigault,  in  Bill  112, 
to  declare  that  ale  and  beer  and  light 
wines  shall  be  considered  temperance 
drinks,  and  shall  not  be  brought  under 
the  operation  of  this  Act ;  but  the  House 
of  Commons  decidedly  voted  it  down, 
and  what  is  the  expectation  of  hon.  gent- 
lemen in  adding  on  this  amendment  to 
this  Bill?  It  will  have  to  go  to  the 
House  of  Commons  for  concurrence,  and 
that  House  has  already  given  its  decisions 
on  this  question  durinc  the  present 
session,  and  it  cannot  be  brought  forward 
the  second  time  to  be  voted  upon. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— I  doubt  if  that  is 
the  rule. 
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Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— It  strikes  me  that 
it  is  an  opinion  very  much  in  harmony 
•with  one  we  have  had  recently  before  us ; 
the  House  of  Commons  has  most  em- 
phatically told  us  by  their  action  that  they 
will  not  pass  such  legislation.  If  we 
were  now  introducing  the  Canada  Tem- 
perance Act  for  the  first  time,  I  could 
understand  these  arguments  being  ad- 
vanced, and  this  vehement  opposition 
manifested ;  but  I  cannot  understand  the 
opposition  to  this  Bill  under  the  present 
-curcumstances,  and  the  pressing  of  this 
amendment  after  the  whole  country  has 
petitioned  us  not  to  make  such  changes. 
On  what  ground  can  we  justify  the  course 
which  we  take  in  amending  this  Act 
contrary  to  the  express  desire  of  the  vast 
majority,  I  may  say  the  electors  of  this 
country?  We  cannot  justify  it.  We 
must  confess  that  wc  are  allowing  our 
own  personal,  private  and  preconceived 
opinions  to  influence  us  in  this  matter,  if 
we  so  disregard  all  the  petitions  that  have 
been  presented  to  us  praying  that  no 
such  change  may  be  made  in  the  Act. 
We  shall  in  effect  say  we  utterly  disregard 
all  these  prayers,  and  choose  in  our  im- 
aginary superlative  wisdom  to  set  our- 
rselves  in  opposition  to  the  clearly  ex- 
.pressed  wish  of  the  people  of  Canada.  It 
'is  utterly  impossible  that  such  opposition 
can  finally  succeed  in  a  constitutionally 
governed  country,  as  ours  is.  The  voice 
•of  the  people  will  be  heard,  and  will  be 
heard  in  unmistakable  tones,  and  the  day 
will  surely,  and  I  believe  early,  arrive, 
when  this  House  will  recognize  it  to  be 
not  only  its  duty  but  its  pleasure*  to  meet 
the  views  of  the  people  on  this  vital  ques- 
tion, and  to  sanction  a  measure  calcu- 
lated to  promote  the  best  interests  of  the 
•country,  and  to  largely  reduce  the  misery, 
poverty,  crime  and  disease,  which  are 
found  in  our  land,  thiough  the  prevalence 
of  this  great  curse  of  intemperance.  I 
know  that  it  does  not  prevail  to  the  same 
extent  in  this  country  as  it  does  in  some  other 
countries,  but,  do  the  hon.  gentlemen  who 
are  opposing  us,  and  who  mention  this 
fact,  take  credit  to  themselves  tor  this 
satisfactory  state  of  things?  It  is  due 
neither  to  their  example  nor  their  influence, 
but  to  men  like  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Belleville  (Mr  Flint),  who,  for  over  fifty 
years,  by  precept  and  example,  and  by 
unceasing  effort  to  rescue  the  intemperate, 


and  to  shield  the  young  from  temptation — 
to  such  as  he,  the  country  is  largely  in- 
debted for  the  prevalence  of  sobriety  and 
industry  among  our  people.  The  Bill 
before  us  may,  in  some  respects,  be  con 
sidered  an  unimportant  one,  but  in  view 
of  the  results  of  our  dealing  with  it,  and 
of  the  effect  which  the  passing  of  this 
amendment  would  have  on  the  Temper- 
ance Act  of  1878,  as  being  entirely  de- 
structive of  it,  I  trust  that  the  House  will 
act  with  calm  judgment  and  will  not  set 
itself  in  opposition  to  the  plainly  expressed 
wish  ot  the  people,  to  have  that  Act  passed 
unimpaired. 

Hon.  Mr.  ODELL— I  rise  to  ex- 
press my  approbation  of  the  motion  made 
by  the  junior  member  from  Halifax,  and 
I  do  so  because  I  believe  it  is  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  majority  of  the  people  of 
this  country,  and  I  believe  also  that  it 
will  restore  to  them  some  little  degree  of 
free  action  which,  under  the  present  law, 
they  are  deprived  of.  We  have  these  ap- 
plications year  by  year,  fiom  an  arbitrary 
and  despotic  minority — I  say  it  advisedly 
— and  we  have  been  asked  to  give  them 
a  little  more  time.  The  question  came 
up  last  year  and  we  gave  them  a  little 
more  time  ;  we  have  given  them  another 
year  and  we  were  told  that  it  this  were 
done  the  Act  would  work  well,  and  that 
was  all  they  would  ask  for.  I  want  to 
draw  attention  to  the  mode  in  which  this 
•matter  was  brought  before  us  last  year. 
The  hon.  gentleman  from  Samia  told  us 
then  that  they  had  a  caucus,  that  they  had 
gone  to  the  Government  and  persuaded 
them — how  I  do  not  exactly  know — to 
take  charge  of  the  Bill  that  was  to  be 
brought  before  Parliament.  That  Bill 
was  brought  here  and  the  influence  of  the 
Government  was  used,  so  far  as  they  could 
use  it,  to  press  that  measure  through  this 
Chamber,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  told  us, 
without  any  amendment  whatever,  but 
when  this  House  insisted  upon  an  amend- 
ment he  found  thai  the  Government  were 
divided  upon  it  However,  that  Bill  was 
passed.  I  thought  then  there  would  be 
an  end  of  it  for  some  time  at  least  How- 
ever, here  it  is  now  again  before  us,  and 
what  they  ask  for  is  further  facilities  to 
carry  this,  what  I  call  oppressive,  measure 
into  operatioa 

The  hon.  member  from  Sarnia  depre- 
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cates  our  going  into  the  question  of  the 
Canada  Temperance  Act  at  all.  But  he 
forgets  that  he  himself  brought  it  before 
this  House  in  his  opening  speech,  and 
undertook  to  tell  us  how  the  votes  had 
been  taken  in  the  several  counties  where 
the  Act  has  been  put  in  force.  I  would 
call  your  attention  to  the  very  title  of  the 
Bill.  It  is  "An  Act  to  amend  the  Canada 
Temperance  Act,"  and  that  very  title 
brings  the  whole  matter  before  us.  The 
hon.  member  told  us  in  his  opening 
speech  that  all  the  temperance  people 
wanted  was  a  little  oil  thrown  upon  wheels. 
Has  not  the  whole  of  this  day  been  taken 
up  in  pouring  oil  on  them  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  ODELI^— Then  we  had 
better  repeal  the  sections  that  have  been 
passed.  He  asks  that  proof  of  an  order- 
in-council  be  not  required,  because,  he 
says,  it  is  not  a  very  easy  thing,  in  remote 
sections  of  the  country,  to  furnish  such 
proof.  We  give  that,  but  he  wants  us  to 
go  on  throwing  oil  on  the  machinery  of 
the  Act,  and  what  is  the  consequence  ?  If 
you  recollect,  in  the  early  part  of  to-day's 
sitting,  instead  of  the  oil  allaying  the  waves 
at  all  it  rather  increased  them,  because 
there  was  a  good  deal  of  excitement  on 
the  pan  of  the  hon.  member  from  Sarnia, 
and  that  produced  a  little  of  the  same 
sort  on  the  part  of  other  people. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— That  was  the  other 
people  throwing  gravel  in. 

Hon.  Mr.  ODELL— Then  the  hon. 
member,  though  he  will  not  allow  any  one 
to  partake  of  light  wines  and  beer,  requires 
an  immense  quantity  of  stimulant  himself 
to  keep  the  machinery  in  motion.  This 
very  session  the  same  influence  as  last 
year  was  attempted  to  be  brought  into  the 
House,  when  the  hon.  member  told  us 
that  they  had  another  caucus  and  had  got 
the  First  Minister  to  assure  them  that 
their  Bill  was  all  right.  They  introduced 
their  Bill  in  the  other  Chamber,  and 
whether  through  the  influence  of  the 
Premier  or  not  I  cannot  say,  but  the  Bill 
was  there  passed  and  that  ought  to  have 
satisfied  him.  What  does  he  do  now  ? 
He  brings  up  this  fact  to  influence  us  and 
urges  that  because  the  First  Minister  took 

Hon.  Mr.  ODELL. 


charge  of  it  there,  we  ought  to  be  guided 
by  the  views  of  that  House.  He  will  not 
allow  us  to  have  any  free  opinions  of  our 
own.  He  tells  us  that  because  it  passed 
the  House  of  Commons,  therefore  we 
should  pass  it.  What  are  we  here  for  t 
The  question  arose  the  other  day  whether 
we  are  to  be  a  mere  recording  House  for 
what  takes  place  at  the  other  end  of  this 
building,  and  now  an  attempt  is  again 
made  to  influence  us  in  our  vote  on  this 
occosion — that  because  the  House  of 
Commons  chose  to  pass  this  Bill  it  is  our 
duty  to  pass  it  and  send  it  back  without 
amendment.  Now,  I  do  not  subscribe  to 
any  such  doctrine.  The  hon.  member 
from  Ottawa,  who  I  am  sorry  to  observe 
is  not  in  his  place,  told  us  last  year,  and 
reiterated  the  point  that  I  have  alluded  X.o 
just  now,  that  all  they  wanted  was  a  little 
more  time,  admitted  if  you  recollect  in 
his  speech  to-day  that  this  Act  was  not 
wprking  well,  that  it  was  to  a  certain 
extent  a  failure,  and  that  he  wanted  to- 
have  it  kept  upon  the  statute  book  until  the 
present  generation  passed  away,  and  he 
could  educate  the  rising  generation  up  to 
che  law  and  then  perhaps  he  would  be 
satisfied.  I  had  intended  to  make  some 
remarks  upon  petitions,  but  the  hon.  mem- 
ber from  Sarnia,  when  he  was  told  that 
those  petitions  all  emanated  from  Ontario, 
or  Toronto,  answered  that  they  came  from 
the  different  sections  of  the  country  to 
Ontario.  I  have  had  some  of  those  peti- 
tions handed  to  me  to  present  and  I  did 
present  some,  but  others  I  did  not  present^ 
because  I  was  satisfied  they  were  not 
genuine.  I  was  satisfied  from  the  fact 
that  nearly  all  the  names  were  written  with 
one  hand  and  with  one  pencil  and  that 
evidently  the  names  of  every  member  of 
the  family  down  to  the  youngest  child 
were  appended,  that  they  were  not  genuine, 
and  therefore  I  declined  to  present  them. 
I  handed  them  to  another  member  and  he 
was  satisfied  to  present  them.  I  say  that 
every  member  who  presents  a  petition 
here  is  to  a  certain  extent  responsible  for 
its  character,  and  should  see  that  it  is 
strictly  in  order.  There  was  nothing  on 
any  of  the  petitions  to  inform  me  where 
they  came  from  except  a  pencil  memoran- 
dum made  evidently  by  the  person  who 
had  forwarded  them  from  Toronto.  On 
the  back  I  would  find  "  from  so  and  so," 
naming  some  place  in  New  Brunswick. 
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That  was  the  only  information  I  had  and 
there  was  nothing  else  to  show  whether 
they  were  genuine  or  not  Some  of  the 
observations  which  I  had  intended  to 
make  on  these  petitions  have  been  made 
by  another  hon.  gentleman  and,  therefore, 
I  will  not  refer  to  them  any  longer.  With 
reference  to  the  question  of  a  little  oil  for 
the  machinery  of  this  Act,  there  is  one 
point  that  1  want  to  make  to  show  what 
oil  will  be  asked  for  and  what  is  aimed  at, 
This  is  what  took  place  in  the  other 
branch  of  Parliament : — 

*'  Mb.  MoCrahey  enquired  whether  or  not 
it  was  the  inteotion  of  tbe  Government  to  see 
that  the  provisions  of  the  Canada  Terajper- 
anee  Act  are  enforced  in  counties  where 
•adopted,  and  to  provide  funds,  and  to  whom 
eotrusted,  to  pay  the  inspector,  prosecuting 
attorney  and  other  officers,  and  from  what 
source  are  the  funds  to  be  taken  ? 

Sir  John  Macdonald — ^The  Government 
will  carry  out  all  obligations  imposed  upon 
them  by  the  Canada  Temperance  Act,  what- 
ever those  obligations  may  be.^ 

I  do  not  think  they  gained  much  by 
the  answer,  but  I  quote  that  to  show  what 
the  intentions  of  this  minority  are  as  to 
forcing  their  Act  upon  us.  The  hon. 
member  from  Samia,  in  his  opening 
speech,  quoted  a  large  number  of  figures 
to  show  us  what  the  vote  upon  this  Tem- 
perance Act  had  been  in  Ontario ;  but  he 
did  it,  I  think,  in  a  very  unfair  way.  He 
drew  no  comparison ;  he  did  not  tell  us 
what  the  number  of  votes  on  the  lists 
were ;  he  did  not  tell  us  the  population 
in  each  of  the  districts,  and  though  the 
figures  he  quoted  were  large,  and  one 
would  almost  suppose  they  formed  a  large 
majority,  yet  when  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Niagara  undertook  to  answer  him, 
he  produced  figures  which  entirely  anni- 
hilated those  of  the  hon.  member  from 
Samia.  Now,  the  hon.  member  has 
challenged  anyone  to  show  that  this  Act 
has  been  a  failure  in  any  locality.  I 
accept  that  challenge  to  a  certain  extent, 
and  before  I  sit  down  I  will  quote  some 
figures  which  I  think  will  satisfy  the 
House,  that  at  any  rate  in  the  Maritime 
Provinces  this  Act  is  a  perfect  failure.  I 
happen  to  have  a  carefully  compiled  state- 
ment with  reference  to  the  Maritime  Pro- 
irinces,  shewing  the  votes  for  the  petition, 
the  aggregate  number  of  votes  on  the 
voters*  roll,  and  the  total  population  in 
€ach  of  the  counties,  and  I  would  ask  the 


indulgence  of  the  House  for  a  few  minutes 
while  I  read  these  figures.  I  may  say 
that  this  statement  has  been  published 
for  some  considerable  time,  and  to 
this  day  I  have  never  seen  or  heard  of  any 
contradiction  with  regard  to  a  single  figure 
of  it  The  following  figures,  taken  from 
quarters  in  which  the  Scott  Act  has  made 
the  greatest  •*  progress,"  show  to  what  ex- 
tent "the  people'*  have  spoken  on  the 
subject : — 


NBW  BBUHSWICK. 


Co.  OE  CiTV.  Votes  for 

Petition. 

Fredericton 403 

York 1,229 

Carleton 1,215 

Charlotte 867 

Albert 718 

Kings .'..     798 

Queens 316 

Westmoreland . . .  1,082 
Northumberland..  876 
Sunbury 176 

Total 7^678 


voters  on  roll. 
788 

2,913 
4,220 
2,300 
4,499 
2,679 
5,763 
3,321 
1,369 


Total 
Pop. 

6»218 
20,179 
23,365 

26,087 
12,329 
25,617 
14,017 
37,71i9 
25,109 
6,651 


32,226      201,291 


PRIHCE  EDWABD   ISLUTO. 

Co.  OR  City.         Votes  for  No.  of  Total 

£>otltlott.      voters  on  rolL       Pop. 

Prince 1,762  5,434  34,347 

CLarlottetown . . .     827  1,829  11,485 

Kings 1,076  5,673  26,433 

Queens 1,317  6,351  36^626 

Total 4,982  19,287      108,892 

NOVA  SCOTIA. 

Co.  OB  CiTT.         Votes  for  No.  oi  Total 

Petition.       Voters  on  roll.     Pop. 

Digbv 944  2,802  19,881 

Queens 763  1,574  10,577 

Shelboume 807  2,266  14,913 

Colchester 1,418  4,147  26,720 

Annapotis 1,111  3,206  20,698 

Kings 1,478  3,431  28,469 

Hants  1,082  3,642  23,359 

Pictoa 1,665  5,780  35,535 

Gape  Breton 739  .3,656  31,258 

Inverness 960  3,546  25,661 

Cnmberland 1»660  4,653  27,368 

Yarmouth 1,287  3,361  21,284 

Total 13,704         42,063      280,613 

The  three  provinces  named  are*  claimed  as 
Scott  Act  *^  strongholds."  It  will  be  noticed, 
then,  that  in  these  '*  strongholds  "  7,678  New 
Brunswickers  acted  in  the  name  of  "  the 
_  le,**  numbering  201,291 ;  4,982  Prince 
ward  Islanders  acted  in  the  name  of  **  the 
le,"  numbering  108,891;  while  13,704 
ova  Scottans  call  themselves  '<  the  people," 
numbering    280,613    persons,  or   a  total  of 
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26,364  Scott  Act  voters  profess  to  represent 
*'  the  people,"  numbering  590,795  persons.  Is 
it  remarkable  that  the  590,795  pf*r6on8  decline 
to  bow  down  and  worship  the  26,364? 

Now,  I  think  these  figures  clearly  prove 
that  instead  of  the  promoters  of  the  Scott 
Act  having  a  majority,  they  are  in  a  very 
decided  minority  throughout  the  country. 
Having  spent  so  much  time  in  reading 
these  statistics,  I  will  not  detain  the  House 
longer  in  commenting  upon  them.  I  think 
they  speak  for  themselves.  Now,  I  want 
to  draw  attention  to  another  point.  We 
have  been  told  that  it  is  impossible  to 
show  any  locality  where  this  Act  has  been 
a  failure.  I  have  here  some  figures  which 
were  put  in  my  hands,  and  v^ich  come 
from  a  source  in  which  I  have  implicit  re 
liance.  They  show  the  amount  of  money 
which  has  been  spent  within  the  last  three 
years  for  the  importation  of  liquor  into 
the  city  of  Fredericton,  where,  as  I  believe, 
the  Act  was  first  voted  upon  and  carried, 
and  where  it  has  been  voted  upon  a 
second  time.  This  statement  is  for  the 
last  three  years.  The  value  of  liquor  im- 
ported into  Fredericton  from  St.  John 
alone,  irrespective  of  Montreal  and  other 
places,  for  the  last  three  years,  was  $123,- 
000.  It  you  divide  that  by  three  you  get 
$41,000  as  the  annual  amount  for  the  last 
three  years  expended  for  liquor  in  that 
small  place,  with  a  population  of  6,212 
souls.  If  you  take  from  this  population 
3,314  females — and  I  think  I  have  a 
perfect  right  to  do  that  because  the 
females  are  not  those  who  are  in  the  habit 
of  using  strong  liquor — it  leaves  2,904 
males,  including  adults  and  childrea 
From  that  I  take  the  males  under  the 
head  in  the  population  returns  of  children, 
1,906,  and  that  leaves  only  998  adult 
males  out  of  the  whole  population  of  that 
small  place.  Call  it  1,000,  and  you  have 
got  to  divide  the  $41,000  by  1,00a;  that 
leaves  $41  per  head  for  every  adult  male 
in  the  place.  Now,  Fredericton  is  a  city 
where  the  Scott  Act  has  been  voted  upon 
twice,  and  where  it  is  supposed  to  be  in 
operation,  and  from  these  figures,  which  I 
believe  are  perfectly  reliable,  it  appears  that 
$41  per  head  for  every  adult  male  is  ex- 
pended for  liquor  in  that  place  alone.  I  think 
that  is  another  proof  that  the  Scott  Act, 
in  that  locality,  at  all  events,  is  a  perfect 
failure,  and  the  figures  speak  for  them- 
selves.    I  will  notice  another  thing  with 

Hon.  Mr.  ODELL. 


regard  to  that  same  place.  Before  the 
Scott  Act  came  into  operation  we  had 
no  police  whatever;  they  were  not  re- 
quired ;  but  now  we  have  got  four  or  five, 
and  really  to  carry  out  their  duties  prop- 
erly they  ought  to  have  four  or  five  more. 
Not  only  that,  but  there  is  another  point 
connected  with  it  to  which  I  will  direct 
the  attention  of  the  House.  This  Act  is, 
in  my  opinion,  educating  the  rising  gen- 
eration to  intemperance  and  also  in 
demoralization,  in  evasion  of  law  and 
order,  and  in  fostering  malice  and  resist- 
ance to  constituted  authority,  and  in 
many  cases  destroying  family  harmony. 
That  I  know  to  be  the  case  there.  There 
is  another  proof— that  at  this  very  mo- 
there  are  several  young  persons  who  are 
undergoing  imprisonment  in  the  peniten- 
tiary for  resisting  with  firearms  the  con- 
stables there,  in  the  discharge  of  their 
duty  under  this  Scott  Act,  and  severely 
wounding  one  of  these  constables.  That  is 
another  fact  which  substantiates  my  state- 
ment with  regard  to  the  mode  in  which  it 
is  educating  the  rising  generation.  Pre- 
vious to  the  passing  of  this  Act,  when  the 
temperance  movement  was  first  made,  I» 
among  a  great  many  others  who  are  now 
opposing  it,  was  favorable  to  all  that  they 
were  then  doing,  and  I  would  say  now 
that  if  they  would  continue  the  course 
that  was  adopted  in  the  first  instance  and 
lay  aside  all  their  temptations  to  become 
a  political  party  and  over-ride  the  country 
and  destroy  every  man's  freedom,  and  lif 
they  would  by  preaching,  if  you  please,  by 
precept  and  by  example,  use  all  their 
influence  to  promote  temperance,  great 
good  could  be  done ;  but  they  should 
avoid  on  every  account  whatever  coercion 
which  will  only  breed  resistance.  We  all 
know  very  well  that  good  and  evil  have 
been  placed  before  us.  That  has  beea 
ever  since  the  day  of  man's  creation,  and 
so  it  will  continue  to  the  end  of  time,  and 
if  we  choose  the  one  and  reject  the  other> 
there  is  some  merit  in  it  and  great  good 
will  follow,  but  if  you  attempt  by  coercion 
to  make  people  moral,  you  will  assuredly 
fail.  You  have  tried  it  with  regard  to 
crimes  of  all  descriptions,  and  you  cannot 
make  people  moral  by  an  Act  of  Parlia* 
ment;  but  I^ay,  let  a  stringent  License  Act 
be  passed ;  punish  the  drunkard,  and  the 
man  who  makes  him  drunk,  severely; 
cary  out  some  legislation  of  that  character^ 
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and  then  you  will  have  the  whole  country 
with  you,  from  one  end  of  the  Dominion 
to  the  other;  but  I  would  say  to  this 
Chamber  that  we  should  rise  above  party 
prejudices  and  the  influences  of  a 
despotic  oligarchy,  banded  together  to 
rule  the  country  and  destroy  liberty  of 
conscience.  I  hope,  by  the  vote  taken  on 
this  question,  this  will  be  the  course  that 
we  shall  pursue  I  regret  that  I  have 
detained  the  House  so  long  with  what  has 
been  a  dry  affair  in  quoting  so  many 
figures,  but  I  felt  that  they  gave  great 
strength  to  my  argument,  and  I  hope  that 
they  have  had  some  effect  on  the  House 
itself. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  do  not 
propose  to  detain  the  House  long,  but  it 
must  have  been  observed  that  I  have  been 
silent  during  this  debate.  I  have  been 
silent  because  at  the  opening  I  intimated 
to  my  hoa  friends  on  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House  that  I  intended  to  do  as  I  have 
done  on  previous  occasions,  support  their 
amendments  and  give  their  Bill  every 
chance ;  that  it  should  not  fail  for  want  of 
any  support  which  I  could  give  it,  but  I 
carefully  guarded  against  anyone  enter- 
taining the  idea  that  I  approved  of  the.  Bill 
or  of  its  principle  in  any  way.  I  do  not 
know  that  I  would  have  risen  now,  were  it 
not  for  the  purpose  of  commenting  shortly 
on  some  of  the  arguments — ^fallacies,  I 
deem  them — which  fell  from  the  hon. 
member  from  Samia.  I  can  understand 
how  it  is,  if  he  addresses  temperance 
audiences  in  that  style,  that  their 
minds  are  carried  away  by  the  falla- 
cies which  he  puts  before  them. 
Those  fallacies  are  boldly  spoken  in  pub- 
lic and  the  antidotes — such  antidotes  as 
have  just  been  applied  by  my  hon.  friend 
from  Rockwood — ^are  never  heard  in  those 
audiences  at  all.  The  result  is,  that  a  sort 
of  unanimity  prevails  in  the  temperance 
communities,  on  this  subject  It  is  be- 
cause only  one  side  is  put  before  them  by 
such  earnest  men  as  my  hon.  friend  from 
Samia,  who,  I  am  sorry  to  see,  is  not  in 
his  place  now.  The  hon.  gentleman  said 
he  spoke  the  voice  of  the  people,  and  he 
quoted  an  axiom  that  majorities  should 
govern.  Well,  I  am  not  aware  that  that 
is  an  invariable  principle  in  enacting  laws. 
On  the  contrary,  I  think,  when  a  legisla- 
ture attempts  to  enact  laws,   it  is  not 


actuated  by  what  the  people  for  whom  it 
is  about  to  legislate,  desire,  but  what  is 
necessary  for  them.  For  instance,  in  pass- 
ing a  law  that  is  intended  to  restrain  some 
crime  or  vice,  you  do  not  consider  what 
the  people  it  is  intended  to  restrain  think, 
but  what  is  best  calculated  to  attain  your 
object.  But  a  contrary  principle  is  adopted 
in  this  law.  What  is  called  the  optional 
principle  is  allowed  to  prevail,  and,  as  a 
consequence,  the  Canada  Temperance  Act 
of  1878,  is  put  forward  and  carried  with- 
out difficulty,  in  many  places  where  the 
people  are  emphatically  sober,  but  it  is 
not  the  case  if  a  community  is  composed 
of  a  majority  who  are  given  to  the  vice  of 
intemperance,  though  that  is  just  the  com- 
munity where  the  restraining  power  of 
such  a  law  is  most  required.  In  such  a 
community  it  is  simply  inoperative.  Now, 
that  such  is  the  case,  is  proved  by  instances 
known  to  almost  every  one  of  us.  We 
have  seen  the  law  go  into  operation ;  we 
have  seen  it  disregarded.  I  hold,  in  my 
hand,  a  report  showing  the  liquor  sold  in 
Prince  County,  Prince  Edward  Island. 
In  these  numerous  instances  of  liquor  sold 
under  this  law,  I  say  every  one  which 
is  not  simply  a  case  where  it  has  been  sold 
for  medicinal  purposes,  is  an  infraction  of 
the  law.  Let  hon.  gentlemen  consider, 
for  a  moment,  the  result  of  that  This 
was  the  easiest  and  most  ready  way 
of  obtaining  liquor  in  a  county  where 
the  Scott  Act  was  in  force.  No 
difficulty  was  found  in  obtaining  it  in 
this  county  in  the  usual  way,  through 
the  apothecary  shops  ;  but  suppose,  by 
amending  this  so-called  Temperance  Act, 
you  made  it  impossible  for  men  to  obtain 
liquor  through  this  means,  what  is  the 
consequence  ?  Other  and  more  objection- 
able means  would  be  taken.  That  would 
be  the  result  immediately.  Instead  of 
liquor  being  legally  sold  by  chemists,  you 
would  have  an  organization  of  smugglers 
all  around  our  coasts,  and  they  would  be 
supported  by  false  swearing,  and  would 
have  to  be  restrained.  The  attempt 
would  be  futile ;  but  still  you  would  have 
to  attempt  to  restrain  them  by  all  sorts  of 
revenue  laws  and  coastguards  and  cruisers, 
such  as  we  had  in  the  Old  Country  fifty 
years  ago.  I  think  Canada  is  not  pre- 
pared for  that,  particularly  when  the  tem- 
perance cause  was  steadily  advancing  by 
means  not  as  objectionable  as  the  means 
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provided  by  this  Act  I  may  say  that  I 
have  been  living  now  for  three  and  a  halt 
months  in  this  city  of  Ottawa,  in  a  large 
hotel,  where  there  is  a  bar  and  liquors  are 
sold,  and  I  may  say  here  that  I  have  not 
seen  one  offensively  drunken  man  or  per- 
son in  this  city  during  the  three  and  a 
half  months  of  my  residence  here.  Will 
any  gentleman  pretend  to  assert  that, 
under  these  circumstances,  such  a  law  as 
this  is  necessary  ?  Certainly  it  is  not  The 
hon.  gentleman  read  us  an  article  about 
sumptuary  laws.  I  will  take  the  liberty  of 
reading  a  short  extract  from  another  ency- 
clopedia, and  it  seems  to  me  that  the  ex- 
tract I  am  about  to  read  is  more  weighty, 
and,  I  think,  will  prove  more  convincing  to 
the  House  than  that  which  was  read  by  the 
hon.  gentleman.  This  article  is  taken 
from  Johnson's  new  encyclopedia,  which 
I  find  in  the  Library.  The  extract  is  as 
follows : — 

"  Sumptuary  laws  are  laws  to  restrict  the  ex- 
penses of  citizens ;  they  have  respect  to  certain 
articles  of  consamption  within  ciefined  limits. 

<*  Snch  laws  involve  always  an  abridgement 
of  individual  liberty,  and  of  the  natural  right 
of  every  man  to  do  what  he  will  with  his 
own— provided  he  works  no  wrong  or  ill  to 
his  neighbors. 

^  They  involve  the  assumption  that  a  Gov 
«roment,in  the  exercise  of  its  paternal  author 
ity  over  its  subjects,  can  judge  better  than 
themselvps  what  will  best  subserve  their  wel- 
fare in  the  use  of  what  they  have.  The  waste- 
ful extravagance  apparent  in  every  commun- 
ity seems  to  call  for  the  interposition  of  Gov- 
ernment to  curb  the  lavish  outlays  for  dress, 
diet,  equipage.  Hence,  such  laws  are  found 
on  the  statute  books  of  almost  all  nations. 
Under  an  aristocratic  organization  of  society, 
such  enactments  have  been  made  in  part  for 
the  purpose  of  maintaining  class  distinctions, 
certain  features  of  dress  and  style  being  made 
symbols  ot  rank. 

'<  This  legislation  has,  however,  almost  en- 
tirelv  failed  of  its  object,  because  it  is  so  easily 
evaded — and  because  the  laws  are  so  directly 
at  variance  with  men's  common  sense  of 
right.  This  actual  experience,  and  a  better 
understanding  of  the  functions  of  government 
have  led  to  the  abandonment  in  modem  times 
of  all  sumptuary  laws,  properly  so  called. 

**  Some  laws  for  the  regulation  of  public 
morals  are  demanded  for  the  general  good — 
the  public  liberty  in  this  lij^ht  may  require 
some  limitation  of  personal  rights.  For  this 
«nd  it  is  both  legitimate  and  wise  to  restrict 
the  sale  and  the  use  of  articles  which  cause 
disease,  pauperism  and  misery,  and  so  increase 
the  burdens  of  a  whole  community.  Yet, 
even  for  this  object,  laws  are  found  t-o  be  of 
little  avail,  except  as  they  are  sustained  by  a 
prevalent  public  sentiment  and  usage." 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE. 


Now,  there  is  no  doubt  that  the  last 
passage  but  one  I  have  read  here  could 
be  applied  to  the  hon.  gentleman's  tem- 
perance proposals,  but  here  I  contend  is 
one  of  his  radical  errors.  He  and  his 
friends  deliberately  chaise  upon  wines, 
beers  and  spirits,  crimes  which  purely 
belong  to  their  imitations.  What  did  the 
hon.  member  from  Ottawa  here  admit  in 
the  debate  on  the  second  reading?  He 
admitted  openly  that  so  long  as  the 
French  and  Swiss  consumed  their  own 
pure  native  wines  they  were  a  sober  peo- 
ple, but  when  their  natural  drinks  failed 
them,  and  they  consumed  adulterated  im- 
itations, then  they  became  intemperate 
Yet  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  not 
the  slightest  hesitation  in  charging  upon 
our  pure  wines  and  spirits  the  evils  which 
belong  to  their  imitations.  Now,  that  is 
unfair  and  unreasonable,  and  when  it  en- 
tails such  injurious  legislation,  such  es- 
pionage, such  inquisition  into  the  inner 
life  of  men,  it  is  most  pernicious.  You 
cannot  persuade  a  man  who  reads  his 
Bible  and  is  acquainted  with  its  contents, 
that  to  drink  wine  or  beer  or  spirits  is 
necessarily  a  wrong  act,  because  he  has 
seen  wine  treated  in  the  Scriptures  as 
one  of  the  greatest  blessings  which  a 
patriarch  could  bestow  on  his  son. 
Every  one  recollects  the  touching 
blessing  by  the  patriarch  on  his  two  sons. 
He  told  them  that  with  com  and  wine  had 
he  sustained  them;  and  those  who  are 
conversant  with  other  parts  of  Holy  Writ, 
particularly  the  Psalms  of  David,  can 
recollect  how  the  Sweet  Singer  of  Israel 
said,  God  had  provided  for  every  animal 
its  proper  food,  but  for  man  he  had  pro- 
vided food  out  of  the  earth — ^wine  and  oil 
to  make  his  heart  glad,  and  to  make  him 
of  a  cheerful  countenance ;  and  yet  some 
hon.  gentlemen  represent  this  thing  which 
is  given  for  our  ^ood  in  Scripture,  as  a 
baneful  and  abominable  article.  I  could 
not  allow  these  remarks  of  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman opposite  to  pass  without  comment 
I  am  willing  to  support  his  measure,  but  I 
do  hope  there  will  be  some  discretion  used 
in  this  matter.  I  admit  freely,  that  after 
having  made  a  promise  that  I  would  sup- 
port the  Bill,  and  having  made  it  from  a 
sense  of  necessity  that  some  law  restrain- 
ing intemperance  and  the  sale  of  liquors 
should  be  in  operation,  not  only  in  the 
province  from  which  I  come,  but  in  other 
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parts  of  Canada,  I  shall  vote  with  my 
Hon.  friend,  but  I  confess  that  my  powers 
of  endurance  have  been  sadly  tried  in  this 
debate.  It  is  impossible  to  resist  the 
validity  of  the  arguments  brought  by 
those  who  oppose  this  Bill.  Nothing 
could  give  me  greater  pleasure  than 
to  see  the  hon.  gentleman  who  pro- 
moted the  Temperance  Act  of  1878 
drop  these  practices  and  join  hands  with 
the  true  friends  of  temperance,  men  who 
will  not  interfere  with  the  liberty  of  the 
subject,  and  are  willing  to  advance  the 
temperance  cause  without  incurring  a  vast 
number  of  other  and  greater  evils  than 
drunkeness  itself;  for  I  do  conceive  that 
to  lead  men  who  are,  if  not  amongst  the 
best  subjects,  at  all  events  honest  men,  to 
avoid  breaches  of  the  law — to  cast  stum- 
bling blocks  in  their  way — is  a  most  objec- 
tionable policy.  I  do  not  question  for  a 
moment  the  sincerity  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man, and  I  should  like  to  see  him  jom 
hands  with  other  temperate  men  such  as  I 
myself  claim  to  be  :  I  would  be  prepared 
to  give  him  every  assistance  in  my  power. 
I  do  not  wish  to  occupy  the  time  of  the 
House  on  this  question,  but  I  really  could 
not  allow^  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  gen. 
tleman  to  pass  without  saying  this  much. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — My  hon.  friend 
has  just  reminded  me  that  I  left  out  a  part 
oi  the  argument  which  I  intended  to  ad- 
dress to  the  House  when  speaking  on  the 
amendment ;  that  is  with  reference  to  this 
introduction  of  light  wines,  beer,  etc.  I 
want  to  tell  him  that  so  far  from  being 
guided  by  the  principles  which  he  seems 
to  attribute  to  us,  we  are  guided  by  a  strong 
sense  of  public  duty  and  by  the  light  of 
experience  and  of  the  instruction  which  we 
get  from  history  and  from  recorded  facts. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER  -So  are  we. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— I  speak  in  the 
name  of  100,000  people  in  this  country 
who  have  petitioned  Parliament  I  know 
their  sentiments,  and  I  challenge  anyone 
to  deny  that  statement. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH  -I  deny  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — Now,  as  a  matter  of 
fact  in  the  year  1 830,  when  the  Duke  of 
Wellington   was  Prime   Minister  of  Eng- 
G2 


land,  the  drunkeness  and  consequent 
pauperism  that  prevailed  in  that  country- 
attracted  attention.  It  was  felt  to  be  a 
necessity  in  Parliament  that  something 
should  be  done  to  arrest  the  downward 
progress  of  the  nation  into  drunkenness  and 
crime  and  poverty,  which  was  so  marked, 
that  no  one  could  escape  noticing  it. 
What  was  done  ?  The  very  theory  ad- 
vanced here  was  advanced  then — oh,  let 
us  give  the  people  beer  and  ale  and  that 
will  stop  their  drinking  gin  and  strong 
liquors.  With  this  design  the  celebrated, 
beer  Act  was  passed  under  which  the  beer 
houses  sprung  up  all  over  the  kingdom. 


Hon.    Mr.    HAYTHORNE 
about  education  in  those  days  ? 


What 


Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — Education  does 
not  affect  this  particular  question  at  all. 
I  am  speaking  of  facts.  I  say  when  that 
beer  system  was  introduced,  so  far  from 
lessening  drunkeness  and  lowering  the 
poor  rates  or  in  any  way  benefitting  the 
country  by  the  introduction  of  those  malt 
liquors,  it  was  found  by  examination  of 
the  statistics  furnished  by  the  Government 
that  the  same  amount  of  distilled  liquors 
was  used  the  following  year  as  had  been 
consumed  the  previous  year,  plus  all  the 
beer.  The  effect  was  drunkenness  was 
greatly  increased ;  there  were  hundreds  of 
people  who  would  not  have  been  seen 
going  into  a  gin  shop,  but  who  felt  no 
objection  to  going  into  a  beer  shop  where 
they  went  merely  to  get  a  glass  of  ale. 
The  consequence  was  the  taste  for  alcohol 
— for  it  is  for  the  alcohol  that  is  in  it 
people  drink  beer  —  increased.  Take 
the  alcohol  out  of  the  beer  and  what  is  it  ? 


Hon.  Mr.  SMITH 
I^er  cent  in  beer. 


There  is  not  5^^ 


Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— Take  that  sli 
per  cent,  out  of  it,  and  people  would  not 
drink  the  residue. 


Hon.   Mr.   FLINT 
dirty  water. 


-The   balance    is 


Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— So  all  these  at- 
tempts to  substitute  ale  and  beer  for  spirits 
were  found  to  be  a  failure;  the  use  of 
strong  liquors  was  increased  by  them. 
Now,  in   i860  there  was  a  repetition  by 
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Mr.  Gladstone,  of  the  same  experiment, 
by  encouraging  the  use  of  wine,  because 
he  had  then  the  same  argument  that  is 
addressed  to  us  now,  that  those  delightful 
light  wines  of  France,  if  we  let  them  into 
the  country,  would  take  away  the  taste  for 
these  stronger  liquors,  and  people  w^ill 
drink  them.  The  same  result  followed.  I 
appeal  to  the  statistics.  There  is  no 
denying  the  facts,  because  there  was  in- 
creased intemperance,  crime  and  pauper- 
ism. There  was  again  the  same  amount 
of  spirits,  plus  all  the  light  wines.  Now, 
these  are  historical  facts  which  cannot  be 
gainsaid  or  denied,  and  upon  these 
grounds  we  take  our  stand.  It  is  of  no 
use,  with  a  view  to  getting  rid  of  intem- 
perance, to  supply  light  wines  and  ale  ;  it 
will  not  cure  the  evil. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  amend- 
ment, which  was  adopted — contents,  42  ; 
non-contents,  20. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
Does  my  hon.  friend  from  Halifax  propose 
to  move  the  other  two  amendments  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— I  think  I  am 
satisfied  with  having  carried  this  one  to- 
night 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  give  notice 
that  I  will  move  mine  at  the  third  reading. 

Hon.  Mr.  VI DAL  moved  that  the  fol- 
lowing be  inserted  as  clause  A : — 

**  Section  one  hundred  ftnd  eight  of  the  first 
above  recited  Act  is  hereby  amended  by  in- 
sertine  after  the  word  'provisions'  in  the  fifth 
line  thereof  the  followins  words :  'Of  the 
Temperance  Act  of  1864  or/  and  section  one 
hunared  and  nine  of  the  said  first  above 
recited  Act  is  also  hereby  amended  by  insert- 
ing after  the  word  'provisions'  in  the  second 
line  thereof  the  following  words  :*0f  the 
Temperance  Act  1864,  or,'  ^ 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMASTER,  from  the 
committee,  reported  the  Bill  with  amend- 
ments. 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  10.50  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa^  Thursday^  Mayph^  1885. 

Tlie  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (U),  "  An  Act  regarding  Canned 
Goods,"  (Sir  Alex  Campbell.) 

Bill  (87),  "  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act 
intituled  *  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  Em- 
ployment without  the  walls  of  Common 
Jails  of  Prisoners  sentenced  to  imprison- 
ment therein,'  "  (Sir  Alex.  Campbell). 

CIVIL  SERVICE  ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

IN    COMMITTEE. 

The  order  of  the  day  having  been 
called. 

Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  (Bill 
31)  To  amend  and  consolidate  Civil  Service 
Acts,  1882, 1883  and  1884. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said  :  I 
have  been  asked  to  postpone  this  order  of 
the  day  and  put  it  to  the  foot  of  the  list, 
in  order  to  enable  my  hon.  friend  from 
Sarnia  to  proceed  with  the  Temperance 
Bill.  I  had  no  objections  to  doing  so,  but 
I  understand  now  from  him  that  he  is  not 
ready  to  go  on. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAI.— The  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Ottawa,  who  takes  a  very  deep 
interest  in  this  Bill,  and  is  anxious  to  be 
here  at  its  final  stage,  and  vote  upon  it,  is 
not  able  to  be  present  to-day. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER- He  ought 
to  be  here. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — Very  serious  and 
important  alterations  have  been  made  in 
the  Bill  since  it  came  into  this  House.  I 
should  like  to  have  the  order  postponed, 
because  1  want  to  confer  with  the  mem- 
bers in  the  other  House  who  promote  the 
Bill,  to  see  how  far  they  can  assent  to  the 
amendments  which  have  been  made  here, 
or  how  far  they  should  be  resisted.     I  ask 


Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL. 
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what  has  never  been  denied  to  any  mem- 
ber of  this  House,  to  be  allowed  time  to 
consider  the  effect  of  important  amend- 
ments made  to  a  Bill  which  he  has  in 
charge. 

Hon.  Sir.  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  — 
Whatever  may  be  done  ultimately  with 
the  Temperance  Bill,  it  seems  to  me  that 
I  have  no  right  to  put  the  hon.  gentleman 
in  a  worse  position  than  he  now  occupies, 
and,  therefore,  I  should  go  on  now  with 
the  bill  which  stands  first  on  the  orders  of 
the  day. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (31),  "An 
Act  to  amend  and  consolidate  the  Civil 
Service  Acts  of  1882,  1883  and  1884." 

In  the  Committee, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said  : 
In  Clause  No.  3,  the  following  words  are 
added : — 

And  such  other  officers  and  employes  in 
the  North-West  Territories  holding  positions, 
which,  if  held  in  other  parts  of  Canada, 
would  bring  them  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Civil  Service  Acts,  as  the  Qovernor-in- 
Council  brings  under  the  provisions  of  such 
Acts. 

I  explained,  at  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill,  that  the  object  of  this  is  to  bring 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Act  those 
members  of  the  civil  service  who  are 
serving  in  the  North-West  Territories  as 
iai  as  possible. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Do  you  not  think 
that  the  word  "other"  is  objectionable 
there  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL--Yes, 
I  think  it  would  be  better  to  strike  it  out 

The  clause  was  amended  by  striking 
out  the  word  "other,"  and  adopted  as 
amended. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Would  the  Min- 
ister of  Justice  explain  the  7th  clause.  It 
is  as  follows  : — 

7.  Any  person  who  is  a  member  of  the 
ciyil  service  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  this 
Act  shall  be  classified  in  the  respective  class 
in  which  he  has  been  appointed. 


Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— It 
became  desirable  to  pass  it  in  |this  way ; 
that  persons  who  are  in  the  civil  service 
were  transferred  from  one  Department  to 
another,  and  in  the  new  Department  they 
got  above  the  rank  which  they  had  held, 
and  in  that  way  derived  an  advantage  over 
other  officers,  which  was  not  quite  fair.  It 
is  proposed  to  make  it  imperative  that  the 
officer  should  be  classified  in  the  class  in 
which  he  was  appointed. 

The  clause  was  adopted 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Now, 
we  come  to  the  Board  of  Examiners.  The 
hon.  member  from  Halifax  objected  to  cer- 
tain features  in  that  clause  because  the  ex- 
pense  is  i  ncreased.  I  asked  for  an  explanation 
in  regard  to  that,  and  I  think  the  commit- 
tee will  believe  that  the  explanations  which 
I  shall  give  are  satisfactory.  In  the  first 
place,  the  expense  is  as  stated  by  the  hon. 
gentleman — that  is,  it  was  $1,600  and  it  is 
proposed  to  increase  it ;  but  that  was  not 
the  whole  of  the  case  as  it  stood.  It  turns 
out,  on  inquiry,  that  the  examiners  have 
been  unable  to  get  through  the  examination 
within  the  60  days  mentioned  by  law* 
Therefore,  additional  supplementary  sums 
were  asked  for  to  augment  that  sum,  so  as 
to  give  them  $5  a  day  for  the  time  in 
which  they  were  employed,  and  a  sum  of 
$900  was  provided  to  indemnify  them  for 
the  work  in  excess  of  the  60  days.  I  un- 
derstand from  the  Secretary  of  State,  who 
has  charge  of  the  matter,  that  they  demon- 
strated that  it  was  not  possible  for  them  to 
get  through  in  60  days,  and  therefore,  this 
additional  sum  was  provided.  I  have 
ascertained  how  the  remuneration  now 
proposed  was  fixed.  I  find  from  that 
officer  that  it  is  paid  out  of  the  fees  which 
those  who  come  out  for  examination  pay, 
and  these  fees  enable  the  additional  sum 
to  be  paid.  In  1884,  the  fees  from  can- 
didates for  preliminary  examinations 
amounted  to  $2,052,  and  for  promotion 
examinations,  $500,  making  altogether 
$2,552.  There  was  paid  to  sub-ex- 
aminers $550  leaving  $2,002.  There- 
fore, the  Secretary  of  State  thought  he 
might  very  fairly  give  the  examiners 
the  $600  which  this  Bill  proposes  to 
give  them  and  which  they  are  getting  now, 
though  they  are  now  only  receiving  it 
partly  under  the  Act  and  partly  by  a  spe- 
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cial  vote.  If  these  gentlemen  work,  as 
they  do,  for  more  than  sixty  days,  and  that 
work  is  necessary,  they  ought  to  be  paid 
for  the  whole  period  of  their  labor,  and  as 
the  fees  from  the  candidates  sufficiently 
meet  the  amount,  there  is  no  reason  why 
they  should  not  be  paid.  I  have  asked, 
also,  about  the  other  point  which  was 
taken  with  reference  to  the  number  of 
candidates  who  go  up,  and  what  becomes 
of  them.  I  find  that  the  candidates  who 
passed  preliminary  examinations  are  800, 
and  the  qualifying  examinations  400  ;  but 
a  good  many  of  the  400  must  have  passed 
the  previous  preliminary  examination,  so 
that  must  have  reduced  the  1,200  to,  per- 
haps, 800  or  900.  The  qualifying  exam- 
ination is  the  second  one,  and  a  candidate 
cannot  usually  go  to  the  qualifying  exam- 
ination until  he  has  passed  the  preliminary, 
so  when  we  say  that  400  passed  the  one 
and  800  the  other,  we  are  speaking  of  the 
same  persons,  so  far  as  a  great  proportion 
who  passed  the  qualifying  examinations 
are  concerned.  Altogether,  1,600  passed 
either  one  or  both  examinations.  There 
have  been  appointed,  of  those  who  passed 
the  preliminary  examination,  200,  and  of 
those  who  passed  the  qualifying  examina- 
tion 300,  and  temporarily  employed  50 ; 
so  that  there  are  about  550  out  of  the 
whole  number  that  passed,  who  have  been 
employed.  I  understand  from  a  gentle- 
man who  is  more  immediately  concerned 
with  the  examiners,  that  many  candidates 
went  up  for  examination  only  to  obtain 
a  certificate  of  having  passed — as  he  has 
learnt  verbally — and  when  in  April,  1884, 
circulars  were  sent  to  those  who  passed 
the  first  examinations,  asking  particulars 
d(  their  nationality,  religion,  &c.,  about 
25  per  cent,  of  the  number  could  not  be 
found  at  the  addresses  given 

I  asked  for  specimens  of  the  replies  of 
those  who  had  answered.  The  officer 
could  give  me  only  one,  although  he  had 
received  several.  This  is  a  reply  to  the 
circular  which  he  sent  out : — 

Dear  Sir— Yours  of  the  29th  ult.  to  hand 
concerning  myself  and  the  questions  to  be 
answered.  I  enclose  the  same  with  answers. 
You  will  see  from  above  heading  that  any 
intention  of  ever  goinff  into  the  civil  service 
on  my  part  is  banished;  however^  I  presume 
you  only  want  information  required  for  sake 
of  returns. 

This  is  addressed  to  Mr.  McGee,  Clerk 
of  the  Privy  Council,  and  I  learn  from 

Hon.  Sir    ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


him  that  he  had  received  many  such 
replies,  though  he  could  not  lay  his  hand 
upon  them  this  morning.  He  believes 
that  those  who  pass  examinations  and  are 
not  employed  do  derive  great  advantages 
from  the  civil  service  certificate,  and  they 
get  employed  more  readily  elsewhere,  and 
in  that  respect  it  is  an  advantage  to  them, 
although  they  have  not  succeeded  in  the 
immediate  object  of  their  ambition  ?  I 
was  mistaken  the  other  day  in  a  statement 
I  made  to  the  House,  that  the  names  of 
the  persons  who  pass  these  examinations 
appear  in  the  Gazette^  graded  according  to 
their  respective  attainment  and  the  num- 
ber of  marks  which  they  get.  I  find  that 
they  are  arranged  alphabetically,  and  not 
according  to  merit.  The  reason  of  that  is 
this  :  the  complete  competitive  system  has 
not  been  introduced.  Neither  this  Gov- 
ernment nor  the  late  Administration 
thought  that  the  purely  competitive  system 
could  be  introduced  into  this  country  at 
this  stage  in  its  history,  and  personally  I 
venture  to  doubt  whether  a  man  who  passes 
the  competitive  examination,  and  gets  the 
highest  number  of  marks,  is  of  necessity 
the  best  man  for  an  appointment  The 
Hous^  will  see  that  it  was  a  grave  question 
for  any  Government,  in  a  comparatively 
young  country,  to  adopt  a  competitive  ex- 
amination  system,  pure  and  simple.  It  is 
only  recently  that  they  adopted  it  in  Eng- 
land, and  ours  is  an  approach  to  that  sys- 
tem. We  have,  at  all  events,  secured  some 
advantages.  First,  that  no  one  can  be 
appointed  who  has  not  passed  an  exami- 
nation, and  second,  that  no  one  can  pass 
who  is  not  of  a  certain  age.  These  two 
changes  exclude  many  things  which  might 
be  used  to  the  disadvantage  of  the  service. 
They  prevent  the  appointment  of  a  person 
who  has  not  proper  attainments,  or  whose 
age  would  render  his  appointment  undesir- 
able by  entailing  unnecessary  expense  upon 
the  country,  inasmuch  as  he  would  the 
sooner  come  to  be  superannuated.  I 
think  that  these  grounds  are  sufficient, 
at  present,  for  the  limiting  of  the  sys- 
tem in  the  sense  which  I  have  men- 
tioned and  to  the  degree  which  I 
have  described.  Now,  to  go  back  to 
clause  No.  8,  I  should  add  also  the  ex- 
planation that  a  secretary  is  to  be  ap- 
pointed. The  salary  of  the  secretary  is 
now  paid  to  one  of  the  members  of  the 
board  of  examiners.     He  does  not  get  his 
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salary  as  a  member  of  the  rivil  service 
board  in  addition  to  that  of  secretary,  but 
he  gets  $i,ooo.  The  expense  of  the 
Board  is  increased  by  the  present  Bill,  but 
the  whole  expense  is  covered  by  the  fees. 
The  experience  the  Department  has  had 
shows  that  it  is  desirable  to  have  a  secre- 
tary devoted  to  that  duty.  For  instance, 
the  duty  of  the  secretary  has  been  dis- 
charged by  Mr.  LeSueur,  who  is  a  mem- 
ber of  the  board.  The  fact  that  he  has 
had  to  act  as  secretary  has  prevented  him 
from  taking  part  in  the  examinations  as 
fully  as  it  was  desirable  to  do.  The  ex- 
amination papers  got  very  much  behind 
in  consequence  of  his  not  being  able  to 
give  his  whole  time  to  his  duties  as  ex- 
aminer, and  in  consequence  of  not 
having  the  full  clerical  assistance.  People  are 
anxious  to  know  whether  they  have  passed 
or  not,  and  it  happens  now  that  months 
after  the  examination  the  examiners  are 
still  behindhand  with  the  papers,  because 
it  takes  a  long  time  to  go  over  them. 
Long  papers  are  sent  in  and  each  paper 
requires  a  close  examination.  It  takes  a 
long  time  for  the  board  of  examiners  to 
report — months  in  fact — so  I  think  that 
perhaps  the  change  is  an  improvement 
and  as  the  expenses  are  met  by  the  fees,  I 
hope  the  House  will  concur  in  believing 
that  it  is  an  improvement  on  the  present 
system,  that  it  is  expediting  the  work  of  the 
commission,  and  doing  so  within  the 
amount  which  those  who  come  up  to 
be  examined  pay  for  their  certificates. 
They  pay  for  certificates,  not  only 
with  the  idea  that  they  have  a  chance 
of  entering  the  civil  service,  but  also 
with  the  possibility  of  those  certificates 
being  useful  to  them  if  they  do  not 
enter  the  civil  service, — engaging  in  other 
pursuits  and  occupations.  Then,  there  is 
a  clause  which  provides  that  the  board 
shall  be  supervised  by  the  Secretary  of 
State,  but  that  is  done  substantially  now. 
Of  course  the  board  of  examiners  must  be 
placed  under  the  control  of  some  one  De- 
partment which  will  convey  communica- 
tions from  the  Privy  Council  to  the  board 
of  examiners,  settle  subjects  of  examinations 
which  are  from  time  to  time  altered,  &c.  It 
was  mentioned  last  session  of  Parliament, 
that  there  was  a  general  outcry  that  the 
examinations  were  too  severe,  particularly 
in  some  branches — arithmetic,  I  think, 
was  one.      Questions  were  submitted  to 


candidates,  which,  speaking  for  myself, 
I  know  I  could  not  answer,  and  it  was 
thought  that  was  an  unnecessary  severity 
shown  to  young  men  coming  up  for  ex- 
amination, and  there  was  a  general  feeling 
that  the  examination  should  be  made  less 
difficult.  That  matter  could  only  be  dis- 
posed of  by  the  Privy  Council.  It  comes 
up  on  the  recommendation  of  some  min- 
ister, and  the  minister  who  has  really 
done  it  in  the  past,  is  the  Secretary  of 
State  ;  this  is  merely  expressing  in  lan- 
guage what  has  been  the  usage  up  to  this 
time.  The  board  has  been  attached  to 
that  office,  and  orders  have  been  given 
through  the  Secretary  of  State.  The 
papers,  after  having  been  examined  by  the 
board,  are  sent  up  to  his  office,  and  remain 
on  file  there  for  a  year,  when  they  are  des- 
troyed. The  Secretary  of  State  is  the 
man  through  whom  the  intercourse  be- 
tween the  commissoners  and  the  Govern- 
ment is  conducted.  The  hon.  member 
from  Halifax  was  mistaken  in  supposing 
that  there  was  any  control  over  the  ser- 
vice at  large.  The  Secretary  of  State  has 
no  such  control ;  it  is  only  over  the  board 
of  examiners. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— With  respect  to 
the  second  sub-section,  while  I  do  not  feel 
altogether  convinced  as  to  the  necessity 
for,  or  desirability  of,  the  enactment,  1  may 
say  the  explanation  made  by  the  Minister 
has  removed  a  great  part  of  the  objection 
I  felt  to  that  clause  ;  but  the  Minister  has 
not  at  all  removed  my  objection  to  the 
change  made  in  the  payment  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  board.  In  the  first  place,  the 
Minister's  calculations  were  based  on  the 
supposition  that  as  many  men  would  con- 
tinue to  go  up  in  the  future  as  have  gone 
up  in  the  past  two  or  three  years.  I  think 
that  is  in  the  highest  degree  improbable, 
because,  according  to  the  statistics  which 
the  Minister  gave  us,  there  are  already 
some  hundreds  of  young  men  who  have 
passed  the  examinations  and  for  whom 
places  have  not  been  found.  For  one 
year  alone  it  appears  that  nearly  one  half 
of  those  who  passed  the  examination  were 
still  unplaced,  and  of  course  the  number 
of  persons  who  have  passed  the  examin- 
ations and  have  not  found  situations  will 
increase  with  each  succeeding  year  if  they 
continue  to  go  up  in  such  numbers.  It 
is  reasonable  therefore  to  suppose  that  the 
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number  of  yjersons  who  go  up  will  dimin- 
ish, and  consequently  I  do  not  think  the 
Minister  can  calculate  upon  that  I  think 
he  said  that  $2,500  each  year  were 
received  from  fees  paid  by  the  candidates; 
but  I  think  that  the  Minister  has  been 
misled,  if  he  supposes  that  even  at  present 
the  fees  paid  by  the  candidates  meet  the 
expenditures  of  the  board.  As  the  board 
stands  as  constituted  by  the  existing  law 
two  members  receive  $300  a  year  ;  that 
is  $600,  and  the  secretary  receives  $1,000. 
That  makes  the  total  expenditure  author- 
ized by  statutes  $1,600  a  year.  Now,  let 
us  see  what  the  total  expenditure  will  be 
under  this  Bill.  There  nre  three  com- 
missioners at  $600  ii  year  eac  h  ;  that  is 
$1,800;  the  secretary  $1,000;  that  is 
$2,800,  and  there  is  a  provision  for  a 
third-class  clerk.  The  salaries  of  third- 
class  clerks  range,  I  think,  from  $400  to 
$1,000.  I  take  the  salary  which  stands 
half-way,  $700.  Add  that  to  the  $2,800, 
and  you  have  $3,500. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— What  is  the 
third-class  clerk  for? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— He  is  to  act  as  a 
clerk  to  assist  the  board.  Instead  of  cost- 
ing $1,800,  the  board  will  cost  $3,500  a 
year — that  is  $1,000  beyond  the  amount 
which  even  now  is  received  as  fees  from 
candidates.  I  think,  therefore,  that  that 
in  itself  constitutes  a  serious  objection  to 
this  change.  Then  this  sum  of  $3,500,  I 
think,  is  too  much,  looking  at  the  work 
done.  The  Minister  stated  in  reply  to 
something  I  said  the  other  day,  that  there 
were  only  two  examinations  held  in  the 
year.  Hon.  gentlemen  will  see  that  there 
are  examinations  to  be  held  twice  a  year. 
The  examiners  have  to  prepare  papers 
for  the  preliminary  examination,  which  is 
a  very  simple  one,  and  the  papers  for 
which  require  very  little  trouble  in  prepar- 
ation. They  will  have  to  prepare  papers 
for  the  qualifying  examinations,  which 
are  more  difficult.  The  papers  for  the 
promotion  examinations  are  chiefly  pre- 
pared in  the  different  Departments.  I 
know  there  are  hon.  gentlemen  here — I 
think  the  chairman  of  the  committee  (Mr. 
Allan)  is  one — who  is  familiar  with  the 
conducting  of  examinations  in  universities. 
I  happen  to  have  had  a  little  experience 
that  way  myself.  The  chairman,  or  any 
hon.  gentleman  who  has   had  experience 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER. 


that  way  will  see  that  $3,500  a  year  for 
conducting  examinations  at  two  periods  of 
the  year  is  altogether  too  much.  Those 
examiners  prepare  those  papers ;  they 
have  sub-examiners — persons  whose  ser- 
vices are  provided  for  in  the  next  clause — 
who  police  examinations  in  the  different 
centres — that  is,  the  examinations  held  in 
Toronto,  Halifax,  St.  John  and  other 
places.  The  papers  are  sent  to  the  sub- 
examiners  ;  and  it  is  a  very  simple  matter, 
and  the  expense  to  be  incurred  should  not 
be  great.  As  to  the  length  of  time  taken 
in  examining  those  papers,  anyone  who  is 
familiar  with  examinations  as  conduc  te 
in  universities,  or  who  understa  nd 
the  way  in  which  examinations  for  teachers' 
licenses  in  the  different  provinces  are 
conducted,  must  know  that  a  man  who  is 
skilled  in  his  business  can  dispose  of  a 
large  number  of  papers  in  a  short  time. 
I  think  the  permanent  expenditure  that  is 
proposed  to  be  fastened  on  the  country  by 
this  Bill  is  altogether  unjustifiable.  If  I 
thought  there  was  any  probability  of  the 
amendment  passing,  I  should  move  an 
amendment  to  the  effect  that  the  examin- 
ing board  should  be  constituted  and  paid 
as  heretofore,  but  I  do  not  think  that, 
under  the  circumstances,  there  is  any 
object  in  doing  that.  The  Minister  made 
a  statement  with  respect  to  the  imprac- 
ticability of  adopting  the  competitive 
system  in  Canada.  "  I  do  not  think  that  he 
gave  us  any  reason  for  that  statement 
When  we  find  that  in  the  small  colonies 
in  the  West  Indies  they  have  adopted  the 
competitive  system  as  they  have  it  in 
England,  and  when  we  find  that  in  the 
United  States,  where  the  system  of  politi- 
cal appointments  had  a  much  greater  hold 
on  the  people  than  here,  and  that  in 
several  states  of  the  union  also,  this 
system  has  been  adopted,  it  must  be  clear 
that  the  minister  has  no  foundation  for  the 
statement  that  the  adoption  of  that  system 
would  be  impracticable  here.  The  truth 
is,  that  the  ministry — I  do  not  say  the 
Hon.  Minister  of  Justice,  because  I  think 
in  that  way  he  differs  from  a  good  many 
other  members  of  the  Government — do 
not  wish  to  give  up  the  power  of  appoint- 
ing solely  their  own  political  friends,  and 
consequently  while  they  adopt  a  portion 
of  the  skeleton  of  the  civil  service  system, 
the  backbone  of  the  system  they  leave  out 
— that  is,  the  competitive  examinations. 
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Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  the  competitive  examination  is 
sufficient  of  itself  for  an  appointment  to 
office.  A  man  may  stand  at  the  head  of 
the  list,  and  yet  be  utterly  unqualified  for 
the  service.  That  is  very  well  known.  I 
doubt  whether  the  increased  cost  which 
this  Bill  must  entail,  will  be  commensurate 
with  the  work  to  be  done.  I  am  with  the 
Hon.  member  from  Halifax  in  believing 
that  the  work  must  decrease  instead  of 
increase,  and  that  the  number  of  persons 
now  qualified  will  be  sufficient  to  deter 
many  from  going  up  for  the  purpose  of 
being  examined  As  to  making  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  the  medium  between  the 
Government  and  the  Examining  Board,  1 
think  it  is  a  very  proper  provision,  because 
there  should  be  some  control  over  the 
Board  by  the  Government.  I  know  my- 
self, from  what  I  have  heard  from  persons 
who  have  gone  before  the  Board,  that  the 
examination  in  arithmetic  has  been  very 
severe  ;  so  much  so,  that  although  at  one 
time  I  thought  I  was  a  good  arithmetician, 
yet  I  am  sure  I  could  not  have  answered 
half  the  questions  that  were  proposed  to 
the  candidates.  Therefore,  upon  the 
whole,  although  I  approve  of  the  Bill,  yet 
I  do  not  think  we  can  expect  that  the  fees 
will  increase,  but  rather  that  they  will 
diminish,  for  the  number  of  those  who  go 
up  for  examination  must  be  smaller  in  the 
future  than  in  the  past.  I  doubt  very 
much  whether  the  advantage  to  be  gained 
will  correspond  with  the  increased  ex- 
penditure that  will  be  required. 

Hoy.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  ventur- 
ed at  the  second  reading  to  make  a  few 
remarks  as  to  the  publication  of  the  lists 
and  the  standing  of  candidates,  and  the 
explanations  of  the  hon.  Minister  do  not 
at  all  tend  to  elucidate  the  objections  that 
I  took  then.  It  appears  that  the  lists  which 
were  spoken  of  in  the  debate  on  the  second 
reading  are  not  published  in  the  order 
of  merit,  but  are  published  alphabetically, 
and  it  appears  also  from  the  explanation 
of  the  Minister  that  appointments  are  not 
made  on  the  competitive  principle  at  all. 
The  Government  do  not  acquire  the  ser- 
vices of  the  best  candidates,  and  they 
leave  it  optional  with  themselves  to  take, 
or  appoint,  or  leave  out  whom  they  may. 
Unless  the  competitive  system  is  to  be  ad- 
opted, we  are  going  to  undertake  a  very 


considerable  and  useless  expense,  because 
those  expensive  examinations  can  only  be 
justified  on  the  plea  of  the  necessity  of 
getting  the  very  best  men  that  can  be  ob- 
tained for  the  service  ;  yet  the  Government 
will  not  take  the  only  means  to  secure  the 
best  men ;  they  will  take  whom  they 
please  out  of  the  list,  and  that  is  the  very 
point  that  it  ought  to  be  the  duty  of  this 
body  to  prevent.  I  cannot  see  that  there 
is  any  analogy  between  the  competitive 
examinations  in  England  and  competitive 
examinations  in  Canada.  If  the  system  is 
a  good  one,  it  is  equally  applicable  on 
both  sides  of  the  Atlantic,  and  I  cannot 
charge  my  mind  with  having  listened  to 
any  arguments  coming  from  the  other  side 
that  at  all  bear  against  the  propriety  of 
adopting  competitive  examinations  in 
Canada.  Another  remark  which  fell  from 
the  hon.  member,  was  as  to  the  great  time 
that  would  be  occupied  in  examining 
those  papers.  I  think  if  hon.  gentlemen 
were  to  enquire  as  to  the  results  of  the  ex- 
aminations in  any  of  the  numerous  col- 
leges in  Canada  they  would  find  that  there 
is  no  great  difficulty  in  examining  papers. 
They  are  all  identical  in  form,  and  a  skill- 
ed examiner  will  master  the  details  of 
them  in  a  very  few  minutes.  There  must 
be  some  very  bad  management,  either  from 
want  of  perseverance  in  the  work,  or  from 
some  other  cause,  if  the  objection 
taken  is  really  valid,  that  too  much  time 
elapses  before  the  papers  are  finally  exam- 
ined. I  principally  rose  for  the  purpose 
of  suggesting  to  the  hon.  gentleman  oppo- 
site to  introduce  some  clause  into  the  Bill 
that  will  enable  the  candidates  to  receive 
their  papers  within  a  given  time  after  the 
examination — that  the  property  in  the  ex- 
amination papers  should  remain  in  the 
candidate,  and  that  the  candidate  should 
have  the  papers  on  application. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL.— I 
have  no  objection  to  that 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— I  would,  if  the 
Minister  of  Justice  will  allow  me,  suggest 
that  the  examiners  should  he  chosen  from 
amongst  the  members  of  the  civil  service 
who  are  superannuated.  It  might  be  a 
means  by  which  to  avoid  paying  so  much 
for  examiners,  and  it  would  also  meet 
another  difficulty.  If  it  is  the  fact  that 
the  examination  takes  a  great  deal  of  the 
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time  of  the  examiners,  it  might  interfere 
to  a  considerable  extent  with  the  efficiency 
of  the  service.  I  understand  that  all  the 
members  of  the  civil  service  are  supposed 
to  have  plenty  to  do  in  the  performance  of 
their  ordinary  duties.  There  is  also  a 
class  of  public  officers  who  retire  from  the 
service  because  they  are  not  able  to  do 
very  severe  work,  but  who  would  be  in  a 
position  to  make  those  examinations,  and 
a  slight  salary  would  be  beneficial  to  them, 
and  they  might  be  in  a  position  to  give 
more  time  to  those  examinations.  We 
may  suppose  that  those  officers  who  are 
superannuated,  after  the  experience  of 
many  years  in  the  public  service,  would  be 
better  qualified  to  conduct  those  exami- 
nations than  many  officers  who  may  be 
appointed  under  the  operation  of  this  Act, 
and  who  may  be  quite  new  to  the  civil 
service. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI.— The 
difficulty  in  that  suggestion  would  be  that 
you  might  not  always  get  members  of  the 
civil  service  that  have  been  superannuated, 
who  are  fit  for  the  position  of  examiners. 
They  are  men  usually  advanced  in  life, 
and  although  in  their  youth  they  may 
have  had  sufficient  knowledge  to  conduct 
such  examinations,  they  might  not  be  so 
well  qualified  in  later  years.  Undoubtedly 
it  may  be  a  good  thing  to  employ  super- 
annuated officers  as  examiners,  when  they 
are  qualified  for  the  position,  and  I  can 
assure  my  hon.  friend  that  it  is  done.  We 
"have,  for  instance,  Mr.  LeSueur  on  the 
Board  of  Examiners  at  this  moment,  and 
I  have  no  doubt  that  the  Government, 
when  they  come  to  appoint  other  examin- 
ers, may  avail  themselves  of  the  services 
of  superannuated  officers ;  but  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  desirable  to  tie  the  Gov- 
ernment down  to  appointments  in  that 
class.  I  think  it  should  be  open  to  them 
to  employ  whom  they  think  best.  With 
reference  to  the  suggestion  of  my  hon, 
friend  from  Prince  Edward  Island,  I  will 
prepare  an  amendment  before  the  Bill 
goes  through  finally,  to  provide  that  the 
papers  belonging  to  the  candidate  shall  be 
returned  to  him  within  a  given  time,  say 
two  or  three  months,  on  his  making  an 
application  for  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  beg  to  move 
that  the  4th  sub-section  be  struck  out  and 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL. 


that  the  following  be  substituted  :  "  Each 
member  of  the  Board  shall  be  paid  $5  per 
diem  when  actually  engaged  in  that  work, 
not  however  to  exceed  sixty  days  in  one 
year."  That  is  the  provision  in  the  exist- 
ing law.  I  think  that  probably  hereafter 
in  a  great  many  cases  it  will  be  quite 
sufficient  to  hav'e  only  one  examination  in 
a  year,  and  to  pay  $600  for  a  man  to  con- 
duct one  examination  is  altogether  un- 
reasonable. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I  do 
not  think  there  is  any  occasion  to  substi- 
tute anything,  for  if  this  clause  is  stricken 
out  the  matter  would  naturally  fall  back  to 
the  old  Act.  I  do  not  think  my  hon. 
friend  is  right  in  proposing  that  the  com- 
mittee have  power  to  change  the  salaries. 
The  salaries  must  either  be  taken  as  thef 
are  or  be  left  out  altogether.  I  do  not 
think  there  is  any  power  on  the  part  of 
this  House  to  change  them,  and  certainly 
the  proposed  substitution  is  not  necessary, 
because  if  this  clause  is  stricken  out  we 
naturally  fall  back  on  the  provision  in  the 
clause  of  the  old  Bill.  In  fact,  the  whole 
matter  presents  itself  to  the  committee  in 
this  light ;  are  these  improvements  or  not  > 
If  not,  we  reject  them  and  fall  back  on  the 
old  Bill.  After  the  explanations  given,  I 
think  the  House  will  be  satisfied  that  the 
increase  will  be  reasonably  provided  for 
by  the  fees,  and  also  that  it  is  not  such  an 
increase  as  the  hon.  gentleman  supposes. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— There  is  an  in- 
crease of  $900. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— We 
all  know  that  if  we  want  to  get  good  ex- 
aminers we  must  pay  them ;  you  cannot 
expect  men  to  work  on  a  tedious  task  of 
examining  papers,  and  going  through  this 
round  of  duties  year  after  year  without 
you  pay  them  reasonably,  and  $5  a  day  for 
the  time  they  are  employed  does  not  seem 
to  be  unreasonable,  and  I  cannot  yield  to 
the  hon.  gentleman. 

Hon.  Mr  ALEXANDER— I  am  very 
much  inclined  to  agree  with  my  hon. 
friend  from  Halifax.  It  is  very  well  known 
with  regard  to  those  examinations,  that 
they  are  upon  subjects  of  the  most  elemen- 
tary character.  A  clerk  in  the  civil  service  is 
required  to  understand  well  the  elementary 
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branches  of  education,  but  is  not  examined 
on  subjects  of  science.  It  appears  to  me 
that  some  steps  should  be  talken  by  the 
Government  to  meet  the  objection  raised 
on  the  floor  of  this  House,  respecting  ap- 
pointments. We  know  that  twice  as 
many  men  come  up  for  examination  for 
the  civil  service  as  can  ever  hope  to  get 
appointment.  There  is  some  deception 
with  regard  to  this  matter,  that  young  men 
are  led  to  come  before  the  board  to  be  ex- 
amined, without  having  the  most  distant 
hope  of  getting  any  appointment.  Why 
should  not  the  examination  take  place 
after  the  applicant  gets  the  appointment  ? 
Why  should  he  be  required  to  be  examined 
before  getting  the  assurance  that  he  will 
be  appointed  ?  We  find  numbers  of 
young  men  leaving  their  homes  and  in- 
curring railway  and  hotel  expenses,  in 
order  to  be  examined,  and,  after  perhaps 
passing  the  board,  they  find  that  they  have 
no  hope  of  obtaining  an  appointment 
without  the  direct  influence  of  a  minister- 
ial supporter.  There  are  cases  of  this 
kind  in  my  own  county. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  the  effect 
of  striking  out  the  4th  sub-clause  would 
not  be  what  the  minister  thinks  it  would, 
because  if  he  looks  at  that  clause  of  the 
Bill  he  will  see  that  it  repeals  all  previous 
Civil  Service  Acts.  Then,  as  to  our  right  to 
make  a  change,  I  do  not  care  to  speak 
positively,  but  I  think  we  have  no  right  to 
do  anything  which  shall  increase  the 
charge — 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Or 
diminish,  or  alter. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  we  can 
reduce — I  do  not  speak  positively. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
think,  under  the  circumstances,  it  is  safer 
for  me  to  take  the  objection  that  this 
amendment  is  not  in  order.  I  do  not 
think  we  have  a  right  to  make  this  change, 
and  I  hope  my  hon.  friend  will  withdraw 
his  amendment 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— If  it  is  held  to  be 
out  of  order,  of  course  I  have  to  withdrawit 

The  CHAIRMAN— I  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Halifax  is  out  of  order ; 


that  he  will  either  have  to  move  to  strike 
out  the  clause  altogether  or  withdraw  his 
amendment. 

The  amendment  was  withdrawn,  and 
the  clause  was  agreed  to. 

On  the  34th  clause, 

*HoN.  Mr.  DICKEV— I  understood 
on  a  former  occasion  that  the  Minister  of 
Justice  stated  that  he  was  under  the  im- 
pression that  the  list  of  the  persons  who 
are  found  qualified,  and  published  in  the 
Canada  Gazette^  showed  the  grading  of 
those  who  had  passed  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
did  say  so,  and  I  explained  the  mistake 
just  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— It  has  been 
urged  that  the  selection  from  these  per- 
sons who  are  qualified  should  be  accord- 
ing to  order  of  merit  That  has  not  been 
conceded  by  the  Government,  and  the 
point  has  not  been  pressed ;  but  it  is  very 
important  that  the  two  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment should  know  exactly  the  proper 
grading  of  those  candidates,  their  names 
and  so  on,  and  therefore  I  would  propose 
in  order  to  provide  that,  that  the  clause, 
at  the  end  of  it,  should  read  this  way, 
"  showing  the  grading  of  the  candidates 
in  such  examination,  and  a  similar  list 
shall  be  laid  annually  on  the  table  of  both 
Houses  of  Parliament  within  15  days  after 
the  opening  of  each  session."  That 
would  give  members  an  opportunity  of 
seeing  how  the  promotions  or  appoint- 
ments agree  with  the  grading  and  the  ex- 
amination, and  we  would  give  them  that 
sort  of  information  that  they  now  have 
not 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
hardly  think  that  that  would  be  desirable^ 
for  one  or  two  reasons.  In  the  first  place, 
we  are  not  adopting  the  competitive 
system,  and  then  to  publish  the  names  of 
the  candidates  and  their  grading  would 
only  increase  the  disappointment  to  them  of 
not  being  employed,  and  in  that  way 
would  seem  to  make  their  failure  more 
painful  than  perhaps  it  would  otherwise 
be.  The  grading  could  always  be  ob- 
tained   by    Parliament — for    instance,  if 
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they  wished  to  bring  an  accusation  against 
the  Government  for  some  departure  from 
the  rule,  they  could  move  for  a  return  of 
the  papers.  We  have  the  grading  in  the 
Privy  Council,  and  it  could  be  brought 
down,  but  I  do  not  think  it  should  be 
published  in  the  Canada  Gazette^  or  laid 
on  the  table  of  Parliament,  unless  Parlia- 
ment desires  it,  for  the  reasons  I  have 
given.  As  long  as  we  do  not  adopt  the 
competitive  system,  pure  and  simple,  that 
should  be  sufficient.  Say  there  were  30 
candidates,  one  of  them  would  be  at  the 
top  of  the  list,  and  no  doubt  it  would  be 
gratifying  to  him,  but  the  29  men  who 
would  not  be  at  the  top  of  the  list  might 
not  (lesire  that  their  grading  should  be 
published. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  am  afraid  that 
the  reasons  given  by  the  Minister  of  Jus- 
tice for  not  publishing  the  grading,  would 
rather  lead  people  to  suspect  that  it  is  ab- 
solutely necessary  it  should  be  published, 
for  although  the  principle  of  appointing 
the  first  on  the  list  has  not  been  urged, 
yet  1  think  it  is  desirable,  if  there  is  any 
reason  at  all  for  grading  them,  that  Parlia- 
ment should  know,  and  that  members  who 
-desire  to  see  how  candidates  are  graded, 
should  be  in  possession  of  the  information. 
It  is  a  very  simple  matter  that  the  list 
should  be  laid  on  the  table  of  Parliament 
-each  year.  We  find,  in  another  part  of 
this  Bill,  although  perhaps  the  matter  is  a 
little  more  serious,  the  legislation  proceeds 
in  exactly  the  same  directioa  The  nth 
clause  provides,  that  when  a  deputy  head 
is  removed  from  his  office,  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  for  so  doing  shall  be  laid  on 
the  table  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament 
within  the  first  15  days  of  the  next  follow- 
ing session.  That  shows  that  the  desire 
on  the  part  of  the  friends  of  this  Act  is  to 
give  information  to  Parliament  of  what  is 
done  in  that  case,  and  with  respect  to  can- 
didates who  have  passed  the  examination, 
I  think  it  is  quite  necessary  that  Parlia- 
ment should  also  have  full  information  as 
to  their  grading. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  am  quite  sur- 
prised at  the  regard  the  Minister  of  Justice 
shows  for  the  feelings  of  the  candidates 
who  go  up  for  examination.  I  think  it  is 
an  almost  universal  rule,  where  candidates 
go  up  for  public  examinations,  that  their 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


names  are  published  in  the  order  of  merit 
I  think  the  rule  works  altogether  differently 
from  what  the  Minister  says  it  does,  and 
that  it  would  be  a  great  source  of  satisfac- 
tion to  the  candidate  who  passed  a  good 
examination  to  know  from  the  publication 
in  the  Gazette  that  he  stood  first,  second 
or  third  on  the  list,  even  though  he  did 
not  get  appointed,  rather  than  to  be  left 
completely  in  the  dark  as  to  where  he 
stood  on  the  list  Looking  at  the  advan- 
tage which  the  minister  or  some  of  his 
friends  claim  as  arising  from  candidates 
passing  those  examinations,  that  parties 
were  made  more  eligible  for  appointments 
in  bank^  and  other  offices  of  private  per- 
sons or  companies,  I  think  it  is  exceed- 
ingly desirable  even  in  that  view  that  the 
names  should  be  published  in  the  order  of 
merit,  because  if  a  bank,  for  instance, 
wanted  a  clerk,  and  wished  to  select  a 
man  who  passed  this  examination,  they 
would  naturally  be  disposed  to  take  a  can- 
didate who  had  passed  high  up  on  the  list, 
and  it  is  information  that  the  public  who, 
after  all,  are  paying  to  a  great  extent  for 
the  carrying  out  of  this  system,  are  entitled 
to,  and  I  move  that  these  words  be  added 
at  the  end  of  the  clause  :  "  and  the  names 
shall  be  arranged  in  the  order  of  merit." 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— It  might  so 
happen  that  the  candidate  who  stood  at 
the  head  of  the  list  might  have  been,  in  the 
previous  examination,  at  the  foot  of  the 
list,  so  that  it  would  really  not  show  the 
position  in  which  he  stood  on  the  whole 
roll  of  candidates  qualified  for  clerkship. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— The  words  which 
I  proposed  to  put  in  as  an  amendment  are: 
"  showing  the  grading  of  the  candidates 
on  such  examination,"  but  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Halifax  seems  to  have  been 
more  successful  with  the  Minister  with  his 
amendment  than  I  an. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  did  not  know 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Amherst  had 
moved  his  amendment 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  think  it  is  ob- 
jectionable to  adopt  the  amendment  of  the 
hon.  member  from  Halifax,  for  many 
reasons.  In  the  first  place,  it  is  invidious 
to  those  who  go  up  for  examination  and 
do  not  succeed.      It  is  not  a  competitive 
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examin;»tion  ;  it  is  merely  to  ascertain  who 
are  qualified  for  certain  positions,  and  I 
think  the  Government  of  the  day  might  be 
trusted  to  make  their  own  selections. 
There  may  be  reasons,  and  very  sound 
reasons,  why  the  candidate  at  the  head  of 
the  list  ought  not  to  be  appointed.  There 
ought  to  be  no  claim  even  implied  by  the 
publication  of  such  a  list  that  the  candi- 
date would  receive  an  appointment,  and  I 
think  it  would  be  exceedingly  undesirable 
that  such  an  amendment  should  be 
accepted. 

The  amendment  was  declared  to  be 
lost  on  a  division,  and  the  clause  was 
agreed  to. 

On  the  37  th  clause, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Whenever  this 
measure  has  been  before  us,  I  have  pro- 
tested against  those  exceptions — at  least 
some  of  them  —  provided  in  sub-section  2. 
I  think  there  is  some  reason  perhaps  for 
exempting  some  of  the  Customs  officers 
from  the  operation  of  the  Act  with  respect 
to  examination,  but  as  to  city  postmasters, 
there  is  no  reason  why  they  should  not 
come  under  the  law.  There  is  no  oflficer 
who  requires  to  be  more  thoroughly  in- 
formed as  to  the  manner  of  prosecuting 
business  in  the  Department,  than  a  city 
postmaster,  and  it  is  a  very  serious  defect 
in  the  system  that  that  officer  is  not  re- 
quired to  be  appointed  under  the  Act.  It 
is  not  necessary  to  go  very  far  to  find 
instances  of  the  abuse  of  this  power  by 
the  Government.  In  the  city  of  Ottawa, 
the  postmaster,  an  old  and  experienced 
and  thoroughly  well-quaiified  officer,  died 
some  three  years  ago.  His  assistant  was 
a  man  very  well  qualified  to  fill  the  posi- 
tion as  postmaster.  The  Government, 
instead  of  promoting  the  assistant,  or  ap- 
pointing any  one  who  was  familiar  with 
the  post  office  business,  appointed  a  gen- 
tleman who  had  been  a  supporter  of  theirs 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  I  do  not 
think  any  one  will  say  that  that  gentleman, 
although  he  was  a  very  amiable  and  good 
man,  was  at  all  qualified  for  the  office 
which  he  filled.  The  work  was  undoubt- 
edly done  by  the  deputy,  and  the  large 
salary  was  paid  to  the  gentleman  who  was 
put  at  the  head  of  the  office,  and  who 
gave  no  value  for  the  money  he  received. 


That  postmaster  died,  and  within  the 
last  few  months  we  have  had  another 
appointment  made.  I  think  the 
last  appointment  more  objectionable 
than  the  previous  one.  The  late 
postmaster  was  a  gentleman  who  had 
served  his  party  in  the  legislature  for 
many  years,  and  had  a  political  claim 
upon  the  Government,  but  the  gentleman 
who  has  been  recently  appointed  is  a  man 
who  is  not  a  bit  better  qualified  to  fill  the 
office  than  his  predecessor,  and  who  has 
not  even  the  claim  that  he  had  done  much 
political  service.  His  occupation  as  an 
hotel-keeper  could  not  have  qualified  him 
to  be  a  postmaster,  and  what  claim  it 
gave  him  upon  the  Government  for  the 
appointment  is  something  I  cannot  under- 
stand. The  Minister  of  Justice  was  very 
careful  in  a  former  clause  of  this  Bill  as 
to  what  the  feelings  of  candidates  might 
be  on  seeing  their  names  published  in  the 
Gazette^  when  they  did  not  stand  as  high 
up  on  the  list  as  they  might  have  expected 
to  be ;  but  I  think  he  should  have  some 
regard  for  the  feelings  of  an  officer  who 
has  been  in  the  employ  of  the  Department 
for  many  years,  who  has  served  the  coun- 
try faithfully,  and  who  is  entitled  on  every 
reasonable  ground  to  be  promoted.  I  say 
that  the  minister  should  have  some  con- 
sideration for  his  feelings  when  he  sees  an 
incompetent  man  without  any  claim  what- 
ever to  the  position  appointed  over  his 
head.  I  think  it  would  be  hard  to  find  a 
more  glaring  case  of  the  abuse  of  the 
power  which  this  clause  gives  ^o  the 
Government  than  the  one  to  which  I  refer. 
I  did  speak  before  as  to  collectors  of  in- 
land revenue ;  but  the  officers  of  the  De- 
partment, fortunately,  have  been  able  to 
remove  the  objection  with  respect  to  that 
Department,  and  those  collectors,  who  are 
most  important  officers,  are  hereafter  to 
be  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  Act. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I  do 
not  think  my  hon.  friend  should  assume 
that  the  gentleman  has  been  appointed  as 
postmaster  for  Ottawa  is  incompetent,  or 
that  he  will  not,  and  cannot,  adequately 
discharge  the  duties  of  his  office.  That 
the  deputy  was  not  promoted,  I  myself 
regret  I  acknowledge  the  merit  of  that 
officer.  I  know  him  well,  and  having 
been  once  at  the  head  of  the  Post  Office 
Department,  I  know  his  merits,  and  should 
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have  been  very  glad  to  have  seen  him 
made  postmaster  of  this  place.  The 
truth  is,  and  it  is  quite  understood,  that  it 
is  necessary  to  have  some  of  those  offices 
at  the  disposal  of  the  Government  for  the 
time  being — that  they  should  have  some 
few  offices  to  give  to  political  friends,  not 
because  they  are  better  qualified  than 
their  neighbors  to  be  postmasters  or  in- 
land revenue  collectors,  but  because  it  is 
necessary  to  carry  on  the  Government. 

Hon.  ]V[r.  POWER— That  is  honest, 
at  any  rate. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— That 
is  a  reason  which  may  not  recommend 
itself  to  the  mind  of  my  hon.  friend,  but 
it  is  a  good,  sound  reason  nevertheless, 
and,  if  the  latitude  is  not  too  great,  I  think 
it  is  only  fair  that  the  Government  should 
have  that  patronage,  whether  we  are  in 
the  Government,  or  whether  my  hon. 
friends  opposite  are  in  the  Government. 
They  are  not  tied  down  in  England  as  we 
are  here  ;  they  have  a  variety  of  patronage 
at  their  disposal  all  over  the  world,  with 
which  they  can  reward  their  political 
friends. 

Hon.  Mr  POWER— High  Commis 
sionerships,  for  instance. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Here 
we  have  few  appointments  of  the  kind, 
and  I  am  glad  that  this  was  originally 
done  by  the  Conservative  Government  ; 
they  came  boldly  to  the  point,  and  said 
that  some  few — half  a  dozen  offices — 
should  be  left  at  the  disposal  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, with  which  they  could  reward 
gentlemen  who  have  been  serviceable  to 
the  party  to  which  they  belong.  My  hon. 
friend  who  has  raised  the  objection  does 
not  know  the  services  which  the  gentleman 
who  has  been  appointed  postmaster  at 
Ottawa,  may  have  rendered  to  the  political 
party  to  which  I  belong,  he  not  being  in 
our  secrets.  I  dare  say  that  some  future 
Government,  in  whose  secrets  he  may  be, 
may  know  what  the  merits  of  some  future 
Mr.  Gouin  may  be,  and  I  dare  say  he  may 
be  then  defending  such  an  appointment 
to  a  postmastership. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYl'HORNE— It  seems 
to  me  that  the  Minister  of  Justice  has 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


made  some  large  admissions  in  these  few 
remarks.  I  could  not  help  reverting  in 
memory,  while  he  was  speaking,  to  the 
period  of  the  two  Georges,  loo  years  ago, 
when  it  was  thought  essential  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government  service  that  the 
ministry  of  the  day  should  have  control  of 
certain  Government  berths,  but  I  cannot 
see  that  the  point  would  come  in  here  at 
all.  It  does  seem  to  me  that  if  you  con- 
template improvements  in  the  post  office 
management,  you  must  introduce  into 
that  Department  the  very  highest  ability 
that  it  is  possible  to  obtain,  and  that  sort 
of  tact  and  ingenuity  that  is  so  desirable 
is  not  common  in — I  was  going  to  say — 
worn  out  politicians,  but  perhaps  it  is 
going  too  far  ;  but  it  is  less  likely  that  the 
proper  qualifications  are  to  be  found  in  a 
man  of  that  sort  than  in  a  young  man  who 
has  his  spurs  to  win  in  the  Department  It 
is  not  the  time  to  speak  of  the  position  of 
our  Post  Office  Department ;  we  are  cer- 
tainly making  great  improvements  in 
Canada,  but  there  are  a  great  many  more 
to  be  made.  Comparing  it  with  the  Post 
Office  Department  of  the  United  States, 
we  find  that  they  are  taking  the  lead  of  us 
in  many  important  points — for  instance,  in 
the  reduction  of  postage,  and  other  facili- 
ties given  for  the  convenience  of  the  pub- 
lic These  are  matters  that  the  stereo- 
typed politician  does  not  trouble  himself 
about,  but  if  young  blood  is  introduced 
into  the  Department,  it  will  feel  at  once 
that  it  does  not  consist  with  the  reputation 
of  the  public  service  that  the  Post  Office 
Department  of  Canada  should  be  behind 
the  postal  service  of  any  other  part  of  the 
world.  The  Hon.  Minister  of  Justice  says 
that  in  Canada  there  is  no  such  patronage 
at  the  disposal  of  the  Government  as  there 
is  in  England,  and  he  points  to  her  pos- 
sessions all  over  the  world  where  she  can 
dispose  of  her  young  people  who  aspire  to 
positions  in  the  public  service  ;  but  if  you 
take  the  proportion  in  population,  it  is 
very  true  we  have  not  got  the  Indies  or 
the  Australian  or  African  colonies  as  Eng- 
land has,  and  a  great  many  dependencies^ 
but  we  have  our  great  North  West,  a 
country  where  the  organization  of  the 
postal  service  is  of  the  utmost  importance, 
and  all  these  things  just  point  to  the  one 
fact,  that  we  must  get  into  that  Depart- 
ment the  very  best  and  most  intelligent 
young  men  to  be  found  in  the  service^ 
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and  not  fill  up  the  difTerent  offices  with 
politicians,  who  may  have  been  very  good 
men,  and  very  serviceable  to  their  party 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  but  are 
utterl>  unfit  for  such  a  position  as  post- 
master. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— The  leader 
of  the  House  says  that  it  is  very  proper 
that  the  Government  must  have  the  dis- 
posal of  half  a  dozen  offices  in  the  service ; 
it  is  very  well  known  to  every  one  in  the 
country  that  every  office  in  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice is  held  as  value  to  be  given  as  re- 
wards for  political  services.  It  is  perfectly 
well  known  to  be  the  case. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  am  glad  to  have 
got  the  admission  from  the  Minister  of 
Justice  that  in  this  case  there  had  been  an 
abuse  of  the  power  of  appointment 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— No 
I  did  not  admit  anything  of  the  kind. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  understood  the 
hon.  Minister  to  say  that  if  he  had  been 
at  the  head  of  the  Department  he  would 
have  made  a  different  appointment 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL- -My 
hon.  friend  is  mistaken ;  I  did  not  admit 
anything  of  the  kind. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  -I  was  going  to 
say  further  that  the  Government  cannot 
complain  of  not  having  a  sufficient  num- 
ber of  appointments  to  bestow  on  a  rea- 
sonable number  of  followers,  because  if 
this  Government  have  not  as  many  gifts 
absolutely  at  their  disposal  as  the  Imperial 
Government  have,  I  think  that  propor- 
tionately they  have  a  great  many  more. 
Take,  for  instance,  the  number  of  com- 
missions that  have  been  issued  since  this 
Government  came  into  power.  It  is  per- 
fectly astounding,  almost  everything  that 
it  is  desirable  to  acquire  information  on, 
work  which  ought  to  be  done  by  the  Gov- 
ernment themselves,  is  made  an  excuse 
for  appointing  a  commission,  and  these 
commissioners  are  handsomely  paid,  and 
the  Government  have  succeeded  in  reward- 
ing many  of  their  followers  very  hand- 
somely for  labors  of  very  small  value.  As 
the  member  from  Woodstock  has  sug- 
gestedy  although  a  man    may    not    get 


ap])ointed  to  the  ordinary  branches  of  the 
civil  service  without  an  examination,  still 
the  examination  is  easy  in  itself,  and  when 
appointments  are  all  made  from  the  one 
political  party,  I  think  there  is  the  less  ex- 
cuse, therefore,  for  appointing  men  who 
are  not  qualified  to  those  offices. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX  CAMPBELL--It 
does  not  always  follow  that  the  best  man 
for  the  appointment  is  always  to  be  found 
in  the  Department  It  does  not  at  all  fol- 
low that  you  may  not  get  new  and  useful 
blood  outside.  Of  course,  it  depends  a 
good  deal  on  the  selection,  and  I  admit 
that  the  probabilities  in  the  post  office 
Department  are  that  you  will  get  the  best 
men  inside  of  the  Department;  but  it 
does  not  always  follow.  I  know  instances 
where  men  have  been  appointed  from  out- 
side who  are  as  keen  in  their  duties,  and  as 
ambitious  to  make  the  Department  a  suc- 
cess and  to  adopt  every  new  means,  and 
are  as  jealous  in  every  way,  of  the  progress 
and  efficiency  of  the  service  as  anybody 
who  might  have  been  appointed  to  the 
same  position  after  years  of  experience  in 
the  Department 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — The  senior  mem- 
ber for  Halifax  will  jemember  a  case  in 
point,  in  Halifax  itself.  During  the  time 
of  the  Mackenzie  Government,  there  was 
a  vacancy  in  the  post  office  at  Halifax,  and 
who  did  the  Mackenzie  Government  ap- 
point as  postmaster  there  ?  Did  they  take, 
as  the  hon.  member  tells  us  this  Govern- 
ment ought  to  do — did  they  take  the 
senior  officer  in  that  post  office  and  pro- 
mote him  to  the  position  of  postmaster  ? 
If  I  remember  right,  they  took  the  editor 
of  one  of  the  most  rabid  papers  in  Halifax, 
a  man  without  any  experience  in  the  post- 
al service,  and  made  him  postmaster, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— And 
a  very  excellent  postmaster  he  has  made. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — He  knew  no 
more  of  the  post  office  business  than  to 
go  there  and  get  the  letters. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  appoint- 
ment was  made  years  before  the  Civil 
Service  Act  was  passsed,  and  consequently 
it  was  not  a  violation  of  the  Act ;  and  in 
the  next  place,  if  my  memory  serves  me. 
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the  senior  officer  there  was  not  altogether 
quahfied  for  the  position. 


Hon.    Mr.    KAULBACH— He 
perfectly  qualified. 


was 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER— In  the  next  place, 
and  my  hon.  colleague  cannot  deny  it, 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  was  appointed 
was  one  of  the  ablest,  most  clear-headed, 
and  best  business  men  in  Halifax,  and  he 
has  made  an  admirable  officer. 

Hon  Mr.  ALMON— How  was  that 
known  at  the  time  he  was  appointed  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  had  the  good 
fortune  to  serve  on  the  school  board  with 
that  gentleman,  and  in  the  city  council 
with  him,  and  in  both  capacities  he  was 
remarkable  for  his  business  tact,  clear- 
headedness and  soundness  of  judgment. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMP3ELL— I 
desire  to  say  that  he  has  made  a  very 
good  postmaster,  an  excellent  officer. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— I  do  not  say 
anything  against  that;  it  is  simply  the 
modeof  the  appointment  I  was  pointing  out 

The  clause  was  agreed  to. 

On  the  43rd  clause, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  43rd  clause 
provides  that  promotions  made  by  the 
head  of  the  Department  shall  be  subject 
to  a  probation  of  not  less  than  six  months ; 
but  at  any  time  during  the  first  year  the 
head  of  the  Department  may  reject  the 
person  promoted,  and  so  on.  It  might  be 
desirable  that  the  head  of  the  Department 
should  not  be  allowed  to  do  that  without 
assigning  some  cause  for  the  rejection, 
because  it  gives  him  a  very  arbitrary 
power.  I  have  no  doubt  that  my  hon. 
friend  from  Lunenburg  thinks  it  is  a  very 
proper  thing  now ;  but  supposing  that 
most  improbable  event,  a  change  of  Gov- 
ernment, should  take  place,  then  it  would 
put  it  in  the  hands  of  an  iniquitous  Min- 
ister to  reject  a  man  who  probably  did  not 
deserve  to  be  rejected 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^— I 
think  not.     I  think  that  you  must  trust  to 

HoK.  Mr.  POWER. 


the  head  of  the  Department ;  he  must  be 
at  liberty  to  reject  the  party  promoted, 
should  the  appointment  not  be  a  proper 
one. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— He  should  give 
some  reasons  for  it. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— He 
is  obliged  to  justify  himself  to  his  own 
government,  but  why  should  he  give 
reasons  to  the  party  rejected  ?  He  may 
prove  to  be  dissipated,  or  lazy,  or  incom- 
petent ;  or  half  a  dozen  reasons  may  occur 
that  it  may  not  be  wise  to  inform  him  of 
why  the  promotion  should  not  take  place. 
In  any  business  office  the  employer  does 
not  always  give  an  employ^  reasons  for  dis- 
pensmg  with  his  services  if  he  does  not 
require  them  any  longer.  If  it  is  done 
here  with  the  head  of  a  Department,  who 
has  a  much  larger  responsibility,  you 
might  have  the  young  man  questioning  the 
reasons  assigned  and  getting  the  head  of 
the  Department  into  the  newspapers — I 
think  you  must  trust  the  Government  with 
that 

The  clause  was  agreed  to. 
On  the  47th  clause, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— There 
is  an  amendment  in  this  clause  to  which  I 
would  direct  the  attention  of  the  com- 
mittee, because  we  think  that  it  is  aa 
improvement  in  this  Bill : — 

"Such  person  (that  is  a  temporary- 
employ^)  shall  not  be  continued  in  such 
temporary  employment  after  the  period  in 
which  a  preliminary  or  qualifying  exami- 
nation is  held,  unless  he  presents  himself 
for  examination  and  obtains  a  certificate 
of  having  passed  the  necessary  exami- 
nation." 

Now,  whatever  abuse  there  may  have 
been  in  the  past,  and  my  hon  friend  from 
Ottawa  seemed  to  think  there  had  been, 
in  the  way  of  continuing  persons  employed 
temporarily,  this  will  have  a  tendency  to 
put  a  stop  to  it 

Hon.  Mr-  POWER— This  clause  gives 
the  Government  power,  even  after  a  great 
many  persons  have  passed  an  examination^ 
to  select  some  other  person,  and  it  opens 
the  door  to  the  abuse  that  the  hoa  gentle- 
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man  from  Ottawa  has  referred  to.  Persons 
come  out  from  the  old  country,  and  are 
put  into  the  Departmants  for  temporary 
employment,  or  the  understanding  that 
if  they  pass  the  next  examination  they  will 
be  appointed  permanently,  while  young 
men  who  belong  to  the  country,  and  who 
have  passed  the  examination  are  not 
employed. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
change  is  an  improvement ;  the  employ- 
ment can  only  be  for  a  short  time  before 
an  examination  can  be  held.  You  cannot 
get  all  these  things  perfect  at  once. 

The  sub-section  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL-  -Sub- 
section 3  provides  that  the  temporary 
clerks  so  employed  shall  be  paid  only  out 
of  money  voted  by  Parliament  for  pay- 
ment of  the  contingencies  of  the  Depart- 
ment in  which  such  clerks  are  employed, 
or  out  of  money  voted  by  Parliament,  for 
the  constructing  of  works  upon  which 
they  are  employed,  so  that  the  vote  must 
be  not  only  for  the  Department,  not  only 
for  the  division,  but  for  the  office  or  ser- 
vice in  which  the  clerk  is  employed 

Hon  Mr.  POWER— The  Minister  will 
see  that  there  is  a  very  large  door  left 
open  for  expenditure  by  the  last  provision 
in  that  subclause,  "or  out  of  money 
voted  by  Parliament  for  the  construction 
of  works  upon  which  they  are  employed." 
It  is  alleged  that  a  great  many  clerks, 
whose  services  are  not  necessary,  will  have 
their  salaries  paid  out  of  money  voted  by 
Parliament  for  important  public  works. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  — 
There  is  no  avoiding  that ;  you  are  con- 
structing works  ;  you  want  a  certain  num- 
ber of  persons  to  be  employed  on  that 
work  to  keep  accounts  to  look  after  it, 
etc.,  and  what  are  you  to  pay  them  out  of  ? 
For  instance,  we  are  putting  up  a  building 
here  opposite  this  one,  for  a  patent  office, 
and  there  are  no  doubt  clerks  employed 
there,  and  what  are  they  to  be  paid  out  of 
unless  it  is  out  of  the  appropriation  for 
that  building  ? 

The  clause  was  agreed  to. 


On  the  51st  clause, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  see  that  it  is 
provided  in  the  2nd  sub-section  of  this 
clause  that  when  the  duties  of  any  superior 
officer,  during  his  absence  for  a  period  of 
more  than  three  months,  are  performed 
by  an  officer  of  an  inferior  class,  that  the 
latter  is  to  receive  in  addition  to  his  ordi- 
nary pay,  the  difference  between  it  and 
the  pay  of  the  officer  whose  duty  he  per- 
forms, I  do  not  see  why  he  should  get  the 
salary  of  his  superior  officer.  As  a  rule, 
the  duties  of  the  superior  officer  are  not 
any  more  onerous  and  probably  not  as 
onerous  as  those  of  the  inferior  officer, 
and  the  dignity  of  the  position  is  greater, 
and  one  would  suppose  that  that  would  be 
compensation  enough  for  the  officer  |vho 
has  discharged  the  duties  of  the  superior, 
without  increasing  his  salary. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I  do 
not  see  why  the  officer  who  does  the  duty 
of  his  superior  officer  should  not  be  paid 
the  salary  that  would  be  paid  to  the 
senior  if  he  were  there.  I  will  show  the 
committee  how  this  operates.  Take  the 
case  of  the  deputy  postmaster  in  this- 
city,  a  very  excellent  officer,  who,  after  the 
death  of  the  late  postmaster,  for  a  year  I 
dare  say,  discharged  the  duties,  and  had 
all  the  responsibilities  of  postmaster,  and 
did  the  duty  admirably.  It  was  a  favor  ta 
him,  and  one  which  the  Government  was 
willing  to  grant  to  him,  and  why  should 
he  not  be  paid  the  salary  of  the  postmas- 
ter while  he  had  his  duties  and  responsi- 
bilities ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Yes,  that  is  a 
clear  case. 

The  clause  was  agreed  to. 

On  clause  52, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— This 
clause  is  to  meet  the  case  of  an  officer  who 
has  left  the  service  of  the  Government, 
believing  that  he  is  in  bad  health,  but  it 
turns  out  afterwards  that  whatever  had 
been  wrong  with  him  his  health  has  been 
improved,  and  he  is  again  fit  for  his  duty, 
and  this  clause  permits  the  reappointment 
of  an  officer  in  such  a  case.  I  think  that 
it  will  be  found  a  very  useful  provision. 
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We  had,  not  long  ago,  an  officer  who  sup 
posed,  for  the  time  at  all  events,  that  he 
was  unable  to  discharge  his  duties,  and  he 
tendered  his  resignation.  When  he  re- 
covered, he  applied  to  be  re-appointed, 
and  it  seemed  at  the  time  a  very  desirable 
thing  that  he  should  be  re-employed,  and 
his  request  was  granted. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— -There  are  cases 
of  officers  who  have  been  asked  by  the 
Government  to  send  in  their  resignation 
for  misconduct,  and  who  have  done  so, 
and  under  this  clause  an  official  of  that 
kind  could  be,  after  the  storm  had  blown 
over,  re-appointed  by  the  Government,  so 
that  there  are  two  ways  of  looking  at  it. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^-That, 
of  course,  might  be  a  very  wrong  thing  to 
do,  or  perhaps  it  might  be  a  right  thing  to 
do ;  one  cannot  say  without  knowing  the 
circumstances.  If  a  man  had  been  asked 
to  send  in  his  resignation,  he  certainly 
ought  not  to  be  re-employed  if  he  had 
done  anything  which  required  that  step. 
But,  perhaps  his  resignation  might  have 
been  asked  for  under  misapprehension, 
and  after  the  misunderstanding  had  been 
explained,  it  might  be  only  proper  that  the 
officer  should  be  re-habilitated.  It  all  de- 
pends on  the  spirit  in  which  it  is  carried 
out,  and  there  are  certainly  cases  in  which 
it  is  desirable  that  men  should  be  re- 
employed. I  have  two  or  three  cases  of 
the  kind  in  my  mmd  at  present. 

The  clause  was  agreed  to. 
On  the  58th  section, 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY  said  :  On  that 
clause  I  feel  bound  to  say  that  my  criti- 
cism is  made  to  appear  very  absurd, 
because  this  clause  provides  that  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  examiners  under  the  Act, 
and  the  names  on  the  list  shall  be  laid 
before  Parliament.  It  does  not  show  the 
order  of  merit,  but  it  shows  all  the  intor- 
mation  which  is  supposed  to  be  very 
objectionable,  and  all  of  which  is  to  be 
laid  before  Parliament 

Hon.  Sir.  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— It 
does  not  show  the  grading,  but  it  shows 
the  names  and  the  examination  papers  if 
necessary. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX,  CAMPBELL. 


Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  do  not  see 
the  slighest  objection  to  showing  the 
grading  as  well,  because  it  can  possibly 
do  no  harm,  but  it  may  do  a  great  deal  of 
good  to  persons  who  stand  high  on  the 
list.  The  public  and  Parliament  should 
know  who  were  the  highest  on  the  list, 
and  who  were  the  lowest  If  there  is  no 
objection,  it  would  be  a  great  advantage' 
to  gentlemen  who  wish  to  criticize  any  ap- 
pointment, or  to  raise  any  question  as  to 
preference  shown  to  some  applicants  over 
others.  We  can  do  a  very  good  thing 
for  them  to  have  that  information  fur- 
nished to  members  of  Parliament.  It 
was  only  in  that  view  that  I  suggested  it 
should  be  so.  I  am  very  glad  to  find  in 
the  latter  part  of  the  Bill,  the  very  princi- 
ple which  I  proposed,  and  which  was  not 
accepted  in  its  proper  place. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  would 
avail  myself  of  the  opportunity  afforded 
me  by  the  wording  of  this  clause,  which 
requires  a  list  of  those  employed,  of  offer- 
ing a  suggestion  to  Parliament  and  to  the 
Government  with  regard  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  an  officer  to  a  position  which  is 
now  vacant.  I  refer  to  the  position  of 
Chief  Librarian.  Now,  the  members  of 
both  Houses  have  felt,  ever  since  the 
death  of  the  late  lamented  Mr.  Todd, 
most  deeply  his  loss. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  rise  to  a 
question  of  order.  The  hoa  gentleman's 
remarks  have  no  refence  to  the  clause  be- 
fore the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— My  re- 
marks are  relevant  to  this  Bill. 


Hon.    Mr.   SMITH- 
coming  up  about  it. 


-There  is  a   bill 


Hon.    Mr.     ALEXANDER -I 
about  to  offer  this  suggestion — 


was 


Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  have  rais- 
ed a  question  of  order ;  I  ask  the  Chair- 
man to  decide  whether  the  hon.  gentle- 
man is  in  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  would 
simply  suggest  the  propriety  of  appointing 
Mr.    Bourinot,  the  present  Clerk  of  the 
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House  of  Commons,  to  the  position  and 
paying  him  a  salary  of  $5,000. — 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH^I  have  rais- 
ed the  question  of  order  and  I  ask  for  the 
Chairman's  ruling. 

The  chairman— I  think  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Librarian  hardly  comes 
within  the  compass  of  this  Bill. 

On  the  schedules, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  said :  I  wish  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  minister  to  one 
item  in  the  schedule.  It  is  a  matter  as 
to  which  I  have  spoken  to  the  minister  in 
private  before — at  least  I  think  I  have — 
and  I  think  my  colleague  has  spoken  to 
him  also,  and  I  regret  that  I  had  not 
thought  of  it  earlier  so  that  something 
might  be  done  about  it  On  the  second 
last  page,  in  schedule  B,  there  is  this  pro- 
vision— "letter-carriers,  messengers,  box 
collectors  and  porters,  $360  to  $600,  by 
annual  increase  of  $30."  The  matter  to 
which  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
minister  is  this — I  hope  he  will  remember 
when  I  refer  to  it.  The  salary  of  these 
letter-carriers  was  originally  $300,  at  the 
time  that  the  Civil  Service  Act  was 
passed.  In  1882  or  possibly  1883,  their 
minimum  salary  was  increased  to  $360. 
Previous  to  that,  certain  letter-carriers 
had  been  appointed  by  the  hon.  gentle- 
man himself  when  he  was  Postmaster 
General  or  by  some  of  his  colleagues,  at 
the  rate  of  $300  a  year.  They  complain, 
and  I  think  with  reason,  that  the  men 
who  were  appointed  after  them,  receive 
larger  salaries  than  they  are  getting,  be- 
cause the  men  who  were  appointed  after- 
wards began  at  the  rate  of  $360  while  the 
others  had  begun  at  the  rate  of  $300.  It 
is  a  thing  I  suppose  that  is  not  very  easy 
to  avoid,  but  it  is  a  very  hard  case  indeed. 
A  salary  of  $300  a  year  is  altogether  insuffi- 
cient to  enable  a  man  to  support  his 
family.  A  letter-carrier  must  be  a  man  of 
a  certain  amount  of  intelligence  and  res- 
pectability. He  is  a  man  to  whom  you 
feel  you  can  intrust  these  important  docu- 
ments. The  question  which  1  wished  to 
ask  the  minister  was  whether  some  means 
could  not  be  taken  to  enable  those  men 
who  were  appointed  two  or  three  years 
previous  to  the  passing  of  the  Act  which 
H2 


fixed  the  minimum  at  $360  to  get  an  in- 
crease beginning  with  the  date  of  their 
appointment ;  so  that  the  men  who  were 
appointed  in  1882  should  not  be  in  a 
worse  position  than  those  appointed  in 
1883.  I  think  that  possibly  some  arrange- 
ment might  be  made  by  the  Government 
which  could  effect  that,  and  I  think  my 
hon.  colleague  agrees  with  me. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^I  do 
not  remember  the  hon.  gentleman  speak- 
ing to  me  on  the  subject,  but  I  recognize 
the  possible  hardship  of  the  case.  I  think 
the  only  remedy  would  be,  not  to  alter 
this  Bill  at  all,  but  to  give  a  special  vote 
to  these  letter-carriers  who  have  suffered. 
I  will  mention  the  matter  to  the  Post- 
master General  and  see  if  anything  can  be 
done. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  make  the  sug- 
gestion, not  at  all  on  behalf  of  political 
friends  of  mine,  but  on  behalf  of  friends 
of  my  colleague. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
only  thing  new  in  the  schedule  is  the 
inspector  of  letter-carriers.  I  mentioned 
at  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  why  the 
appointment  was  desirable,  and  I  think 
the  House  concurred  in  it  The  only 
thing  remaining  over  is  the  question  put 
by  the  hon.  member  from  Halifax  with 
reference  to  clause  10,  from  which  certain 
words  were  struck  out — "  or  until  he  has 
obtained  the  certificate  required  by  law." 
I  think  if  the  hon.  gentleman  does  not 
object,  I  will  move  that  the  committee 
rise  and  the  Bill  be  reported,  and  on  the 
third  reading  I  will  give  that  explana- 
tion. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  hope  the  min- 
ister will  allow  me  to  suggest  that  as  the 
Bill  has  to  come  up  again,  he  will  take 
into  consideration  the  propriety,  as  it  is 
now  quite  clear  that  this  information 
which  I  thought  desirable  should  be  laid 
before  Parliament  is  to  be  submitted  by 
this  Bill,  that  a  few  words  shall  be  put  in 
to  show  the  order  in  which  these  men 
stood  on  the  list.  That  could  be  done  in 
the  41st  line  of  clause  58,  by  inserting 
after  the  word  "  candidates  "  the  following: 
"  in  the  order  of  merit,  which  report  shall 
include  a  copy  of  the  examination  papers 
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and  statements  of  all  the  examinations 
held,  &c." 

Hon.  Sir.  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
understand  my  hon.  friend's  point,  and  J 
will  make  an  inquiry  about  it 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN,  from  the  commit- 
tee, reported  the  Bill,  with  amendments, 
which  were  concurred  in. 

CONSTITUTION  OF  THE  TREAS- 
URY BOARD  BILL. 

SECOND   READING. 

Bill  (104),  "  An  Act  to  amend  the  sec- 
tions of  Acts  therein  mentioned,  relating 
to  the  Constitution  of  the  Treasury  Board," 
was  introduced  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  read  the  first  time. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
think  the  House  will  allow  me  to  have  the 
Bill  read  at  length  at  the  table.  It  is  to 
add  a  member  to  the  Treasury  Board. 
The  Treasury  Board  consists  of  the  Mini- 
sters of  Finance,  Customs,  Inland  Revenue 
and  Justice.  It  is  proposed  to  add  the 
Secretary  of  State  and  one  other  of  the 
Ministers  composing  the  members  of  the 
Privy  Council.  The  Secretary  of  State  is 
added,  because  he  has  charge  of  the 
Board  of  Examiners,  and  the  Privy 
Council  is  empowered  to  choose  another 
because  it  often  happens  that  there  is  no 
French  Canadian  on  the  Board,  and  that 
gives  rise  occasionally  to  jealousy. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time  at 
length  at  the  table. 

TEMPERANCE  ACT  AND  LIQUOR 

LICENSE  ACT  AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

AMENDMENTS   CONCURRED    IN. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  having  been 
called, 

Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  (Bill 
92)  The  Canada  Temperance  Act  1878,  and 
The  Li(j[uor  License  Act  1883,  further  Amend- 
ment Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL  said:— I  have 
ahready,  at  an  earlier  period  of  to-day's 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY. 


sitting,  intimated  my  intention  of  asking 
a  postponement  of  this  order.  I  think  it 
would  be  convenient  that  my  hon.  friend 
behind  me  (Mr.  Bellerose)  should  bring 
forward  his  motion  for  adjournment, 
because  my  proposition  to  postpone  the 
consideration  of  these  amendments 
depends  a  great  deal  on  whether  his 
motion  succeeds  or  not  (No,  no.)  That 
being  the  case,  I  move  that  the  order  of 
the  day  be  discharged,  and  that  the 
amendments  be  taken  into  consideration 
to-morrow.     (Now,  now.) 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  it  is 
unusual  to  refuse  a  trifling  courtesy  like 
this  which  is  asked  for  by  the  hon.  member 
from  Sarnia. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  object  to  this- 
motion,  although  objection  has  been 
alluded  to  as  somewhat  discourteous.  I 
do  not  understand  the  relevancy  of  that 
remark  with  reference  to  a  public  bill,, 
especially  under  the  circumstances  in 
which  we  are  placed,  having  on  the  order 
of  the  day  a  notice  of  motion  for  to  mor- 
row, which  would  have  the  effect  of 
adjourning  the  House  for  ten  or  twelve 
days.  Under  the  circumstances,  it  is 
very  desirable — I  speak  of  it  now  as  a 
matter  of  public  business — that  this  Bill 
should  be  disposed  of  one  way  or  the 
other  before  the  adjournment  takes  place. 
That  is  the  starting  point;  otherwise,  if 
it  be  left  in  an  unfinished  state,  it  will 
come  on  in  the  Greek  Kalends,  perhaps 
— at  all  events  a  fortnight  hence,  pro- 
bably in  the  absence  of  gentlemen  who 
would  like  to  be  here,  and  necessarily  in 
a  comparatively  thin  house.  That  is  not 
desirable ;  and  in  regard  to  an  important 
matter  like  this — I  hope  I  am  not  speaking 
in  an  offensive  way — it  is  trifling  with  the 
House  to  ask  us,  after  the  long  delays 
which  have  occurred  and  after  the  full 
discussion  which  took  place  yesterday — 
and  which  might  very  properly  have  been 
terminated  last  night  by  a  motion  to  con- 
cur in  the  amendments — to  ask  us  to  let 
this  order  stand  for  another  day.  The 
amendments  have  been  fully  discussed 
already,  and  there  is  no  reason  why  the 
House  should  not  concur  in  them  now. 
As  to  the  3rd  reading  of  the  Bill,  that  is  a 
matter  which  perhaps  might  well  stand 
over  until  to-morrow ;  but,  speaking  of  to- 
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morrow,  we  know  what  day  of  the  week  it 
is,  and  we  know  that  on  Friday  many 
gentlemen — not  myself  or  any  of  the 
members  from  the  Maritime  Provinces — 
take  the  opportunity  of  going  home, 
leaving  in  the  afternoon  at  an  early  hour, 
and  it  is  not  possible  that  these  amend- 
ments could  be  taken  into  consideration 
and  disposed  of  properly  to-morrow. 
Under  the  circumstances  I  do  say  that  if 
there  ever  was  a  case  where  a  bill  should 
be  disposed  of  it  is  this.  There  is  another 
reason.  This  is  a  measure  which  is  in  the 
hands  of  the  House ;  it  is  a  public  bill 
which  has  been  standing  for  weeks  and 
weeks  ;  it  has  been  fully  discussed  and  is 
thoroughly  understood  On  a  former 
occasion,  when  an  appeal  was  made  to 
postpone  it  because  of  the  absence  of  an 
hon.  gentleman  who  was  unable,  through 
illness,  to  be  here,  I  at  once  rose  and, 
notwithstanding  the  murmurs  of  some  of 
my  friends,  agreed  to  the  postponement 
My  hon.  friend  stated  to-day  that  he 
wished  to  have  it  postponed  because  of 
the  absence  of  my  hon.  friend  who  sits 
below  me,  (Mr.  Scott) 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— That  was  one  of 
the  reasons. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— That  was  the 
chief  one. 

Hon.  members— It  was  the  first 
one. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— The  appeal  was 
made,  and  if  the  hoa  member  had  not 
come  into  his  place  shortly  afterwards 
there  would  have  been  some  grounds  for 
the  appeal,  but  now  that  reason  has  van- 
ished. The  other  ground  was  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  wanted  to  consult  certain 
members  of  another  body.  Really  that  is 
a  ground  which  I  will  not  exactly  say  is 
childish,  but  it  is  trifling  with  us  to  give 
such  a  reason,  because  my  hon.  friend 
knows  very  well  that  he  has  had  an  oppor- 
tunity to  confer  with  members  in  another 
place  during  the  last  24  hours,  and  he 
knows  very  well  that  the  only  constitu- 
tional way  of  having  intercourse  on  such 
subjects,  after  a  Bill  has  arrived  at  this 
stage,  is  quite  open  to  him,  when  the 
Bill  comes  back  with  the  amendments 
accepted  or  rejected  either  in  whole  or 


part  These  are  the  two  grounds  on 
which  my  hon.  friend  asked  to  have  the 
matter  postponed.  I  beg  to  move  in 
amendment  to  his  motion,  that  the  House 
do  concur  in  the  amendments  to  the  said 
Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — I  think  hon.  gen- 
tlemen cannot  have  failed  to  observe  the 
exceeding  want  of  courtesy  which  has  beea 
manifested  towards  me  on  this  occasion. 
I  have  not  even  had  an  opportunity  allow- 
ed  me  to  state  the  reasons  why  I  wished 
this  Bill  postponed.  The  hon.  member 
from  Amherst  without  waiting  to  hear  my 
explanation,  rises  and  makes  his  statement,, 
not  even  allowing  me  the  common  privi- 
lege of  stating  the  ground  on  which  I  asked 
the  House  to  assent  to  the  proposal  which 
I  now  make.  I  may  be  wrong  in  my  judg- 
ment, but  I  think  it  is  a  want  of  courtesy 
in  this  House  which  has  never  before  been 
displayed  to  any  member  who  has  had 
charge  of  an  important  bill,  to  which  many 
amendments  have  been  made — some  of 
them  important,  and  which  are  not  now 
before  us  in  such  a  way  that  we  can  deal 
intelligently  with  them — to  refuse  a  post- 
ponement We  have  not  this  bill  with 
the  amendments  printed  in  it,  and  that  is 
my  principal  reason  for  asking  for  this 
delay.  For  instance,  I  wish  in  connection 
with  this  matter  to  resist  the  motion  for 
concurrence  with  one  particular  amend- 
ment, which  was  made  in  committee,  and 
having  no  number  attached  I  cannot  de- 
signate it.  There  is  no  possibility  for  me 
to  refer  to  it  in  giving  the  notice  that  I 
wish  to  give  of  moving  that  it  be  referred 
back  to  the  committee  to  strike  out  the 
clause.  Now,  I  think  hon.  gentlemen 
must  concede  that  there  is  ample  ground 
for  the  position  which  I  take — that  the 
important  amendments  which  have  been, 
made  should  be  printed  in  this  Bill 
before  we  are  asked  to  concur  in  them. 
It  is  true  they  are  in  our  minutes,  but 
if  you  read  these  minutes,  they  leave 
an  impression  on  the  mind  that  important 
changes  have  been  made,  but  what  the 
effect  of  them  is  we  do  not  clearly  know. 
I  am  asking,  simply,  the  concession  that 
we  may  have  the  Bill  before  us  in  such  a 
shape  that  we  may  understand  it  What 
are  the  amendments  that  I  may  feel  it  my 
duty  to  resist,  I  do  not  yet  know.  I  do 
not  propose  to  entei  into  any  of  those 
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matters  which  have  been  fully  discussed ; 
I  merely  propose  to  place  a  motion  before 
the  House,  on  which  a  vote  may  be  re- 
corded in  our  Journal :  I  want  the  country 
to  know  who  they  are  that  give  respectful 
attention  to  the  petitions  which  have  been 
presented  here,  and  who  refuse  to  listen 
to  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— They  know  well 
who  it  is. 

Hon.  Mr.^VIDAL— No;  they  have  no 
opportunity  of  knowing.  The  votes  in 
committee  are  not  recorded.  I  want  the 
country  to  know  who,  among  us,  in  the 
discharge  of  their  public  duties,  turn  a 
deaf  ear  to  the  prayers  of  the  people. 
Another  reason  why  I  ask  for  a  postpone- 
ment is,  with  a  view  to  facilitate  the  action 
of  the  House  with  reference  to  this  matter. 
There  are  certain  amendments  made,  and 
however  improper  it  may  seem  to  some 
hon.  members,  that  I  should  have  con- 
ference with  members  of  the  other  House, 
I  think  it  would  be  a  wise  and  proper  course 
to  pursue.  This  Bill  comes  from  the  other 
House,  where  its  friends  and  promoters 
are.  If  those  promoters  say  that  they 
accept  these  amendments,  I  will  at  once 
consent  to  their  being  concurred  in,  and 
a  great  deal  of  time  may  be  saved.  My 
expectation  is  that  they  will  concur  in  all 
of  them  but  one,  and,  if  so,  that  will 
greatly  expedite  our  dealing  with  the  Bill 
I  think  it  a  very  proper  request  to  make 
that  I  should  have  an  opportunity  to  con- 
sult with  them,  especially  when  we  know 
that  the  Bill  has  to  go  back  to  that  House, 
and  that  by  consulting  with  its  friends  there 
now,  we  may  facilitate  its  passage  by 
coming  to  an  understanding  on  the  sub- 
ject I  present  my  request  to  the  House 
to  be  allowed  to  postpone  the  consider- 
ation of  these  amendments  until  to-morrow. 
In  saying  so  this  afternoon,  I  prefaced  my 
remarks  by  stating  that  I  wished  my  hon. 
friend  (Mr.  Bellerose)  to  make  his  motion 
for  an  adjournment  that  I  might  know  what 
the  decision  of  the  House  was  with  refer- 
ence to  it  I  honestly  confess  that  should 
the  House  adopt  that  motion,  my  idea 
would  be  to  let  the  matter  stand  over 
until  we  meet  again.  (No,  no  !)  Well, 
I  have  no  objection  to  either  way,  but 
that  would  appear  to  me  to  be  the  very 
best  way  to  deal  with  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL. 


Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  must  say 
I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary — 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAI^— I  have  not  yet 
concluded  my  remarks.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman is  in  a  great  hurry  to  oppose  my 
request;  he  is  fanatical  in  his  oppositon 
to  the  Bill.  I  cast  myself  on  the  House, 
and  I  do  not  think  the  Senate  will  be  so 
lacking  in  the  courtesy  which  they  usually 
extend  to  members  in  charge  of  important 
measures  as  to  refuse  my  request. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— The  hon. 
member  from  Sarnia  accuses  me  of  fanati- 
cism. I  think  if  anyone  displays  fanati- 
cism it  is  the  hon.  gentleman  himself ;  he 
has  not  convinced  me,  and  I  do  not  think 
he  has  convinced  the  House,  that  there  is 
any  reason  why  the  concurrence  in  these 
amendments  should  be  postponed.  I  am 
quite  willing  that  every  one  should  have 
an  opportunity  to  show  how  he  votes  on 
this  matter.  We  have  a  full  house  to- 
day ;  the  division  in  committee  yesterday 
was  42  to  20  ;  but  my  hon.  friend  would 
prefer  to  postpone  the  Bill  until  to-morrow 
because  he  knows  that  a  good  many 
members  will  then  be  away,  or  he  would 
like  to  postpone  it  to  a  later  date  when 
there  would  be  a  thin  House  and  he 
would  have  a  chance  to  get  his  Bill 
through. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— I  deny  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Any  mem- 
ber can  see  the  drift  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man's manoeuvre. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Order,  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— It  is  a 
proper  word  to  characterize  it — I  say  it  is 
a  manoeuvre  to  prevent  a  full  vote  being 
taken  upon  the  Bill  I  am  not  content  to 
have  the  House  placed  in  that  position. 
He  gave  us  two  reasons  why  there  should 
be  a  postponement ;  the  first  was  that  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  was  not  present 
That  was  settled  by  the  appearance  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Ottawa  in  his  place. 
Then  he  wanted  to  confer  with  members 
of  the  other  House.  Does  not  every  one 
know  that  he  is  in  continuous  communi- 
cation with  members  of  the  other  House  ? 
I  say  it  is  not  a  proper  reason  to  advance 
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to  obtain  a  postponement  of  this  Bill. 
Every  important  amendment  to  the  Bill 
but  one  emanated  from  the  hon.  gentle- 
man himself  and  those  who  act  with  him. 
There  is  nothing  therefore  which  requires 
any  great  deliberation,  and  those  of  us 
who  wish  to  put  our  views  on  record  want 
to  have  the  vote  taken  when  there  is  a 
full  House  We  had  last  night  probably 
as  large  a  house  as  we  have  ever  had  here, 
and  my  hon.  friend  could  not  choose  a 
better  occasion  to  obtain  an  expression  of 
opinion  from  the  Senate  on  this  important 
question.  I  am  anxious  to  show  the 
opinion  of  this  House  upon  this  iniquitous 
measure,  and  their  opinion  of  the  degrada- 
tion which  the  temperance  people  are 
bringing  upon  the  country  by  such 
legislation. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— I  am  surprised  at 
the  position  taken  by  the  hon.  member 
from  Lunenburg.  He  talks  about  fanati- 
cism. I  think  that  is  a  word  which  should 
not  be  used  in  an  august  assembly  like 
this.  I  want  to  know  what  I  am  going  to 
vote  for,  and  when  I  take  up  the  minutes 
of  yesterday's  proceedings  and  look 
through  them,  it  is  a  moral  impossibility 
for  me  to  tell  what  I  am  going  to  vote  for, 
with  the  exception  of  the  amendment  of 
the  hon.  member  from  Halifax.  That  is 
the  reason  why  I  should  like  to  have  the 
Bill  re-printed  with  the  amendments,  so 
that  we  can  see  what  we  are  going  to  vote 
for.  I  have  been  in  this  House  ever  since 
it  was  constituted,  and  I  believe  this  is 
the  first  time  that  I  have  ever  known, 
when  a  member  having  charge  of  a  Bill 
desired  to  postpone  it  to  a  later  day,  such 
a  request  to  be  refused ;  but,  of  course, 
the  opponents  of  the  Bill  ate  in  the  ma- 
jority, and  if  they  choose  to  put  down  the 
minority  by  insisting  that  they  shall  vote 
upon  a  question  without  quite  understand- 
ing it,  we  must  only  submit ;  but  the 
country  will  understand  the  position  in 
which  we  are  placed.  I  am  not  ashamed 
to  record  my  vote  on  this  question,  nor  is 
anyone  else  who  advocates  this  measure. 
I  cannot  see  any  ground  for  objection  to 
the  proposal  to  postpone  this  order  until 
to-morrow.  We  have  no  other  work  be- 
fore us,  and  we  can  get  through  with  it 
to-morrow  as  easily  as  we  can  to-day.  I 
cannot  record  my  vote  intelligently  on  this 
Bill  under  the  circumstances,  and  conse- 


quently I  shall  have  to  abstain  from  voting 
altogether.  I  am  sorry  to  think  that  this  im- 
portant question  should  be  treated  in  such  a 
manner  by  the  majority  in  this  House.  I 
was  in  hopes  that  we  would  have  some 
useful  amendments  made  to  the  Scott  Act, 
but,  instead  of  that,  the  very  reverse  has 
been  done,  because  the  amendment  of  the 
hon.  member  from  Halifax  renders  the 
Bill  useless.  I  do  not  care  what  the 
members  of  the  other  House  are  going  to 
do,  but  I  want  to  know  what  I  am  going 
to  vote  for.  I  have  not  the  education  of 
some  hon.  gentlemen  here ;  for  instance, 
the  hon.  member  from  Lunenburg ;  and 
I  cannot  understand  what  A,  B,  C,  is  for, 
unless  I  have  something  else  to  explain 
the  letters ;  therefore,  I  cannot  vote  upon 
this  Bill. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
Might  not  my  hon.  friend's  object  be  at- 
tained in  this  way  :  He  says  the  House 
is  anxious  to  vote  on  this  Bill ;  and  it  is 
very  desirable  that  a  vote  should  be  taken 
on  it  when  the  House  is  full.  Those  who 
are  opposed  to  the  Bill,  including  myself, 
are  just  as  anxious  and  ready  to  record 
their  votes  as  the  supporters  of  the  Bill. 
Could  not  my  hon.  friend  allow  the 
amendments  to  be  concurred  in,  and  let 
the  Bill  stand  for  third  reading  to-morrow  ? 
He  can  then  move  that  the  Bill  be  not 
concurred  in,  but  that  such  and  such  a 
thing  be  done.  In  that  way  he  can  move 
to  strike  out  anything  which  he  considers 
objectionable  in  the  Bill,  and  attain  all  he 
desires,  and,  at  the  same  time,  a  vote  can 
be  taken  upon  the  amendments  in  a  full 
House. 

Hon.  Mr.  DIKEY— I  am  perfectly 
willing  to  adopt  that  plan. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— I  really  do  not 
understand  my  position.  I  do  not  want 
the  concurrence  of  the  House  in  these 
amendments  to  go  on  record  unopposed. 
My  difficulty  is  that  the  particular  amend- 
ment that  I  want  to  divide  the  House 
upon,  I  cannot  designate.  It  is  not 
clause  number  so  and  so,  and  it  is  not 
described  in  any  documents  before  us. 
Some  of  the  amendments  made  in  com- 
mittee, I  do  not  object  to;  but  there  is 
one  that  I  object  to,  and  I  cannot  desig- 
nate it. 
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Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— You  can  do 
it  on  the  third  reading. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— You 
can  do  it  on  the  third  reading  without 
notice. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— -There  is  very 
little  doubt  that  the  majority  of  the  House 
is  against  the  Bill,  but  I  think  the  feeling 
expressed  by  a  respectable  portion  of  the 
House  is,  that  the  hon.  gentlemen  who 
ask  for  the  postponement  should  not  be 
refused  their  request 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — I  wish  to  repudi- 
ate the  charge  of  any  intention  on  my  part 
to  take  advantage  of  the  absence  of  any 
gentlemen  who  are  opposed  to  this 
measure  in  calling  on  a  vote  on  this  Bill. 
I  am  willing,  if  it  can  be  done  by  the 
amendment  of  my  hon.  friend  from 
Amherst,  to  have  the  division  taken  and 
let  it  pass,  with  the  understanding  that  I 
am  not  to  be  debarred  from  making  my 
motion  on  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill. 

The  House  divided  on  the  amendment, 
which  was  carried  on  the  following 
division  : — 


COHTENTS : 

Hon 

.  Messrs. 

Almon, 

McKay, 

Archibald, 

McKindsey, 

Baillargeon, 

McMillan, 

Bolduc, 

Macfarlane, 

Boteford, 

Montgomery, 

Boucherville  de, 

Nelson. 

Campbell,  cSir  Alex 

),Northwood, 

Carvel  1, 

Odell, 

Clemow, 

O'Donohoe, 

DeBloie, 

Ogilvie, 

Dever, 

Paquet, 

Dickey, 

Plumb, 

Ferguson, 

Read, 

Glasier, 

Robitaille, 

Gu^vremont, 

Rose, 

Hamilton, 

Smith, 

Eaulbacb, 

Sutherland, 

Jjacoete, 

Thibaudeau, 

McDonald, 

Turner.— 38. 

N0N-C0»TE»T8 : 

Hon. 

Messrs. 

Alexander, 

Mclnnes, 

Allan, 

McMaster, 

Arroand, 

Macdonald, 

Chaffers, 

Miller  (Speaker), 

Chapais, 

Poirier, 

Ferrier, 

Power, 

Flint, 

Stevens, 

Girard, 
Grant, 
Hay  t  home, 
Leonard, 
McClelan, 


Trudel, 
Vidal, 
Wark,— 22. 


Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL  moved  that  the  Bill 
be  read  the  third  time  to-morrow,  and 
that  it  stand  the  first  order  of  the  day. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  six  o'clock. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Friday,  May  8th,  1885, 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routme  proceedmgs. 

AN   ADJOURNMENl*. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK  gave  notice  that  he 
would  move,  on  Monday  next,  that,  when 
the  House  adjourns  it  stand  adjourned 
until  Wednesday,  the  28th  inst 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLERO^E  ::!Oved  thai 
when  this  House  adjourns  to-day,  it  do 
stand  adjourned  until  Wednesday,  the  20th 
inst.  He  said  :  It  is  unnecessary  to  give 
the  reasons  for  making  this  motion.  The 
orders  of  the  day  show  that  there  is  no 
work  for  us  after  to-day,  and  there  is 
no  legislation  coming  up  from  the  other 
House.  One  bill  has  occupied  the  time 
of  that  House  for  a  week  or  ten  days  and, 
from  what  we  can  see,  it  is  likely  to  occupy 
their  time  for  some  weeks  to  come.  They 
only  pass  one  or  two  clauses  a  week,  and 
the  probability  is,  when  we  return  on  the 
20th  inst,  you  will  find  them  still  debating 
the  measure.  Next  week  there  will  be 
two  non-sitting  days — Thursday  and  Satur- 
day; that  leaves  only  four  sitting  days 
next  week.  I  have  no  objection  to  vote 
for  the  amendment  of  my  hon.  friend  firom 
Fredericton,  to  adjourn  for  a  fortnight 
longer,  because  a  week  fi"om  Monday  next 
will  be  the  Queen's  birthday  celebration. 
However,  as  there  are  some  members  of 
this  House  who  would  probably  object  to 
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it  on  the  ground  that  sufficient  notice  has 
not  been  given,  I  will  merely  move  the 
motion  which  appears  on  the  paper. 

Hon.  Mr.  McDONALD  (C.  B.)-- 
When  notice  was  given  of  this  motion  I 
thought  it  was  not  for  a  sufficiently  long 
period  to  enable  those  of  us  who  live  in 
the  Maritime  Provinces  to  visit  our  homes. 
If  the  House  would  consent  to  an  adjourn- 
ment until  the  26th  or  27th  of  the  month 
I  do  not  think  it  would  make  any  material 
difference,  so  far  as  the  business  of  the 
session  is  concerned.  Judging  from 
appearances,  we  are  not  likely  to  have  any 
business  from  the  other  House  for  three 
weeks  to  come.  They  have  been  several 
days  debating  the  Franchise  Bill,  and  they 
have  only  reached  the  3rd  clause  ;  as  the 
Bill  contains  63  clauses  altogether,  we  can 
imagine  how  long  it  will  take  to  reach  the 
end  of  it.  If  the  House  will  adjourn  until 
the  26th,  we  will  lose  only  nine  sitting 
days.  If  we  meet  on  the  20th  of  the 
month  there  are  only  two  more  sitting  days 
of  that  week.  Then  follow  three  non- 
sitting  days,  and  therefore  I  think  it  would 
be  much  more  convenient  to  adjourn  until 
the  26th. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— I  did  not  give  the 
notice  because  I  thought  the  House  should 
adjourn.  I  think  that  the  important  events 
which  are  transpiring  in  different  parts  of 
the  Dominion,  the  troubles  out  in  the 
North-West,  and  other  events,  would 
render  it  desirable  that  we  should  remain 
here,  but  if  an  adjournment  is  to  take 
place,  we  who  live  a  great  distance  from 
the  Capital,  and  who  have  been  here  100 
days  now,  ought  to  have  an  opportunity  to 
spend  a  few  days  at  home.  I  therefore 
have  named  Monday  as  the  day  on  which 
the  motion  should  be  offered.  I  believe 
that  is  the  day  on  which  the  adjournment 
ought  to  take  place  It  will  give  the  Gov- 
ernment time  to  consider  whether  we  are 
likely  to  have  anything  to  do  during  the 
next  two  or  three  weeks.  I  am  satisfied  if 
the  Bill  before  the  other  House  is  pressed, 
there  is  very  little  prospect  of  its  passing 
sooner.  It  is  likely  to  remain  under 
discussion,  and  consequently,  if  that 
Bill  is  persevered  in,  and  we  have  to 
adjourn,  we  might  just  as  well  ad- 
journ until  the  27th.  I  should  like  to 
know  whether  the  Franchise  Bill  is  likely 


to  be  persevered  in  to  the  exclusion  of  all 
other  business ;  if  it  is,  there  can  be  no 
objection  to  the  adjournment  that  I  have 
suggested.  I  have  named  Wednesday, 
because  it  gives  most  of  us  an  opportunity 
to  remain  at  home  over  Sunday.  I  do  not 
like  the  idea  of  adjourning  at  the  end  of  a 
week,  because  those  of  us  who  live  in  the 
Maritime  Provinces  would  have  to  spend 
Sunday  on  the  way  home. 

Hon.  Mr.  VI  DAL— Perhaps  the  Mini- 
ster of  Justice  may  be  able  to  answer  the 
question  now. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I  am 
quite  ready  to  give  an  answer  now.  When 
I  saw  the  notice  on  the  paper  I  considered 
it  my  duty  to  inquire,  and  I  did  make  an 
inquiry  as  carefully  as  I  could,  whether  the 
adjournment  should  take  place.  I  believe 
the  adjournment  may  take  place,  as  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  member  from  DeLan- 
audiere,  without  any  prejudice  whatever  to 
the  public  business.  I  think  it  would  not 
be  desirable  to  prolong  the  time  more 
than  that  My  hon.  friend,  from  Cape 
Breton  says  that  we  only  lose,  by  the  longer 
adjournment,  two  days  in  the  week, 
Thursdayand  Friday,  and  that  the  Queen's 
birthday  being  celebrated  on  Monday,  we 
probably  should  not  meet  on  that  day,  and 
therefore  it  would  not  make  much  differ- 
ence. It  would  make  a  difference  of  a 
week,  and  that  perhaps  might  be  incon- 
venient. I  can  only  say,  in  answer  to  the 
hon.  gentleman's  question,  that  I  believe 
the  adjournment  proposed  by  the  hon. 
member  from  DeLanaudiere  will  not  pre- 
judice public  business  in  any  way. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK--It  would  be  of  no 
advantage  to  those  who  live  a  greater  dis- 
tance from  the  Capital  I  move  as  an 
amendment  that  the  House  stand  ad- 
journed until  Wednesday  the  28th  inst 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  object 
to  the  amendment,  and  I  think  it  cannot 
be  put.  It  could  not  be  put  as  a  sub- 
stantive motion,  and  it  cannot  be  put  now 
as  an  amendment. 

The  speaker— It  can  be  put  only 
by  the  unanimous  consent  of  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Then  I 
must  oppose  it,  as  I  oppose  the  motion  of 
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the  hon.  member  from  DeLanaudiere. 
We  have  a  Bill  before  us  which  cannot, 
without  great  pressure,  be  put  through  to- 
day, and  besides  there  are  four  or  five 
other  matters  before  the  House,  all  requir- 
ing a  great  deal  of  consideration  and  de- 
liberation. I  believe  also  that  other  bills 
must  necessarily  come  before  us  in  a  few 
days.  There  is  one,  especially,  for  the  re- 
organization of  the  Library  of  Parliament. 
The  hoa  member  from  Woodstock  was 
so  anxious  yesterday  for  that  Bill  to  come 
up  to  us  that  he  wanted  to  discuss  it  be- 
fore it  reached  us.  I  think  we  have  no 
right  to  anticipate  the  action  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  If  there  is  a  delay,  whether 
proper  or  otherwise,  it  is  no  reason  why 
we  should  be  relieved  of  our  duties  in  this 
House.  There  is  ample  business  before 
us,  if  properly  considered  and  debated,  to 
occupy  all  our  time  until  further  measures 
come  up  from  the  other  Chamber.  I  cer- 
tainly shall  not  allow  this  motion  to  pass 
without  asking  for  a  division  upon  it.  We 
cannot  get  through  the  business  before  the 
House  to-day ;  that  is  quite  evident  I 
dare  say  the  leader  of  the  Government  is 
quite  ready  to  be  relieved  of  the  presence 
of  gentlemen  in  this  House,  and  I  under- 
stand facilities  have  been  offered  to  some 
members  to  go  to  their  homes.  I  have 
had  no  intimation  of  it  myself,  but  I 
understand  that  some  members  from  the 
Maritime  Provinces  have  been  told 
that  they  could  avail  themselves  of  free 
passages  over  the  Intercolonial  Railway. 
If  that  is  the  case,  the  offer  should  not  be 
confined  to  individual  members,  and  I 
think  it  is  a  proper  question  to  ask  the 
leader  of  this  House  whether  the  Govern- 
ment railway,  or  any  other  railway,  is  to 
furnish  free  passes  to  members  from  the 
Maritime  Provinces  ?  If  so  it  should  be 
general.  I  do  not  care  to  ask  the  Depart- 
ment of  Railways  as  a  favor  for  a  pass.  I 
have  never  done  so  and  I  never  shall ;  if 
any  passes  are  being  issued  to  members  of 
the  Senate  we  ought  to  be  informed  of  it, 
and  every  member  should  be  treated 
alike.  I  oppose  the  motion,  because  we 
are  here  to  do  the  business  of  the  country. 
Hardly  a  day  passes  that  I  do  not  receive 
communications  on  business  which  I  have 
to  submit  to  the  Government  or  to  the 
House.  I  believe  that  the  session  ought 
to  be  over  by  this  time  and  that  we  should 
be  at  our  homes.     It  is  bad  enough  to  be 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH. 


detained  here  such  a  length  of  time,  but 
it  would  be  worse  still  to  go  home  for  a 
few  days  and  have  to  return  again. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— This  mo- 
tion is  brought  before  us  by  an  hon. 
member  from  the  Province  of  Quebec 
We  all  understand  that  such  a  lengthened 
adjournment  is  either  inspired  or  sanc- 
tioned by  the  leader  of  the  Government 
in  this  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— I  wish  to 
set  the  hon.  gentleman  right.  I  may  tell 
him  that  when  I  gave  notice  of  the  ad- 
journment, the  Minister  of  Justice  seemed 
to  be  opposed  to  it,  and  it  was  only  be- 
cause so  many  appeared  to  be  in  favor  of 
it  that  he  took  the  trouble  to  ascertain 
whether  it  could  take  place  or  not 

Hon.  Mk.  ALEXANDER— At  all 
events  the  leader  of  the  Government  in 
this  House  since  the  motion  was  first 
brought  before  us  has  shown  how  anxious 
he  was  to  have  it  canied. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— He  opposed 
it  at  first 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— At  this  late 
period  of  the  session,  and  certainly  at  this 
eventful  moment,  an  adjournment  will  not 
be  approved  of  by  the  country.  It  wnll 
make  this  impression  that  the  members  of 
the  Senate  are  not  alive  to  their  responsi- 
bilities. As  the  hon.  member  from  Lun- 
enburg has  said  we  have  no  right  to 
anticipate  the  action  of  the  House  of 
Commons. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — We^  anticipate 
their  want  of  action. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— The  First 
Minister  may  find  immediately  such  an 
outburst  of  public  indignation  throughout 
the  Province  of  Ontario  with  regard  to 
that  infamous  Franchise  Bill  as  will  com- 
pel him  to  drop  it 

The  SPEAKER— It  is  not  in  order 
for  the  hon.  gentleman  to  introduce  a 
discussion  of  this  kind,  and  he  knows  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— We  do 
not  know  but  that  on  Monday  or  Tuesday 
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the  First  Minister  may  do  as  he  did  two 
days  ago — suspend  all  further  discussion 
of  the  Franchise  Bill  and  go  on  with  the 
business  of  the  country  and  give  us  full 
employment.  Between  now  and  the  20th 
of  this  month  the  most  momentous  events 
may  transpire  in  the  North-West,  and  if 
so  what  will  the  public  say  when  they 
learn  that  the  members  of  the  Senate,  who 
can  afford  to  give  their  time  and  services 
to  the  country,  are  away  from  their  post  ? 
There  are  measures  of  the  utmost  conse- 
quence to  come  up  before  us  this  session ; 
there  is  the  question  of  further  advances 
to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  will  not  be 
here  for  some  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— There  are 
other  questions  besides,  those  relating  to 
the  finances  of  the  country  and  the  large 
amounts  required  to  be  raised  in  order  to 
meet  the  public  liabilities.  It  is  not  the 
object  of  my  hon.  friend  from  DeLan- 
audiere  to  prevent  discussion,  but  it  is  the 
desire  of  the  Government  that  there  shall 
be  as  little  debate  as  possible  in  this 
Chamber.  What  a  sham  it  was,  his  mov- 
ing the  other  day  for  the  appointment  of 
a  joint  committee  to  consider  the  best 
means  of  providing  public  business  for 
this  body.     (Order,  order). 

The  SPEAKER— The  hon.  gentleman 
should  observe  the  rules. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  will  not 
refer  to  that  extraordinary  sham,  but  we 
certainly  do  desire  that  the  measures 
which  come  up  before  the  Senate  should 
have  due  consideration  here,  and  that  they 
should  not,  as  during  past  sessions,  be 
brought  before  us  within  48  hours  of  the 
end  of  the  session,  when  there  is  not  time 
for  debating  them,  and  we  have  to  pass 
them,  as  a  matter  of  form,  just  as  they 
come  from  the  Government  who  have 
brought  so  much  disaster  on  the 
country. 

Hon.  Mr.  O'DONOHOE— There  are 
some  hon.  gentlemen  whose  homes  are  so 
Car  from  the  Capital  that  it  is  hardly  possi- 
ble for  them  to  leave  here  and  spend  more 
than  a  day  or  two  at  home  and  return  by 
the  20th. 


Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— There 
are  some  who  cannot  get  home  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  O'DONOHOE— I  am  sure 
that  those  gentlemen  will  not  stay  in  the 
way  of  those  hon.  members  who  live 
nearer  to  the  Capita],  and  who  can  reach 
home  in  a  shorter  time.  I  am  quite  sure 
that  they  will  see  the  propriety  of  allowing 
everyone  who  can  avail  himself  of  the  ad- 
journment to  do  so.  Why  should  they 
play  the  dog  in  the  manger  ?  I  am  sure 
they  will  not  do  it.  The  hon.  member 
from  Lunenburg  says  that  some  members 
are  offered  passes  to  go  home  to  the  Mari- 
time Provinces.  If  such  an  offer  has 
been  made  by  any  company,  I  venture  to 
say  that  it  is  only  the  member  from 
Lunenburg  who  has  heard  of  it.  My  hon. 
friend  also  states  that  the  public  business 
demands  that  we  should  remain.  The 
Minister  of  Justice  tells  us  that  the  public 
business  will  not  be  prejudiced  by  this 
adjournment.  Which  authority  shall  we 
take — the  hon.  member  from  Lunenburg, 
or  the  leader  of  the  Government  in  this 
House  ?  Unless,  indeed,  a  change  has 
taken  place,  and  my  hon.  friend  from 
Lunenburg  has  a  position  in  the  Govern- 
ment that  enables  him  to  speak  with 
authority  to  the  Senate.  I  am  quite  sure 
that  there  is  not  a  member  of  this  House, 
however  anxious  he  might  be  to  go  home, 
who  would  think  of  leaving  the  Capital  if 
there  was  a  prospect  of  any  business  com- 
ing before  us  within  the  period  of  the 
proposed  adjournment.  It  is  because 
there  is  no  prospect  of  any  business 
coming  up  that  an  adjournment  has  been 
proposed,  and  I  trust  that  the  House  will 
see  the  propriety  of  allowing  the  largest 
number  who  can  go  home,  to  visit  their 
families,  and  to  take  part,  perhaps,  in  pro- 
ceedings going  on  in  relation  to  public 
affairs. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  consider 
that  it  would  be  far  more  becoming  if  this 
question  of  adjournment  were  debated 
upon  other  than  personal  grounds,  as  it  is 
scarcely  possible  to  meet  the  convenience 
of  all  hon.  members.  In  my  judgment,  it 
is  the  lowest  style  of  argument  that  can 
be  adduced  here,  that  of  private  conven- 
ience. For  my  jMirt,  I  intend  to  vote 
against  both  propositions  for  adjournment, 
and  to  take  a  wider  view  of  it      I  concur 
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very  much  in  the  view  of  the  hoa  gentle- 
man from  Woodstock.  It  seems  to  me 
that  the  dignity  of  the  Senate  is  concerned 
in  keeping  this  body  together,  and  that 
we  should  be  in  our  places,  ready  for  any 
contingency  in  public  affairs  that  may 
arise.  We  are  now  at  an  important  crisis 
in  the  affairs  of  the  Dominion,  a  political 
crisis  and  a  national  crisis,  and  if  these  two 
objects  united  are  not  sufficient  to  keep 
hon.  gentlemen  in  their  places  there  is 
very  little  hope  in  doing  so.  The  leader 
of  the  Government  has  stood  up  in  his 
place  and  stated  that  there  is  no  proba- 
bility of  any  work  coming  up  from  the 
other  House  for  some  time.  No  doubt 
the  Minister  speaks  to  the  best  of  his 
knowledge  and  belief,  but  it  is  not 
unlikely  that  events  may  occur  in  the 
Commons,  or  in  the  North-West  Terri- 
tories, that  may  make  the  united  action  of 
this  Senate  necessary,  and  what  would  the 
country  think  if  the  members  of  this  House 
were  dispersed  all  over  the  provinces,  when 
their  services  were  required  in  this 
Chamber  ?  Another  view  of  the  case  is 
that  the  regulations  concerning  the  indem- 
nity of  senators  are  obviously  framed  with 
the  intention  of  keeping  members  in  their 
places  until  the  close  of  the  session,  and 
we  cannot,  with  impunity,  override  those 
regulations. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ — It  is  quite  evident 
that  the  leader  of  the  Government  would 
not  have  given  his  consent  to  the  adjourn- 
ment if  he  had  reason  to  believe  that  the 
interests  of  the  country  would  suffer  by  it 
We  have  been  here  fourteen  weeks ;  we 
have  sat  regularly,  from  3  to  6,  as  a  general 
thing,  and  have  had  three  night-sittings ; 
we  have  accomplished  all  the  work  that 
has  come  before  us,  and  from  present 
appearances  we  will  have  little  more  to  do 
for  some  time  to  come.  As  to  this 
**  political  crisis,"  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Prince  Edward  Island,  I 
do  not  know  where  it  is.  I  hope  it  will 
not  arise  very  soon,  but  if  it  does  we  will 
be  back  here  in  time  to  take  hold  of  any 
question  that  will  require  our  considera- 
tion. In  the  meantime  let  us  go  home 
and  see  how  the  country  feels  on  this  im- 
portant "  political  crisis." 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— I  am  opposed  to 
the  adjournment.     I  have  never  voted  for 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE. 


one  of  those  adjournments  since  I  have 
been  in  the  Senate,  and  I  cannot  do  so 
to-day.  My  hoa  friend  from  DeLan- 
audiere,  I  look  upon  as  the  chairman  of 
the  standing  committee  of  adjournments 
connected  with  the  Senate,  from  the  fact 
that  he  is  the  only  person  who  ever  moves 
an  adjournment  of  the  Senate.  The 
Minister  of  Justice  may  feel  that  it  is  a 
very  easy  matter  for  him  to  give  way  under 
the  circumstances,  but  it  is  not  for  me  to 
say,  because  the  Minister  of  Justice  favors 
an  adjournment,  that  I  do. 

The  speaker— Under  the  objection 
raised  by  the  member  for  Lunenburg,  I 
consider  the  amendment  is  out  of  order. 
An  amendment  of  this  kind  to  be  in  order, 
must  have  notice  of  it  given  ;  an  amend- 
ment extending  beyond  the  notice  would 
not  be  in  order. 

The  House  divided  on  the  motion, 
which  was  carried  on  the  following  divis- 
ion : 

Contents : 


Hon.  Messrs. 

Allan,  ' 

Mclnnes, 

Almon, 

McKay, 
McKindsey, 

Archibald, 

Armand, 

McMaster, 

BaillargeoD, 

McMillan, 

Bellerose, 

Macfarlane, 

Bolduc, 

Miller  (Speaker), 

Doucherville, 

de,         Montgomery, 
Alex.),  Odell, 

Campbell  (Sir 

Carvell, 

0*Donohoe, 

CliafJera, 

Ogilvie, 
Paquet, 
Pellet  er, 

Chapais, 

Cormier, 

Clemow, 

Plumb, 

DeBlois, 

Power, 

Ferguson, 

Head, 

Ferrier, 

Robitaille, 

Girard, 

Smith, 

Glasier, 

Stevens, 

Guevremont, 

Thibaudeau, 

flow  Ian, 

Trudel, 

Lacoste, 

Turner. 

McDonald, 

Vidal,— 46. 

NON-CONTKNTS  : 

Hon.  Messrs. 

Alexander, 

McClelan, 

Dickey, 

Macdonald, 

Flint, 

Nelson, 

Grant, 

Poirier, 

Havthorne, 

Sutherland, 

Kaulbach, 

Wark.— 12. 

The  SPEAKER— -As  no  hour  is  men- 
tioned in  the  motion,  I  will  declare  that 
the  Senate,  when  it  adjourns  to-day,  will 
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stand  adjourned  until  the  20th  instant,  at 
three  o'clock — at  the  usual  hour. 

Hon.  members— Eight  o'clock. 

The  SPEAKER— It  is  too  late  now, 
without  the  unanimous  consent  of  the 
House,  to  make  it  eight  o'clock. 

Hon.  MEMBERS  —  Make  it  eight 
o'clock. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE  —  As  a 
matter  connected  with  the  question  just 
now  under  discussion,  it  has  been  said  in 
the  corridors  to-day  that  free  passes  over 
Government  railroads  are  to  be  had  for 
the  asking  by  members  going  to  their 
homes.  I  ask  the  Government  whether 
such  passes  are  to  be  given  to  all  who  wish 
to  travel  to  their  homes,  or  whether  they 
are  to  be  confined  to  a  few  ?  It  is  rather 
an  unpleasant  predicament  for  a  gentleman 
who  has  bought  his  ticket  to  find  that  he 
is  travelling  in  the  same  car  with  other 
hon.  gentlemen  who  have  free  passes  over 
the  road 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I  am 
not  aware  what  the  rule  is  as  to  free  passes; 
but  I  will  take  care,  whatever  the  rule  is, 
that  it  shall  be  made  general. 

CANADA  TEMPERANCE  ACT  AND 
LIQUOR  LICENSE  ACT  AMEND- 
MENT BILL 

THIRD  READING  POSTPONED. 

The  order  of  the  day  having  been  called 
for  the  third  reading  of  Bill  (92)  "An 
Act  further  to  amend  the  Canada  Temper- 
ance Act  1878,  and  the  Liquor  License 
Act  1883," 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said  : 
I  rise  to  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has 
charge  of  this  Bill  to  postpone  the  third 
reading  until  after  the  adjournment  It 
seems  to  me  that  there  would  not  be  a  full 
opportunity  to  day  to  discuss  the  amend- 
ments which  still  remain  to  be  made  by 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Glengarry,  and 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Halifax.  The 
amendment  proposed  by  my  hon.  friend 
opposite  (Mr.  Power)  particularly  is  one 
which  is  of  great  importance,  and  which 


many  members  of  this  House  think  a  very 
valuable  one ;  therefore  there  should  be 
time  to  discuss  it,  and  to  give  my  hon. 
friend  who  has  proposed  it  an  opportunity 
for  developing  his  own  arguments  in  favor 
of  it,  and  time  for  others  who  are  opposed 
to  it,  and  who  believe  that  it  should  not 
carry,  to  discuss  it.  I  do  not  think  that 
the  Bill  can  be  prejudiced  by  the  postpone- 
ment of  the  third  reading,  because  the 
amendments  which  have  been  already  made 
in  committee  have  been  concurred  in,  and 
the  Bill  stands  with  those  amendments 
concurred  in  before  the  House.  After 
the  vacation,  the  House  will  probably  as- 
semble with  very  nearly  its  present  strength, 
and  the  Bill  will  then  stand  as  amended, 
and  ample  time  will  be  given  fpr  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  further  amendments  that 
are  proposed.  I  think  that  would  be  a 
more  reasonable  mode  of  disposing  of  this 
measure,  and  it  could  still  go  down  in 
ample  time  to  have  our  amendments  dis- 
cussed in  the  other  branch  of  the  legisla- 
ture. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— Before  my  hon. 
friend  from  Sarnia  answers  the  appeal 
made  to  him,  I  rise  to  express  my  regret 
that  the  Minister  of  Justice  has  made  this 
suggestion,  because  I  think  it  will  place 
several  hon.  members  in  a  very,  very  awk- 
ward position ;  but  if  the  appeal  is  to  be 
entertained  at  all  I  think  it  is  desirable 
that  we  should  know  now,  as  doubtless  my 
hon.  friend  who  has  charge  of  the  Bill  is  in 
a  position  to  tell  us,  what  portion  of  the 
amendments  that  have  been  concurred  in 
he  accepts,  and  what  he  rejects,  so  that 
we  may  know  intelligibly  when  we  come 
to  discuss  them  hereafter.  There  can  be 
no  inconvenience  in  that  course,  because 
the  question  of  the  3rd  reading  will  not  be 
taken  up  to-day,  and  it  will  simply  be  a 
question  which  of  these  amendments  are 
to  be  agreed  to,  and  which  are  to  be 
opposed. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — I  am  taken  com- 
pletely by  surprise  at  the  proposition  which 
is  now  made  to  me.  I  cannot  conceive 
what  wonderful  change  has  come  over  the 
Senate,  which  yesterday,  when  I  asked  one 
day's  delay,  treated  me  personally  with 
great  discourtesy,  extending  to  me  a  treat- 
ment that  has  never  before  been  extended 
by  the  Senate  to  any  other  gentleman, 
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refusing  me  a  postponement  for  24  hours 
for  the  concurrence  in  those  amenidments 
asked,  in  order  that  1  might  ascertain  the 
very  points  that  my  hon.  friend  now  asks 
me  to  speak  on,  and  to  say  which  of  those 
amendments  I  would  concur  in  and  which 
I  would  resist.  The  House  would  not 
give  me  the  time,  and  would  not  even 
give  me  the  Bill  re-printed  with  the  amend- 
ments, but  insisted  that  the  measure 
should  be  pushed  on  and  disposed  of, 
The  House  has  thus  taken  the  matter  out 
of  my  hands,  leaving  me  entirely  powerless 
and  I  shall  not  condescend  to  ask  the 
House  for  any  indulgence  whatever  in 
respect  to  this  matter ;  I  have  no  reason 
to  expect  any,  when  the  common  courtesy 
was  denied  me  yesterday  that  has  always 
been  extended  to  any  other  member  in 
making  a  similar  request ;  I  am  quite 
prepared  to  go  on  and  take  the  third  read- 
ing of  the  Bill,  but,  of  course,  the  matter  is 
in  the  hands  of  the  House. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
am  sorry  that  the  hon.  gentleman  does  not 
accept  the  suggestion  in  a  better  spirit,  as 
some  of  his  friends  were  very  anxious  to- 
day that  the  Bill  should  be  pusiponed.  I 
had  a  message  to-day  from  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman who  usually  sits  at  the  head  of  the 
room,  begging  me  in  very  earnest  terms  to 
postpone  this  measure  until  after  the  vaca- 
tion ;  and  now,  when  T  make  the  sugges- 
tion, my  hon.  friend  meets  it  in  a  spirit 
that  surprises  me  very  much.  My  idea  is 
that  the  Bill  ought  to  be  postponed.  I 
am  anxious,  myself,  to  justify  to  the  House 
and  to  the  country,  the  course  which  I 
propose  to  take  in  reference  to  this  amend- 
ment. It  could  hardly  be  done  this  after- 
noon ;  hon.  gentlemen  are  going  away, 
and  it  seems  to  me  that  in  a  matter  of  this 
kind  it  would  be  more  convenient  to  post- 
pone the  third  reading ;  it  will  do  no 
harm,  if  my  hon.  friend  does  not  oppose  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — I  do  not  con- 
descend to  oppose  it ;  it  is  in  the  hands  of 
the  House. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Per- 
haps my  hon.  friend  may  feel  a  little  sore 
because  of  what  took  place  yesterday.  It 
is  not  a  matter  of  condescension ;  he  is 
not  prevented  from  taking  any  step  that 
he  could  have  taken  yesterday  on  any  of 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL 


those  amendments  which  are  proposed; 
they  can  be  discussed  and  voted  upon 
hereafter,  just  as  thoroughly  as  if  time  had 
been  given  yesterday,  so  I  think  my  hon. 
friend  feels  a  little  too  sore  on  the  course 
which  was  taken  by  the  House  yesterday 
in  this  matter.  I,  myself,  think  it  is  an 
honor  to  address  the  House  instead  of  a 
condescension,  and  as  I  will  have  some 
remarks  to  make  on  the  question,  I  there- 
fore move  that  the  third  reading  of  the 
Bill  be  postponed  until  Thursday,  May 
2 1  St  inst. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— I  did  not  say  it  is 
a  condescension  to  address  the  House  ; 
but  it  is  a  condescension  to  ask  a  favor  of 
the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  am  sorry 
that  the  proposition  has  been  made  by 
the  Minister  of  Justice,  because  I  believe 
we  have  a  fuller  House  now  than  we  will 
have  after  the  adjournment. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT — I  was  very  anxious 
yesterday  and  tlie  day  before  that  the 
matter  should  be  j)osiponed  for  a  time  ;  I 
thought  it  would  be  better  to  have  the 
Bill  re-printed  with  the  amendments  in  it, 
so  that  we  could  understand  what  we  are 
voting  for.  I  certainly,  as  I  stated  in  my 
place  yesterday,  could  not  understand 
how  those  amendments  stood,  and  al- 
though I  would  not  be  willing  to  second 
the  motion  to  adjourn  the  third  reading, 
I  certainly  should  not  object  to  it.  I  do  not 
think  the  Bill  will  lose  anything  by  postpon- 
ing its  consideration  until  the  House  meets 
again.  I  think,  in  all  probability,  it  will 
be  the  best  thing  that  can  be  done.  My 
hon.  friend  from  Sarnia  felt  a  little  sore, 
as  I  did  myself,  in  reference  to  the  treat- 
ment we  had  received,  because  I  do  not 
think  we  were  deserving  of  it  I  think 
that  we  should  have  been  treated  in  a 
more  courteous  manner.  As  it  is  I  am 
willing  to  extend  mercy  to  those  who 
showed  no  mercy  to  us  yesterday.  It  will  be 
recollected  that  at  the  time  the  member 
from  Amherst  saw  fit  to  withdraw  his  mo- 
tion for  the  three  months  hoist,  the  Minis- 
ter of  Justice  suggested  that  we  should 
allow  the  Bill  to  go  into  committee,  and 
that  the  speeches  could  be  made  en  the 
third  reading.  I  rose  to  ask  if  that  was 
the  case,  and  stated  if  so  I  had  some 
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remarks  to  make  on  it  which  I  would 
reserve  until  that  stage.  As  a  matter  of 
fact  the  speech  I  intended  to  make  on  it 
I  have  kept  in  abeyance.  However,  I  am 
quite  willing  to  postpone  what  I  have  to 
say  for  the  convenience  of  members  who 
wish  to  delay  the  3rd  reading  of  the  Bill 
until  after  the  adjournment 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — I  rise,  not  so 
much  to  speak  to  this  motion  as  to  do 
justice  to  the  senior  member  for  Halifax. 
He  told  me  this  afternoon  that  because  of 
illness  in  his  family  he  was  obliged  to  go 
home  immediately,  and  he  asked  me  to 
move  the  amendment  which  he  has  pre- 
pared, on  the  third  reading.  In  my  remarks 
yesterday  I  rather  alluded  to  him  disparag- 
ingly, thinking  that  he  had  no  serious 
intention  of  moving  the  amendment,  be- 
cause he  had  not  done  it  on  two  occasions 
that  I  thought  had  offered.  His  conduct 
has  shown  that  he  was  in  earnest,  and  I 
beg  leave  to  retract  what  I  said  against 
him  on  the  matter. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  thought 
that  the  request  made  by  the  hon.  member 
from  Sarnia  yesterday  was  a  very  proper 
one  under  the  circumstances,  to  enable 
him  to  maturely  consider  the  amendments 
which  had  been  made  in  committee.  The 
delay  which  he  asked  for  was  not  an  un- 
reasonable delay,  and,  with  him,  I  am 
very  much  surprised  to-day  that  a  different 
idea  is  manifested '  altogether,  and  the 
opinion  is  expressed  that  a  long  delay 
should  take  place  for  the  consideration  of 
these  amendments  which  have  been  on 
the  notice  paper,  and  of  which  we  are 
quite  as  well  apprised  as  we  were  of  the 
others.  Of  course  it  is  a  question  of  very 
great  importance.  It  is  so  considered,  I 
am  sure  by  this  honorable  House  from  the 
interest  which  hon.  gentlemen  seem  to 
have  taken  in  promoting  the  amendments 
which  have  already  carried.  It  is  a  question 
in  which  all  parts  of  the  country  are  inter- 
ested, and  a  great  many  good  citizens 
have  petitioned  Parliament  concerning  it. 
One  can  readily  understand  the  very 
keen  interest  that  is  taken  in  the  question 
throughout  the  country.  I  think  the  delay 
until  after  the  adjournment  will  be  preju- 
dicial It  will  be  another  one  of  those 
steps  which  are  so  well  calculated  to  de- 
feat the  objects  of  the  petitioners,  and 


impair  the  efficiency  of  the  Scott  Act  If 
the  Act  is  to  be  made  useful  at  all  to 
restrict  the  liquor  traffic,  the  sooner  the 
accepted  amendments  pass  in  this  House 
and  are  sent  to  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  the  sooner  it  will  become  fully  known 
what  is  the  result  of  them,  the  better  it 
will  be  for  all  parties  concerned  in  the 
proper  administration  of  the  law.  If  it  is 
to  be  delayed  at  this  stage  until  the  con- 
cluding week  of  the  session,  the  effect  may 
be  to  impede  and  interfere  with  the  secur- 
ing of  such  legislation  as  will  make  the  laws 
which  we  have  more  effective.  If,  for 
instance,  this  Bill  had  a  third  reading  to- 
day, and  was  sent  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, Parliament  would  know,  and  the 
country  would  know,  exactly  what  will 
and  what  will  not  be  concurred  in,  and 
there  would  be  time  left  then  for  certain 
other  proceedings  to  be  taken.  Another 
bill  might  be  introduced  and  carried 
through,  or  such  action  taken  as  would 
supply  any  defects  that  are  found  to  exist 
in  the  Act ;  but  if  the  legislation  is  to  be 
delayed  further  by  postponing  the  third 
reading  of  the  Bill,  and  the  sending  of  it 
to  the  other  branch  of  the  legislature, 
there  will  be  no  time  allowed  for  further 
action.  It  will  be  too  late  in  the  session 
then  to  institute  other  legislation  de  novOy 
and  the  result  may  be  that  those  who  are 
friendly  to  the  Temperance  Act  would  be 
put  in  a  much  worse  position  than  they 
otherwise  would  be  if  this  Bill  were  to  re- 
ceive its  third  reading  now.  The 
tactics  of  the  Government,  and  the  major- 
ity of  the  Senate,  are,  however,  in  accord, 
and  the  minority  must  submit. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— After  the  refer- 
ence that  has  been  made  to  me  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Sarnia,  it  can  hardly 
be  expected  that  I  should  remain  silent 
This  matter  has  got  into  a  curious  com- 
plication by  the  gentlemen  who  support 
the  Bill  being  so  anxious  to  push  it  on.  I 
am  one  of  those  who  oppose  the  Bill  with 
the  amendments;  but  the  amendments 
having  carried,  I  am  most  desirous  that 
the  Bill  should  receive  every  facility  for 
being  carried  through,  and  in  that  respect 
I  stand  alongside  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Hopewell,  because  I  am  against  the 
postponement  of  the  third  reading.  At 
the  same  time  I  am  not  prepared  to  take 
the  responsibility  of  dividing  the  House 
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upon  it.  I  wish,  however,  to  give  no  un- 
certain sound  as  to  the  impropriety  of  post- 
poning it.  I  am  surprised  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  has  charge  of  the  Bill,  and 
who  was  so  anxious  for  postponing  it 
yesterday,  is  not  prepared  to  say  whether 
he  is  for  or  against  the  motion  to  post- 
pone it  to-day.  But-  the  hon.  gentleman 
spoke  on  a  former  occasion  in  very  much 
the  same  strain  as  he  did  to-day,  and  I 
thought  my  hon.  friend,  at  that  moment, 
was  under  some  little  excitement — excite- 
ment arising  no  doubt  from  a  very  proper 
cause  j  but  I  did  not  think  it  wise  to  say 
anything.  I  thought  it  better  to  let  it 
pass.  But  my  hon.  friend  has  renewed 
the  matter  to-day,  and  it  is  necessary,  on 
behalf  of  the  majority  of  the  House,  that 
I  should  notice  what  he  has  said.  He 
has  charged  us  with  discourtesy.  I  fail  to 
see  where  the  discourtesy  comes  in.  The 
application  was  that  the  amendments 
which  had  been  agreed  to  by  large  majori- 
ties, on  the  day  previous,  should  be  con- 
curred in.  The  hon.  member  stated  that 
it  was  discourtesy,  because  he  was  not 
allowed  a  day  more  to  consider  them. 
These  amendments  were  upon  the  paper 
a  week  or  ten  days  before  they  were  con- 
sidered by  the  House  at  all,  everyone 
of  them  except  one,  and  that,  as  I  stated 
when  it  was  moved,  an  unimportant 
amendment  In  that  opinion  I  was  forti- 
fied by  the  opinion  of  the  Minister  of 
Justice.  With  that  exception  every  one 
of  them  was  on  the  paper,  and  how  my 
hon.  friends  from  Belleville  and  Sarnia 
can  say  that  they  do  not  understand  them 
or  know  what  they  mean,  and  could  not 
read  the  Bill  with  them,  I  cannot  com- 
prehend. That  was  the  situation.  The 
amendments  were  there.  They  were 
agreed  to  on  one  day,  and  my  hoa  friend 
who  had  charge  of  the  Bill,  had  the  whole 
of  that  evening  and  the  next  day,  until 
the  meeting  of  the  House,  to  confer  with 
his  friends,  if  he  desired  to  do  so.  He 
has  not  told  us  yet  which  of  these  it  is  he 
does  not  understand.  He  will  not  rise 
to-day  and  respond  to  my  appeal  to  tell 
the  House  which  of  these  amendments 
he  concurs  in,  and  which  he  rejects.  I 
wish  him  to  understand  distinctly  that,  so 
far  as  delay  is  concerned,  it  is  not  on  our 
part.  I  think  I  can  speak  for  the  gentle- 
men who  voted  for  these  amendments, 
when  I  say  that  they  are  most  anxious 
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that  they  should  be  disposed  of  now.  Sa 
anxious  were  we  that  there  should  be  no 
delay  that  I,  at  all  events,  was  one  who 
stated  distinctly  that  we  were  quite  willing 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  com- 
plained of  discourtesy  should  have  the  same 
opportunity  of  moving  to-day  with  regard 
to  these  amendments  as  he  had  yesterday. 
He  can  move  as  he  pleases  before  the 
third  reading,  that  any  of  those  amend- 
ments can  be  struck  out  There  is  no 
doubt  about  that  Therefore  there  is  no 
injustice  done ;  and,  on  reflection,  my 
hon.  friend  can  hardly  say  that  he  has 
been  discourteously  treated,  when  we  only 
ask  that  the  amendments,  which  were 
adopted  by  a  large  vote  of  the  House, 
should  be  concurred  in.  He  has  had  the 
opportunity  ever  since ;  he  has  it  now,  to 
say  whether  he  objects  to  any  or  all  of  the 
amendments,  but  at  the  same  time  I  agree 
with  a  great  deal  of  what  my  hon.  friend 
on  my  right,  from  Albert,  says,  that  there  is 
a  great  deal  of  inconvenience  in  this 
course,  and  I  am  surprised  that  my  hon. 
friend  has  not  stated  whether  he  agrees 
or  disagrees  with  the  suggestion  that  has 
been  made.  That  suggestion  was  as  great 
a  surprise  to  me  as  it  was  to  him.  It  is 
contrary  to  my  feelings ;  I  should  rather 
have  the  matter  disposed  of  now.  At  the 
same  time,  as  the  leader  of  the  Govern- 
ment has  suggested  the  postponement, 
and  as  the  hon.  member  from  Sarnia  is 
not  prepared  to  say  that  he  is  opposed  to 
it,  what  position  am  I  left  in?  I  have 
nothing  more  to  say,  except  to  express  my 
dissent. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— There  seems  to  be 
a  good  deal  of  difference  of  opinion  with 
reference  to  this  question,  and  it  is  a  mat- 
ter of  indifference  to  me  whether  it  is  de- 
cided now  or  postponed  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  if  the  postponement  has  any 
influence  at  all,  it  will  be  to  the  advantage 
of  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  support  this 
Bill  The  hon.  member  from  Belleville 
thinks  that  on  the  whole  it  will  be  advan- 
tageous to  postpone  the  Bill.  The  hoa 
member  from  Albert  is  of  the  other  opin- 
ion, and  the  hoa  gentleman  who  has 
charge  of  the  Bill  has  not  given  any  opin- 
ion at  all ;  therefore,  we  are  at  a  loss  to 
decide,  from  this  conflicting  testimony, 
whether  it  is  better  to  go  on  with  the  Bill 
or  not     I  r^ret  that  the  hoa  gentleman 
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from  Samia  has  seen  fit  to  characterize 
the  treatment  which  he  has  received  at 
the  hands  of  a  majority  of  this  House  as  a 
discourtesy.  I  think  it  was  the  desire  of 
the  House  last  night  that  the  Bill  should 
be  put  in  a  position  to  be  discussed  to-day 
on  the  third  reading,  and  my  hon.  friend 
was  assured  that  he  would  have  a  full  op- 
portunity of  making  any  motion  he 
pleased,  and  discussing  the  Bill  at  as  great 
length  as  he  deems  advisable.  I  agree 
with  the  suggestion  that  it  is  desirable  to 
postpone  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill  until 
after  the  recess,  inasmuch  as  the  hon. 
member  from  Halifax  is  not  present,  and 
it  is  well  that  he  should  be  here  to  give 
his  views  on  the  subject.  He  stands 
in  the  position  of  the  quasi  leader  of 
the  Opposition,  and  it  is  desirable 
that  we  should  know  the  exact  grounds 
on  which  he  is  moving  his  amend- 
ment. I  think,  on  the  whole,  the  hon. 
member  from  Sarnia  and  the  hon.  member 
from  Albert,  have  nothing  to  complain  of 
if  this  Bill  IS  postponed  until  the  next 
meeting  of  the  House.  A  day  is  fixed  so 
that  members  can  be  here,  if  they  wish,  to 
take  part  in  the  debate.  I  trust  that  there 
will  be  a  full  House  and  a  full  discussion 
on  the  Bill,  so  that  those  who  support  it 
will  have  an  opportunity  to  express  their 
views,  and  take  such  a  course  as,  under 
Parliamentary  rules,  they  may  think  best, 
to  carry  out  their  wishes  on  this  question. 
We,  who  favor  the  amendments,  have  no 
desire  to  do  anything  which  will  thwart 
the  machinery  which  works  the  Scott  Act ; 
but  we  have  the  right,  when  a  Bill  is 
brought  here,  to  make  amendments  to 
that  Act,  to  discuss  it ;  and  every  time  a 
Bill  of  this  kind  is  brought  before  us,  they 
must  expect  similar  discussions  to  take 
place.  They  ought  to  receive  it  in  good 
part,  and  if  they  will  receive  it  in  the 
kindly  spirit  the  majority  have  manifested 
towards  them,  there  will  not  be  so  much 
irritation,  or  so  much  difficulty,  on  the 
part  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  in  getting  a 
fevorable  consideration  of  his  measure. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — I  do  not  intend  to 
reply  to  the  hon.  member  from  Amherst 
in  detail.  I  still  adhere  to  the  statement 
which  I  made.  It  is  a  statement  not 
made  under  the  influence  of  excitement, 
but  on  the  calm  reflection  I  have  been 
able  to  give  it  since  last  evening.     It 


must  remain  in  this  way,  that  with  respect 
to  that  question  there  is  a  difference  of 
opinion  between  us.  He  adheres  to  his 
opinion  and  I  adhere  to  mine.  Only  I 
state  this  fact ;  turn  to  the  history  of  this 
Senate  since  its  origin,  and  you  will  not 
find  any  other  instance  in  which  a  mem- 
ber has  been  treated  in  the  way  I  have 
been  treated  with  reference  to  this  Bill. 
Now,  that  is  the  fact,  and  you  can  draw 
any  inference  from  it  you  please.  I  wish 
to  make  the  amende  honorable  to  my  hon. 
friend  from  Lunenburg.  I  entirely  mis- 
apprehended yesterday  his  action  and  his 
words  ;  I  thought  he  was  interrupting  me 
and  endeavouring  to  put  me  down.  I 
have  ascertained  that  I  was  entirely  in 
error  in  that  supposition,  and  I  wish 
frankly  and  fully  to  make  the  amende 
honorable, 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  am  sure 
that  it  is  accepted  as  fully  as  it  is  offered. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

CONSTITUTION   OF  THE  TREAS- 
URY BOARD  BILL 

THIRD    READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  third  reading  of  Bill  (104)  "An  Act 
to  amend  the  sections  of  Acts  therein 
mentioned  relating  to  the  constitution  of 
the  Treasury  Board." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

third  reading. 

Hon  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  third  reading  of  Bill  (31)  "  An  Act  to 
amend  and  consolidate  the  Civil  Service 
Acts  of  1882,  1883  and  1884." 

He  said : — I  promised  yesterday  to 
inform  the  hon.  gentleman  from.  Halifax, 
who  is  not  now  in  his  seat,  why  the  words 
"nor  until  he  received  the  certificates 
required  "  were  omitted  from  sub-section 
A  of  clause  10.  That  sub-section  is  as 
follows  — 

"  All  appointmeDts  to  the  civil  service  shall 
be  dnriDg  pleasure,  and  no  person  shall  be 
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appointed  or  promoted  to  anv  place  below  that 
orof  a  deputy  head  unless  fie  has  passed  the 
requisite  examination  and  servecf  the  pro- 
bationary term  hereinafter  mentioned." 

The  words  were  omitted  because  it 
sometimes  happens  that  delays  take  place 
in  the  granting  of  certificates,  delays  owing 
to  the  number  of  persons  who  have  pass- 
ed, and  sometimes  certificates  have  not 
yet  been  given.  The  meaning  is  preserv- 
ed, because  the  appointment  cannot  take 
place  unless  the  candidate  has  passed  ;but 
whether  he  gets  his  certificate,  that  is  the 
absolute  paper  itself,  before  or  after  his 
appointment  is  a  matter  of  little  conse- 
(juence.  As  it  is  not  necessary  to  insist 
on  that,  the  words  are  omitted,  but  the 
meaning  is  there.  I  promised  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Amherst  to  consider  a 
suggestion  which  he  made,  that  the  list  of 
the  successful  candidates  placed  before 
Parliament  should  disclose  the  precise 
position  of  each  candidate — that  is,  that 
the  grade  of  each  clerk  should  be  shown 
on  the  list.  I  have  made  the  inquiry 
which  I  promised  my  hon.  friend  to  make, 
and  I  must  still  repeat  the  hope  that  he 
will  not  insist  on  his  suggestion,  for  the 
reason  I  then  gave.  It  would  place  the 
persons  who  have  passed  in  an  invidious 
position.  It  would  increase  the  difficul- 
ties of  the  Government  inasmuch  as  the 
competitive  system  has  not  been  adopted. 
It  would  cause  a  sense  of  injustice  in  the 
mind  of  the  man  who  obtained  the  great- 
est number  of  marks  if  he  did  not  receive 
the  first  appointment,  so  I  hope  my 
hon.  friend  from  Amherst  will  not 
insist  on  that.  The  information  which 
it  would  give  can  be  obtained  indirectly 
under  clause  58.  The  papers  laid  on  the 
table  of  the  House  might,  if  gentlemen 
chose  to  go  closely  into  them,  disclose  the 
precise  condition  of  the  candidate ;  and  if 
it  became  necessary,  in  consequence  of 
any  abuse,  to  have  the  exact  paper  which 
he  speaks  of  laid  before  Parliament,  an 
address  from  either  House  would  procure 
it,  because  the  Government  is  aw^e  of 
the  grade  which  each  candidate  has  ob- 
tained. I  promised  the  hon.  member 
from  Prince  Edward  Island  to  prepare  an 
amendment  which  would  have  the  effect 
of  placing  at  the  disposal  of  each  candi- 
date the  answers  which  he  has  made  to 
the  questions.  On  inquiry,  I  find  that  it 
is  desirable  that  the  original  answers  should 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


be  retained  in  the  Department,  because 
they  constitute  the  only  explanation  or 
justification  of  the  examiners  ;  but  there  is 
no  reason  why  the  candidate  should  not 
have  a  copy  of  the  answers  which  he  has 
given,  and  I  hope  the  hon.  member  from 
Prince  Edward  Island  will  consider  this 
amendment  sufficient  to  meet  the  necessity 
which  he  suggests.  The  amendment 
which  I  propose  as  a  sub-section  of  34, 
will  read  thus  : 

Any  candidate  who  shall  have  attended  at 
any  examination  held  under  this  Act  shall, 
upon  application  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Board  of  Examiners,  made  within  three 
months  from  the  date  of  such  examination, 
and  upon  payment  therefor  at  a  rate  to  be 
fixed  by  Order  of  the  Governor-in-Couneil,  be 
entitled  to  obtain  a  copy  of  the  answers  givtn 
by  him  at  such  exammation. 

This  will  give  him  the  information 
which  he  desires,  and  will  still  leave  his 
original  answers  in  the  hands  of  the  ex- 
aminers for  their  justification  for  the  course 
which  they  have  pursued  with  reference  to 
that  candidate.  If  the  original  papers 
were  given  up,  perhaps  the  candidate, 
having  them  in  his  hands,  might  so  alter 
them  as  to  show  that  the  examiners  had 
been  wrong  in  their  estimate  of  the 
strength  of  his  examination.  I  will  move 
therefore,  that  the  Bill  be  not  now  read 
the  third  time,  but  that  this  clause  be 
added  and  form  sub-section  2  of  sec- 
tion 34, 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— As  the  House 
may  not  exactly  remember  the  opposed 
amendment  suggested  by  me,  I  will  call 
their  attention  to  what  passed  in  the  com- 
mittee on  that  subject  as  the  foundation 
for  the  action  which  I  propose  to  take 
here.  On  the  reading  of  clause  34,  which 
is  as  follows  : — 

"  Immediately  after  each  examination,  a 
list  of  the  persons  who  are  found  qualified 
shall  be  made  out,  and  published  in  the 
Canada  Gazette*' 

I  proposed  to  add  this  :  "  showing  the 
grading  of  the  candidates  on  such  exami- 
nations and  a  similar  list  shall  be  laid 
annually  on  the  tables  of  both  Houses  of 
Parliament  within  15  days  after  the  open- 
ing of  each  session."  That  was  the  sug- 
gestion which  I  made  at  the  time  and  I 
did  not  desire  to  move  it  adversely  to  the 
Bill^  but  it  was  not  entertained  for  a  mo- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Civil  Service  Acta  [MAY  7,  1885]  Amendment  Bill. 


929 


ment.     It  was  treated  as  a  thing    that 
could  not  be  done — out  of  the  question. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
think  I  said  I  would  make  an  inquiry. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  will  come  to 
that;  I  gracefully  subsided.  Then  the 
hon.  member  from  Halifax,  who  has  made 
a  good  many  objections  to  the  Bill,  did 
not  seem  to  think  there  was  anything  in 
it,  and  the  consequence  was  the  section 
passed.  Then  we  came  down  to  the  end 
of  the  Bill.  I  had  not  read  it,  for  the 
reason  that  it  was  a  consolidating  Act  and 
I  desired  to  take  it  very  much  on  the 
credit  of  the  authors  of  it ;  but  when  we 
came  down  to  the  58th  clause  I  found,  to 
my  astonishment,  the  very  thing  enacted 
that  in  the  last  branch  of  that  amend- 
ment I  asked  for.  That  58th  clause 
provides : 

The  Secretary  of  State  shall  lay  before  Par- 
liament, witiiin  fifteen  days  afler  the  com- 
mencement of  each  session,  a  report  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  Board  of  Examiners  under 
this  Act  cluriug  the  preceding  year,  which  re- 
port shall  include  a  copy  of  the  examination 
papers,  a  statement  of  all  examinations  held, 
and  of  the  number  of  candidates  at  each,  and 
the  names  of  the  successful  candidates,  and 
also  the  rules  and  regulations  made  during 
the  year  under  the  provisions  of  section  five 
of  this  Act : 

2.  The  Secretary  of^State  shall  lay  before 
Parliament  in  like  manner  a  return  of  the 
names  and  salaries  of  all  i)erson8  appoinied  to 
or  promoted  in  the  Civil  Service  cfuring  the 
saia  year,  specifying  the  office  to  which  each 
has  been  appointed  or  promoted. 

But  the  Bill  does  not  stop  there,  because 
in  the  next  clause  it  provides  something 
further  which  was  perhaps  equally  neces- 
sary.    Clause  59  is  as  follows : — 

The  Secretary  of  state  shall  cause  to  be 

Erinted  each  year  a  list,  co  be  called  the  Civil 
ervice  List  of  Canada,  of  all  persons  employed 
in  the  several  departments  of  the  Civil 
Service,  together  with  those  employed  in  the 
two  Houses  of  Parliament,  upon  the  first  day 
of  July  last  preceding,  showing  the  dates  of 
their  several  appointments  and  promotions, 
their  age,  rank  in  the  service,  and  salary ; 
and  shall  lay  the  same  before  Parliament 
within  the  first  fifteen  days  of  each  session. 

Now  this  Act  was  well  drawn  and  well 
guarded,  and  it  proposes  a  good  deal  more 
than  I  suggested,  and  indeed  something 
that  I  had  not  thought  of  at  the  moment, 
but  it  left  out  any  reference  to  the  order 


of  merit,  and  therefore  I  proposed  to 
amend  that  58th  section  when  attention 
was  called  to  it,  by  adding,  after  the  words 
"  and  the  names  of  the  successful  candi- 
dates," these  words:  "in  the  order  of 
merit,"  so  that  the  public  might  know  who 
stood  at  the  top  of  the  list.  No  answer 
has  been  made  to  the  suggestion  upon 
that  point  at  all,  except  this,  that  it  would 
be  inconvenient  for  the  Government. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— And 
invidious  to  the  candidates. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— Why  should  it 
be  any  more  invidious  to  candidates  be- 
cause the  order  of  merit  is  stated  and  the 
man  who  is  at  the  top  of  the  list  on  an  ex- 
amination, shall  stand  at  the  top  of  the 
list  as  published  ;  why  should  that  be  any 
more  invidious  to  these  gentlemen  than  it 
is  to  see,  as  we  all  have  seen  in  the 
London  Times^  the  names  of,  perhaps, 
hundreds  of  young  men  with  their  differ- 
ent marks  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— But 
there  they  act  on  the  competitive  system. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  am  speaking 
now  of  the  invidious  distinction. 

Hon.  Sir  CAMPBELL— It  is  not  in- 
vidious in  that  case.  If  the  man  at  the 
head  of  the  list  succeeds  there  is  nothing 
wrong  then. 

Hon.  Mr  DICKEY— Where  does  the 
invidiousness  come  in  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Be- 
cause the  man  at  the  head  of  the  list  does 
not  always  succeed. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— Why  should  the 
members  of  parliament  not  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  seeing  who  are  appointed  and 
who  are  not,  especially  when  the  very  next 
clause  requires  the  Government  to  furnish 
a  list  of  the  people  employed  to  be  laid 
before  Parliament  ?  What  they  want  is  to 
ascertain  who  have  been  selected  out  of 
those  lists  of  successful  candidates.  If 
they  are  to  have  that  information,  why 
should  they  not  know  who  stood  at  the 
head  of  the  list  and  who  stood  at  the  foot» 
and  what  is  there  invidious  about  it  after 
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all?  When  young  men  come  up  for 
examination  they  know  that  they  cannot 
all  be  first.  Some  must  be  last ;  some  at 
the  middle,  and  some  at  the  top.  I  do 
not  see  that  there  is  any  reason  in  the 
objection  that  has  been  givea  I  have  no 
desire  to  interfere  with  the  Bill  if  other 
hon.  members  do  not  see  it  in  the  same 
light.  I  confess,  I  was  a  little  astonished 
when  my  proposition  would  not  be  enter- 
tained for  a  moment  at  the  time  I  made 
it ;  but  when  it  was  found  at  the  foot  of 
the  Bill,  my  hon.  friend  said  he  would 
consult  the  Department  whether  the  words 
I  suggested  should  be  added.  I  see  no 
reason  why  they  should  not  be  added,  but 
I  leave  the  matter  in  the  hands  of  the 
House. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  think  there 
is  great  force  in  the  objection  of  the  hon. 
Minister  to  the  suggested  amendment 
Unless  the  competitive  examination  would 
secure  the  appointment  of  the  candidate 
at  the  head  of  the  list,  you  would  not  find 
young  men  willing  to  come  up  for  exam 
ination  at  all.  As  I  urged  yesterday,  it 
does  not  follow  that  because  a  man  stood 
at  the  head  of  the  list  at  one  examination 
it  would  show  his  relative  position  to  the 
whole  list  of  persons  who  passed  the  exami- 
nation. It  would  be  unfair,  therefore,  and 
no  proper  conclusion  could  be  drawn  from 
it.  Unless  all  the  candidates  who  passed 
at  the  different  examinations  were  thor- 
oughly graded  the  list  would  be  worthless. 
You  could  not  tell  at  all  how  they  stood 
on  the  list.  So  long  as  the  Government 
have  the  right  to  choose  from  among  the 
successful  candidates,  such  as  they  think 
proper  to  appoint,  there  is  no  object  in 
publishing  a  list  such  as  that  indicated  by 
the  hon.  member  from  Amherst ;  and,  as 
I  stated  before,  it  does  not  follow  that  be- 
cause a  man  is  at  the  head  of  the  list  in 
an  examination  that  therefore  he  is  the 
best  qualified  for  appointment.  Therefore, 
I  cannot  agree  with  the  hon.  member  from 
Amherst,  whose  views  I  generally  en- 
dorse. 

Hon.  Mr-  WARK— There  is  one  ex- 
pression in  that  amendment  that  I  do  not 
approve  of — that  is,  that  these  young  men 
should  pay  the  expense  of  getting  copies. 
I  think  that  copies  should  be  furnished  to 
them  without  any  charge.     It  will  cost  the 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY. 


Government  nothing  to  furnish  them. 
They  can  set  one  of  their  clerks  to  make 
out  the  return  and  hand  it  to  the  young 
man. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
cost  would  not  be  great,  but  I  think  it  is 
desirable  that  there  should  be  some  charge 
so  that  they  may  not  ask  for  copies  from 
mere  caprice,  to  justify  them  and  to  show 
that  the  examiners  were  wrong.  I  do  not 
think  any  candidate  should  object  to  pay- 
ing a  small  sum  for  a  copy. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  then  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

CANNED  GOODS  BILL 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (U),  "  An  Act 
respecting  Canned  Goods."  He  said  : 
This  is  a  Bill  which  I  have  introduced  at 
the  request  of  the  Minister  of  Inland 
Revenue.  It  proposes  to  take  some  ad- 
ditional precautions  by  having  the  name 
and  address  stamped  on  the  packages,  and 
providing  a  penalty  for  violation  of  the 
Act,  and  to  give  standard  sizes  for 
packages. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— I  wish 

to  call  the  attention  of  the  Minister  of 
Justice  to  the  3rd  clause  of  the  Bill.  It 
says  : — 

*•  The  Governor-in-Council  may  declare 
certain  eized  packages  to  be  the  standard 
size  \  and  after  the  publication  in  the  Canada 
Gazette  of  the  Order-in-Council  establishing 
such  standard  size,  every  person  who  places 
on  any  package  containing  goods  or  articles^ 
in  respect  of  which  such  standard  size  has 
been  so  established,  and  which  package  does 
not  correspond  with  the  standard  size,  any 
label,  stamp  or  mark,  purporting  to  specify 
the  quantity  or  weight  of  the  contents  or  the 
size  of  the  package,  shall  incur  a  penalty  of 
twenty-five  cents  for  each  package  in  respect 
of  which  the  provisions  of  this  section  have 
been  violated." 

I  should  like  to  know  what  is  to  be  the 
standard  size  ?  If  it  is  a  certain  size  dif- 
ferent from  what  we  have  in  British 
Columbia — I  am  speaking  now  specially 
of  the  salmon  canning  establishments  of 
our  province — it  may  affect  plant  to  the 
extent  of  probably  half  a  million  of  dol- 
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lars.  I  think  it  would  be  an  improvement 
to  the  clause,  and  I  cannot  see  that  any 
injustice  would  be  done,  if  the  quantity 
•contained  in  each  can  was  marked  upon 
it — if  it  was  compulsory  that  the  quantity 
in  the  can  could  be  stated,  no  matter 
what  the  size.  It  is  true  that  most  of  the 
cans  out  there  contain  one  pound  ;  some 
of  them  are  put  up  in  two  pound  cans. 
That  would  be  better  than  fixing  a  stand- 
ard size.  I  am  afraid  that  the  Bill  will 
interfere  materially  with  the  plant  in  the 
large  canning  establishments  of  British 
Columbia,  which  have  been  in  operation 
for  the  last  ten  or  twelve  years. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I  am 
glad  that  my  hon.  friend  has  called  my 
attention  to  the  subject,  because  it  will 
give  me  an  opportunity  of  conferring  with 
the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue,  and  I 
will  be  in  a  better  position  to  deal  with 
the  question  when  it  comes  before  a  com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— The  Bill 
■does  not  require  that  the  weight  shall  be 
stated  on  the  can,  but  where  the  weight  is 
stated  on  the  can,  a  penalty  is  prescribed 
if  it  does  not  come  up  to  the  weight.  I 
think  that  is  the  provision. 

Hon.  Mr.  TURNER— The  Bill,  as  I 
understand  it,  is  merely  permissive.  I 
have  taken  a  good  deal  of  interest  in  it 
and  consulted  with  the  Minister.  One 
great  difficulty  in  reference  to  the  matter 
is  that  by  putting  the  weight  on  you  are 
bound  to  have  it  that  weight.  Fixing 
standard  sizes  gets  over  the  difficulty. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— How  so  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  TURNER— Because  it  is 
permissive.  He  need  not  put  the  weight 
on  the  can  unless  he  likes,  but  when  he 
puts  the  weight  on  it  must  be  there. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY  —  We  found  a 
great  difficulty  in  having  the  weight  put 
on  the  cans  before.  The  matter  was 
pressed  very  much  on  the  House,  but  it 
was  over-ruled,  and  the  Bill  passed  in  such 
a  way  that  inconvenience  resulted,  which 
it  is  proposed  to  remedy  now.  That  being 
the  case,  I  am  very  glad  that  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  point.  It  had  not  es- 
caped my  notice,  and  I  hope  it  will  be 


considered  in  the  committee,  especially  in 
the  light  of  the  experience  we  have  had  in 
the  past. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

PRISONERS*  EMPLOYMENT  BILL. 

SECOND   READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
that  Bill  (87),  "An  Act  to  amend  the  Act 
intituled,  *  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  em- 
ployment without  the  walls  of  common 
gaols,  of  prisoners  sentenced  to  imprison- 
ment therein/  "  be  read  the  second  time  at 
length  at  the  table.  He  said :  This  is  a 
Bill  to  enable  prisoners  who  are  confined 
in  common  gaols  to  be  employed  at  hard 
labor  outside  of  the  walls.  It  seems  that 
now,  if  they  are  sentenced  to  hard  labor, 
it  must  be  found  for  them  within  the  walls 
of  the  prison. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  am  very 
glad  that  this  Bill  has  been  introduced ;  I 
have  seen  the  necessity  for  it  In  Nova 
Scotia  some  prisoners  have  thought  that, 
when  sentenced  to  hard  labor,  it  must  be 
hard  labor  within  the  walls  of  the  prison, 
and  I  think  that  they  are  right.  The  Bill 
will  have  the  effect  of  a  deterrent  to  crime, 
because  prisoners  sentenced  to  hard  labor 
will  be  exposed  to  the  public  gaze.  This 
hard  labor  to  which  prisoners  are  sen- 
tenced under  the  existing  law,  is  never 
done,  and  the  imprisonment  is  often  in- 
jurious to  their  health.  This  Bill  will  not 
only  act  as  a  deterrent  to  crime,  but  it 
will  prove  beneficial  in  other  directions. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  at  length  at  the  table. 

BILLS    INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (118),  "An  Act  further  to  amend 
the  Acts  relating  to  weights  and  measures." 
— Sir  Alex.  Campbell. 

Bill  (V),  "An  Act  respecting  the  Admin- 
istration of  Justice  and  other  matters  in  the 
North-West  Territories."— Sir  Alex.  Camp- 
bell. 

Bill  (W),  "An  Act  respecting  the  Adul- 
teration of  Food,  Drugs  and  Agricultural 
Fertilizers."— Sir  Alex.  Campbell 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  5  o'clock. 
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THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa^  Wednesday,  May  20th,  1885* 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  eight 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

There  being  no  business  upon  the  order 
paper,  the  Senate  adjourned  at  8:15  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Thursday,  May  21st,  j88^. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (80),  "  An  Act  to  incorporate  the 
Fort  McLeod  Ranche  Telegraph  Co." 
(Mr.  Girard). 

Bill  (76),  "  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts 
respecting  the  London  Life  Insurance  Co." 
(Mr.  Vidal.) 

CANADA  TEMPERANCE  ACT 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

THIRD   READING   POSTPONED. 

The  order  of  the  day  having  been 
called,  for  the  third  reading  of  Bill  (92), 
"  An  Act  further  to  amend  '  the  Canada 
Temperance  Act,  1878,'  and  *the  Liquor 
License  Act,  1883," 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
that  the  order  of  the  day  be  dis- 
charged, and  that  it  be  made  the  first 
order  for  Tuesday  next 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  said  he  thought  it 
was  desirable  to  have  the  Bill  printed, 
with  the  amendments,  and  it  was  difficult 
even  to  get  the  copy  of  the  Bill  as  it  was 
sent  to  the  Senate. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  quite 
agreed  with  the  hon.  gentleman,  and 
hoped  that  the  Speaker  would  give  the 
order  to  have  the  Bill  printed. 


Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— The  Bill  should 
be  printed  as  amended,  as  I  see  it  has 
been  stated  in  some  of  the  meetings  re- 
cently held  that  the  amendment  permitting 
the  sale  of  ale  and  light  wines  did  not 
provide  that  they  should  be  under  any 
degree  of  strength,  and  it  was  considered 
that  "  light  wines  "  is  a  term  that  might 
embrace  any  liquor,  whereas  it  is  distinctly 
stated  in  the  amendment  that  they  shall 
be  under  a  certain  degree  of  strength.  It 
is  evident  that  the  public  do  not  under- 
stand the  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL  gave  notice  that  on 
the  third  reading  he  should  move  to  strike 
out  the  amendment  permitting  the  sale  of 
ale  and  light  wines. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
order  was  discharged. 

PRISONERS'  EMPLOYMENT  BILL. 

THIRD   READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  3rd  reading  of  Bill  (87),  "  An  Act  to 
amend  the  Act  40  Victoria,  Chapter  36, 
intituled  :  *  An  Act  to  provide  for  the 
Employment  without  the  walls  of  Common 
Gaols,  of  Prisoners  sentenced  to  imprison- 
ment therein.' " 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  BiU 
was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

CANNED   GOODS   BILL. 

REPORTED    FROM   COMMITTEE. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (U),  '*  An  Act 
respecting  Canned  Goods." 

IN   THE  COMMITTEE. 

On  clause  2,  sub-section  2, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  asked  for  an 
explanation. 

Hon.  Mr.  TURNER— The  object  of 
the  sub-section  is  that  fruit  dried  this  sea- 
son, and  soaked  the  next  and  put  in  tins» 
it  is  provided  that  such  cans  shall  be 
labelled  or  stamped  with  the  word  "  soak- 
ed," so  as  to  show  what  they  really  are. 

The  clause  was  agreed  to. 
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On  the  third  clause, 

Hon  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said : 
This  section  relates  to  the  standard  size  of 
packages,  the  object  being  to  fix  a  stand- 
ard, and  to  make  it  contrary  to  law  to 
put  any  label  upon  any  package  of  canned 
goods  asserting  that  it  is  of  that  standard 
unless  it  is  really  so.  I  do  not  think, 
however,  that  the  expression  in  the  clause 
is  very  well  adapted  to  carry  out  that 
meaning,  and  I  propose  to  amend  it  so  as 
to  carry  out  the  object  intended. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  the  hon. 
Minister  might  have  done  well  for  the 
people  who  have  to  construe  this  clause  if 
he  had  re-cast  it  altogether.  It  is  very 
clumsily  worded.  It  says  that  the  Gover- 
nor-in-Council  may  declare  certain  sized 
packages  to  be  the  standard  size.  That 
is  an  incorrect  expression  to  begin  with, 
because  a  package  may  be  declared  to  be 
of  the  standard  size,  or  they  may  fix  cer- 
tain dimensions  for  packages  ;  then,  after 
the  publication  in  the  Canada  Gazette  of 
the  Order-in-Council  establishing  such 
standard  size,  "  every  person  who  places 
on  any  package  containing  goods  or 
articles  in  respect  of  which  surh  standard 
size  has  been  so  established,  &c."  Now, 
the  standard  size  is  not  established  as  to 
the  goods  or  articles  ;  it  is  established  as 
to  the  packages.  I  do  not  suppose  that 
any  mistake  may  occur  from  it,  but  the 
clause  appears  to  have  been  drawn  very 
hurriedly  in  the  other  chamber. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— As  I  read  this 
Bill,  it  does  not  appear  to  be  contemplat- 
ed to  make  this  standard  compulsory  ;  it 
is  still  open  to  every  one  to  put  up  goods  in 
any  sized  can  or  package  they  please, 
provided  they  do  not  mark  it  a  particular 
standard  unless  it  be  so.  It  appears  to 
me  it  would  be  a  more  simple  one,  and 
one  more  satisfactory  to  the  public,  and  I 
dare  say  not  unsatisfactory  to  the  packer, 
if  it  were  declared  that  the  goods  should 
be  put  up  in  proportions  of  one  pound, 
two  pounds,  four  pounds,  as  the  case 
might  be — regular  quantities — and  that 
that  should  be  the  standard,  because  this 
Act  will  naturally  be  evaded  A  man  will 
have  a  tin  that  is  very  near  the  size  ot  a 
six  pound  tin,  for  instance,  but  it  does  not 
contain  six  pounds ;  it  is  perhaps  half  a 


pound  short  He  does  not  put  a  label  on 
it  that  it  is  warranted  six  pounds,  but  it  is 
really  sold  as  a  six-pound  can  without  hav- 
ing this  mark  of  guarantee.  It  is  recog- 
nized amongst  the  trade  that  there  is  a 
specific  quantity  for  each  can,  and  no  well- 
established  house  thinks  of  putting  up 
goods  with  a  fraction  over.  The  cans  are 
graded  as  a  rule — one  pound,  two  pounds, 
three  pounds,  and  so  on — and  not  any 
broken  quantity  or  fraction,  and  it  would 
be  very  much  simpler  if  we  required,  after 
a  certain  date,  that  all  these  cans  should  be 
put  up  in  fixed  quantities,  and  not  in  frac- 
tions of  pounds,  and  then  it  would  not  be 
necessary  to  have  the  Governor-in-Coun- 
cil  establish  a  standard,  and  it  would  apply 
to  all  manufacturers  alike,  whether  they 
put  on  the  mark  or  not.  It  seems  to  me 
that  we  are  inviting  a  clear  evasion  of  the 
law,  because  we  are  only  proposing  to 
punish  parties  where  they  practically 
decide  not  to  name  the  standard — that 
the  can  does  not  contain  the  quantity  pro- 
vided for  in  the  proclamation.  I  think 
the  Bill  is  really  an  excellent  one,  and  it 
would  be  much  more  simple  and  perfect 
and  harmonious  if  we  adopted  the  simple 
rule  of  having  those  goods  put  up,  after  a 
certain  time,  in  round  quantities. 

Hon.  Mr.  TURNER— The  Act  of 
last  year  just  called  for  what  the  hon. 
member  from  Ottawa  has  stated,  but  it 
was  found  to  be  impracticable.  Fruit 
put  up  this  year,  for  instance,  if  it  is  a 
good  year,  and  fruit  put  up  next  year  may 
be  very  different  in  weight,  and  this  stand- 
ard size  is  suggested  by  the  merchant  as 
well  as  by  the  manufacturer  instead  of 
measure  by  weight.  It  is  found  to  be 
utterly  impossible  to  put  up  goods  one 
year  the  same  weight  as  the  same  class  of 
goods  put  up  another  year,  and  the 
remedy  suggested  is  to  adopt  a  stand- 
ard of  size  instead  of  a  standard  of 
weight.  There  is  one  thing  I  would  like 
to  suggest  to  the  Minister  and  that  is  the 
words  "  and  each  which  package  does  not 
correspond  with  the  standard  size,"  should 
be  changed  to  "  and  which  package  is  less 
than  the  standard  size." 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.  C.)— 
Would  it  not  be  necessary  to  have  the 
weight  and  quality  of  the  stuff  stamped 
on  the  label  as  well  as  the  size  ? 
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Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— I  think  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  quite  right  in  that.  The 
object  of  this  bill,  as  I  understand,  is  this, 
that  the  Government  may  have  authority 
to  declare  a  standard  size,  and  that  a  party 
putting  up  goods  under  this  standard  size 
shall  put  his  name  on  it,  and  shall  put  his 
stamp  on  it,  and  the  weight  whether  it  is 
two  pounds,  three  pounds,  or  five  pounds. 
If  on  examining  those  stamps,  for  instance, 
a  tin  is  stamped  three  pounds,  and  it  is 
found  to  be  only  two  pounds  and  four 
ounces,  then  the  party  is  subject  to  a 
fine.  It  is  very  important  that  the 
label  shall  specify  the  weight  and  con- 
tents. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.  C)— 
If  there  is  no  weight  stamped  on  the  can 
there  is  no  penalty  for  light  weight 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— In  section  four 
there  is  a^  provision  for  weight. 

Hon.  Mr.  OGILVIE— I  know,  at  the 
present  time,  tomatoes,  green  corn,  fish 
and  all  those  things  are  notoriously  short 
in  weight  when  compared  with  the  label. 
A  two-pound  can  seldom  contains  more 
than  a  pound  and  a-half,  or  one  pound 
and  three  quarters,  and  a  four-pound  can 
rarely  exceeds  three  and  a-half  or  three 
and  three-quarter  pounds. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
Is  not  this  provided  for  in  the  next 
clause  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.  C.)— 
Suppose  the  packer  does  not  mark  the 
weight  on  the  can  at  all,  he  does  not  come 
under  the  penalty. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— There 
may  be  some  practical  difficulty  in  marking 
the  weight. 

Hon.  Mr.  TURNER— The  theory  of 
marking  the  weight  on  the  label  is  right, 
but  in  practice  it  is  thoroughly  wrong. 
The  only  plan  by  which  this  matter  can 
be  arranged  is  simply  by  providing  a 
standard  size  for  the  package,  and  keeping 
to  that  size,  and  then  preventing  it  from 
being  interfered  with.  The  Bill  of  last 
year  contains  the  very  clause  that  is  now 
suggested  respecting  weight,  and  it  was 


found  to  be  wholly  unworkable,  and  this 
repeals  the  Act  of  last  year  and  puts  it  in 
a  workable  shape. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— It  has  been  found 
that,  in  putting  up  tomatoes,  and  even 
salmon,  it  is  impossible  to  put  the  same 
quantity  always  in  the  same  sized  can, 
and  if  you  provide  that  there  must  be  one 
pound  weight  in  a  package  which  is  sup- 
posed to  be  a  pound,  it  will  sometimes 
be  short  a  quarter  of  an  ounce,  and  any 
crank  that  wants  to  take  advantage  of  the 
packer  or  seller  could  do  so.  They  have 
found  in  the  United  States,  that  the 
proper  way  is  for  every  factory  to  put 
their  stamp  on  the  package — ones,  twos 
and  threes,  as  the  case  may  be — ^and  sell 
them  from  the  factory,  such  a  packer, 
according  to  the  number,  and  they  find  it 
to  be  the  best  way.  You  cannot,  in  all 
cases,  get  the  cans  to  weigh  alike. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— Make  them  large 
enough. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— Make  them  large 
enough,  and  the  packers  will  put  the  full 
weight  in  them,  and  the  goods  will  sell 
according  to  the  character  of  the  packer 
and  the  marks.  Say,  there  are  20,000- 
cans  now  made  for  a  certain  weight,  and 
if  they  are  a  quarter  of  an  ounce  less  than 
that  weight  they  would  have  to  be  thrown 
away.  They  find  it  impossible  to  have 
the  weight  exact,  and,  therefore,  it  is  better 
for  the  whole  community  to  have  a  stand- 
ard size  for  packages.  In  the  United 
States,  they  have  got  back  to  this  very 
principle,  and  it  is  better  to  leave  the  Bill« 
without  providing  a  standard  weight,  as 
every  packer  will  have  his  character  and 
standing  at  stake  in  putting  in  the  right 
weight. 

Hon.  Mr.  TURNER— There  is  a  bill 
now  before  the  New  York  Legislature  of 
the  very  same  character  as  this.  They 
have  ceased  to  attempt  to  carry  out  what 
is  impossible,  and  have  adopted  this  very 
principle. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

On  the  fourth  clause, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— There  is  a  pro- 
vision in  this  clause  that  a  variation  ot 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Canned  Goods    [MAY  21,  1885]     Bia. 


935 


half  an  ounce  in  each  pound  shall  not  be 
deemed  a  violation  of -the  provisions  of 
the  section.  Some  articles  are  put  up  in 
very  small  packages. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— There  is  nothing 
put  in  less  than  one  pound  in  those  cans. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— In  clause  three 
the  Governor-in-Council  may  declare  a 
standard  size. 

Hon.  Mr.  TURNER— There  are  no 
goods  of  this  kind  put  up  in  less  than  one 
pound  packages. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— This  applies  to 
mustard  as  well  as  other  canned  goods, 
and  under  this  clause  you  cannot  import 
mustard. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  sixth  section 
exempts  foreign  goods  imported  into 
Canada  from  the  operation  of  the  Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— If  I  under- 
stand the  hon. 'gentleman,  this  is  a  Bill  not 
to  conform  the  size  of  packages,  but  on 
the  contrary  to  conform  the  weights. 

Hon.  Mr.  TURNER— It  is  only  per- 
missive. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— The  Bill  pro- 
vides that  the  Governor-in-Council  may 
declare  certain  sized  packages  to  be  the 
standard  size  for  canned  goods.  These 
are  called  standard  sizes.  The  next 
feature  of  it  is  that  the  man  who  packs  the 
goods  shall  put  his  name  on  the  package 
and  after  that  he  shall  stamp  on  it  the 
number  of  pounds  contained  in  the 
package. 

Hon.  Mr.  TURNER— He  may  do  it 
or  not,  as  he  pleases. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— If  he  does, 
and  the  number  of  pounds  in  the  can  do 
not  compare  with  the  number  on  the 
label,  he  is  liable  to  a  fine.  If  he  does 
not  have  a  stamp  on  the  package,  he  is 
liable  to  a  fine  ;  and  in  certain  cases  he  is 
allowed  a  variation  of  half  an  ounce. 
Now,  if  the  packer  is  not  compelled  to 
stamp  the  weight  on  the  can,  and  it  is 
short  in  weight,  he  cannot  be  fined. 


Hon.  Mr.  TURNER— The  packer  is 
not  compelled  to  stamp  the  weight  oti  the 
can,  but  if  he  does  stamp  it,  and  the  weight 
is  short,  he  is  liable  to  a  fine.  The  Eng- 
lish law  is  this :  you  can  buy  a  package 
unmarked  as  a  package,  but  if  it  is  stamped 
as  weighing  two  pounds,  and  it  does  not 
contain  two  pounds,  the  packer  is  liable  to 
a  fine ;  but  he  is  not  compelled  to  stamp 
the  weight 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN---This  Bill  pro- 
vides that  the  Governor-in-Council  may 
declare  certain  sized  packages  to  be  the 
standard  sizes,  and  if  the  Order-in-Council 
goes  on  to  say  that  the  standard  size  shall 
be  I,  2,  or  3  pounds  and  so  on,  it  provides 
for  weight 

Hon.  Mr.  TURNER--The  Order-in- 
Council  makes  it  emphatic  that  the  size 
shall  be  so  and  so,  but  this  Bill  does  not 
provide  for  a  specific  weight ;  but  if  the 
party  takes  upon  himself  to  stamp  his 
packages  as  containing  a  specific  weight 
he  is  liable  to  a  fine  if  they  do  not  contain 
that  weight. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— Most  of  the 
canned  goods  sold  are  composed,  to  a 
certain  extent,  of  solid  and  liquid  sub- 
stances. Supposing  that  the  solid  and 
liquid,  of  which  the  goods  are  composed, 
contain  a  little  more  of  the  solid  in  one 
can  than  in  another,  the  one  containing 
the  greater  portion  of  solid  matter  is  the 
heavier,  and  I  do  not  see  how  you  can 
adjust  it,  except  by  establishing  a  standard 
size  for  the  package. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  Act  of  last 
year  provided  that  the  canned  goods 
should  have  the  weight  marked  on  the 
packages,  and  also  provided  a  penalty  of 
two  dollars  for  each  tin,  or  can,  or  pack- 
age, that  was  not  so  marked.  Then  it 
was  provided  that  it  should  only  come 
into  force  on  the  ist  of  January,  1885.  I 
understand,  however,  that  the  Department 
found  that  this  section  was  unworkable, 
and  they  never  put  it  into  operation.  It 
was  suspended  by  Order-in-Council,  con- 
sequently that  ounce  of  experience  is 
worth  a  great  deal  of  theory.  I  think  the 
Minister  has  suggested  as  to  the  point  that 
I  raised  about  the  variation  of  half  an 
ounce,  that  it  might  be  made  not  exceeding 
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the  rate  of  one-half  ounce  in  each  pound.  I 
think  the  better  way  would  be  to  say 
"**  provided  always,  that  a  variation  of  three 
per  cent,  shall  not  be  deemed  a  violation 
•of  the  provisions  of  this  section,"  because 
it  relates  to  weight  and  size  as  well. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
■have  no  objection  to  that  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  would 
suggest  to  the  Minister  of  Justice  that 
that  should  be  made  five  per  cent.;  three 
per  cent,  is  too  small. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  should  like  to 
know  what  the  hon.  member  from  Ham- 
ilton (Mr.  Turner)  thinks  of  that  ? 

Hon.  Mr-  SMITH— You  cannot  bind 
people  to  an  exact  thing  in  canned  liquids. 

Hon.  Mr.  TURNER— I  think  three 
per  cent,  is  quite  enough. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— I  want  to  save 
those  who  have  cans  already  made. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— These  canned 
goods  are  sold  in  very  large  quantities.  A 
packer  puts  up  perhaps  a  thousand  pack- 
ages and  sells  them  to  one  individual  at 
such  a  weight  or  quantity.  Five  per  cent 
on  that  is  a  considerable  quantity — fifty 
packages. 


Hon.    Mr.  KAULBACH— It 
little  to  each  purchaser. 


IS  very 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Under  the  pro- 
posed amendment  there  might  be  the 
weight  of  fifty  packages  in  a  thousand 
short.  That  is  going  a  little  too  far. 
Better  leave  it  as  the  Department  fixed  it 
Three  per  cent  is  what  the  other  House 
sent  up,  and  what  the  Department  fixed. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— It 
seems  to  be  the  opinion  of  the  House 
that  it  should  be  three  per  cent 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Why  should 
not  the  date  at  which  the  article  was 
packed  be  put  on  the  can  ?  The  public 
can  tell  the  weight,  but  they  have  no 
means  of  knowing  how  long  the  contents 
have  been  packed. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER. 


Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— The  hon.  gentle- 
man does  not  understand  the  difficulty  of 
putting  the  date  on  each  can  in  that  way. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

On  the  sixth  clause, 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH  said :  I  think 
the  Minister  of  Justice  will  see  the  neces- 
sity of  requiring  packers  to  put  the  date  of 
packing  on  each  can.  You  can  tell  the 
capacity  and  weight  of  a  can,  but  not  how 
long  it  has  been  kept  in  stock. 

Hon.  Mr.  TURNER— The  Depart- 
ment  have  gained  some  experience  since 
the  passing  of  the  last  Act.  They  found 
that  they  had  got  themselves  into  an 
awkward  position  in  working  it  out  This 
year  they  have  adopted  the  more  cautious 
policy  of  feeling  their  way.  A  great  many 
of  these  changes  are  improvements,  and 
by-and-bye,  when  everything  is  in  good 
working  order,  other  improvements  can 
be  effected.  If  you  want  to  have  this 
Act  working  properly,  let  it  pass  as  it  is 
now,  and  we  can  afterwards  deal  with 
other  improvements. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— It  will  give 
grocers  a  chance  to  work  off  stale  goods. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— Above  all  things, 
I  believe  the  date  of  packing  should  be 
marked  on  the  package.  What  merchant 
to-day  would  like  to  buy  a  hundred  barrels 
of  fish  without  knowing  the  date  of 
packing  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— This  Bill  does  not 
deal  with  fish  in  barrels. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER — Everyone  knows 
that  if  the  date  of  packing  the  fish  were 
not  marked  on  the  barrel,  the  greatest 
imposition  would  be  practised. 

Hon.  Mr.  TURNER— If  herrings  were 
packed  in  sealed  cans  the  date  would  make 
no  difference. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
Crosse  &  Blackwell,  and  other  well-known 
firms  do  not  put  the  date  of  packing 
on  their  cans. 
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Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— The  next  clause 
permits  the  packer  to  put  the  date  of 
packing  on  his  cans.    It  is  not  compulsory. 

The  clause  was  adopted 

Hon.  Mr-  GIRARD,  from  the  Com- 
mittee, reported  the  Bill  with  amendments, 
which  were  concurred  in, 

r 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  4.25  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa^  Friday^  May  22ndy   i88s- 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
o'clock 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THE  CANADA  TEMPERANCE  ACT. 

PETITIONS. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH  presented  a  number 
of  petitions,  praying  that  ale,  porter,  lager 
beer,  light  wines  and  cider  be  exempted 
from  the  operation  of  the  Canada  Tem- 
perance Act,  and  that  the  said  Act  may 
not  come  into  force  unless  supported  by  a 
three-fifths  majority  of  those  voting.  He 
said  :  I  can  only  say,  in  support  of  those 
petitions,  that  ihey  were  not  thought  of 
until  last  Saturday  morning,  and  it  shows 
you  the  feeling  of  the  country  on  this 
subject.  I  know  a  large  number  of  the 
gentlemen  who  have  signed  those  petitions 
in  the  several  counties  and  cities  from 
which  they  come,  and  I  can  say  that  more 
respectable  petitioners  have  never  pre- 
sented a  prayer  to  this  hon.  House.  Take 
them  all  in  all,  they  are  the  true  temper- 
ance men  of  our  country.  They  are  men 
of  wealth  and  standing,  men  who  have 
the  welfare  of  our  country  at  heart,  and 
I  earnestly  hope  that  the  House  will  give 
their  petitions  that  consideration  to  which 
the  standing  and  number  of  the  petitioners 
entitle  them.  The  petitions  presented 
here  to-day  are  signed  by  35,526  electors 
in  the  province  of  Ontario.  In  a  great 
many  cases  where  the  petitions  come 
from  cities,  the  residence  and  number  of 
the  street  are  given  with  each  signature, 


and  there  is,  therefore,  nothing  fictitious 
about  them. 

THE  NORTH-WEST  REBELLION. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER  rose  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Government  to 
the  destitute  condition  of  the  wives  and 
families  of  certain  volunteers,  who  have 
been  killed  or  wounded  in  suppressing  the 
outbreak  in  our  North-West,  and  ask  the 
Government  whether  it  is  their  purpose  to 
grant  immediate  aid  in  those  cases,  where 
such  families  are  in  a  state  of  destitution  ? 
He  said :  The  question  which  I  now 
submit  to  the  House,  is  one  which,  in 
my  judgement,  calls  for  our  most  earnest 
consideration.  The  dread  calamity  of 
open  insurrection  has  been  brought 
upon  the  country,  which  has  led  to  much 
loss  of  life  and  to  the  maiming  and 
wounding  of  many  of  our  young  patriotic 
and  noble  volunteers. 

The  whole  united  press  and  people 
of  the  country  are  deeply  sensible  of  the 
manly  and  self-sacrificing  spirit  manifested 
by  one  and  all  of  the  force  ordered  to 
proceed  to  the  disaffected  districts.  The 
manner  in  which  they  have  faced  every 
difficulty — undergoing  great  bodily  suf- 
fering and  privations,  without  a  single 
instance  of  murmurmg — and  the  extra- 
ordinary valor  which  they  have  displayed 
in  every  conflict  with  the  half-breeds  and 
Indians — displaying,  as  General  Middleton 
observed,  the  steadiness  of  the  regulars  of 
Her  Majesty's  service, — I  say,  when  we 
calmly  consider  all  this,  we  must  admit 
that  they  merit  the  most  profound  grati- 
tude of  the  country,  and  if,  through 
rendering  this  noble  service — leaving  their 
houses  and  avocations  and  trades — many 
of  their  families  have  been  brought  to 
destitute  circumstances — there  cannot, 
surely,  be  two  opinions,  namely,  that  it  is 
the  duty  of  the  state  to  aid  and  relieve  in 
some  measure  such  afflicted  families. 
Such  affliction  has  not  arisen  from  any 
improvidence  on  their  part,  but  from  their 
praiseworthy  desire  to  serve  their  country. 
They  have  gone  forth  as  a  most  exemplary 
and  industrious  class  of  our  young  men 
upon  a  national  public  emergency  to 
restore  law  and  order,  where  life  and 
property    were    being     daily    sacrificed. 
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Those  men  have  risked  the  loss  of  their 
regular  employment  and  their  lives,  receiv- 
ing little  compensation  for  the  services 
they  have  rendered,  and  when  we  consider 
that  many  of  them  are  the  fathers  of 
families  who  have  been  depending  upon 
them  for  their  food  and  clothing,  while 
others  are  in  the  position  of  sons  support- 
ing a  parent  or  other  members  of  the 
family ;  I  say,  when  we  consider  this,  I 
think  we  must  all  agree  that  in  such  cases 
where  the  men  have  been  killed  or 
wounded,  or  disabled  upon  that  important 
service,  their  families  should  not  be  left  to 
depend  entirely  upon  private  charity  and 
bounty. 

I  say,  without  hesitation,  that  we  should 
recognize  the  just  claims  of  such  families 
thus  deprived  of  their  protectors,  and  of 
their  means  of  support,  as  claims  upon  the 
state,  and  as  claims  richly  deserving  to  be 
recognized. 

Special  pleadings  may  be  advanced  : 

I  St. — That  the  men  volunteered  to  go 
on  their  own  risk,  and  their  families  must 
run  the  risk — and  many  other  pleadings 
may  be  made. 

But  I  believe  I  express  correctly  the 
feeling  which  generally  animated  our  citi- 
zen soldiers  to  go  to  the  front  so  cheerful- 
ly and  without  a  murmur,  when  I  say  that 
it  was  a  feeling  of  duty  and  a  high  sense 
of  honor.     They  exclaimed  : 

"  We  entered  the  volunteer  service  in 
times  of  peace,  and  it  shall  not  be  said 
that  we  now  shrink  from  the  hardships, 
and  privations,  and  toil  of  long  marches, 
or  from  even  facing  the  ambush  mode  of 
warfare  adopted  by  the  Indian  tribes." 

Why,  about  a  week  ago  the  Queen's 
Government  cabled  to  us  an  announce- 
ment that  ;^ioo  stg.  shall  be  given  to  the 
widows  of  Canadian  boatmen  who  per- 
ished on  the  Nile,  and  half  that  amount  to 
families  who  lost  a  son.  Let  it  not  be 
said,  that  as  a  Parliament  or  a  Govern- 
ment, we  are  insensible  to  the  common 
claims  of  humanity — which,  in  this  case, 
are  so  clear  and  conclusive.  Let  it  not 
be  Said  that  the  action  of  this  Parliament 
is  to  appropriate  moneys  for  the  most  con- 
temptible party  purposes — to  enable  one 
party  to  defeat  the  other — but  that  we  have 
no  moneys  to  relieve  in  any  degree  the  fami- 
lies of  those  men  who  have  been  maimed 
and  wounded  and  shed  their  blood  to 
suppress  an  alarming  insurrection. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  subject  that 
the  hon.  senator  from  Woodstock  has 
brought  to  the  nodce  of  the  House  is  one 
of  great  interest  We  all  deeply  feel  that 
there  is  a  great  debt  of  gratitude  due  by 
the  people  of  this  country  to  the  volun- 
teers who  have  so  nobly  performed  the  task 
of  subduing  the  rebellion  in  the  North- 
west They  have,  as  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  observed,  encountered  very  great 
privations  and  hardships.  Many  of  them 
were  not  inured  to  that  style  of  life.  It 
was  perfectly  novel  to  them,  and  for  the 
people  of  Canada  they  have  risked  their 
lives.  Many  valuable  lives  have  already 
been  taken  in  the  short  period  since  the 
rebellion  has  broken  out,  and  I  am  quite 
sure  that  the  people  of  Canada  will  feel  that 
it  is  a  proper  thing  that  no  man  who  has 
risked  his  life  in  the  defence  of  the  Domin- 
ion should  suffer  either  in  his  own  person 
or  in  that  of  his  family.  Many  public  insti- 
tutions from  which  young  men  were  drafted, 
had  with  a  spirit  of  patriotism  and  propriety, 
directed  that  their  pay  should  go  on,  al- 
though the  volunteer  was  absent  on  service ; 
but  there  are  many,  no  doubt,  who  have  not 
the  kindly  care  that  some  employers  have 
manifested  towards  the  volunteers.  The 
condition  of  those,  if  it  is  as  at  all  repre- 
sented by  the  hon.  senator  from  Wood- 
stock, (and  I  fear  there  are  such  cases) 
should  at  once  meet  with  the  attention  of 
the  Government  I  am  quite  sure, 
whether  their  attention  is  drawn  to  it  by 
direct  appeal  or  not,  it  should  be  at  once 
anticipated  and  every  care  taken  that  any 
of  the  families  of  volunteers  who  have  left 
them  dependent  in  any  way,  either  upon 
municipal  charity  or  on  the  kindness  of 
friends,  should  be  seen  to ;  that  no  family 
should  in  any  way  suffer  by  the  absence  of 
the  bread-winner.  We  can  all  fed  alike 
on  the  subject.  We  all  feel  that  too  much 
cannot  be  said  or  too  much  done  on  behalf 
of  those  who  have  risked  their  lives  in  order 
that  this  rebellion  might  be  put  down,  and 
I  hope,  therefore,  to  hear  that  the 
Government  duly  appreciate  the  imr 
portance  of  this  subject,  and  that 
they  will  recognize  those  services  with  no 
niggardly  hand.  The  pay  of  a  volunteer 
we  know  is  a  bagatelle.  It  is  preposter- 
ous to  talk  of  a  family  being  supported  on 
it  Many  of  the  men  now  fighting  our 
battles  in  the  North-West  have  had  to 
make  large  sacrifices.      Those  sacrifices 
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ought  not  to  fall  on  them,  but  on  the 
people  of  Canada,  by  whom  it  will  not  be 
regarded  as  a  burden,  but  as  a  debt  of 
gratitude  that  will  be  gladly  paid.  The 
femilies  of  any  men  who  are  lost  in  that 
country  should  receive  attention,  not  on 
the  old  basis,  not  rated  on  the  basis  that 
the  pension  is  paid  on  in  the  regular  army, 
but  on  a  basis  which  will  show  that  the 
people  of  Canada  duly  recognize  their 
patriotic  service.  Most  ample  remunera- 
tion should  be  left  to  the  families,  that  the 
pecuniary  loss  of  the  head  of  the  house 
shall  not  be  felt  The  keen  anguish  of 
mind  will  have  to  be  endured,  but  so  far 
as  sympathy  and  consideration  for  support 
hereafter  are  concerned,  I  am  quite  confi- 
dent that  the  whole  of  the  people  of 
Canada  are  in  accord  on  that  subject,  and 
it  ought  not  to  require  any  proposition  on 
the  part  of  Parliament,  although  it  is  the 
correct  avenue  through  which  opinion 
should  be  expressed,  to  assure  the  Gov- 
ernment that  they  cannot  overstep  the 
line  in  that  direction.  Our  acts  should  be 
generous  rather  than  fair,  and  I  trust  here 
that  the  Minister  of  Justice,  when  he 
discloses  what  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment will  be,  will  inform  the  House  that 
it  will  be  such  as  will  assure  the  people 
of  Canada  that  they  have  not  been  un- 
mindful of,  or  ungrateful  to,  the  volunteers 
who  have  so  nobly  gone  to  the  front  on 
short  notice. 

Hon.  Sir.  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  — 
The  hon.  gentleman  from  Ottawa  will,  of 
course,  perceive  that  it  requires  time  to 
get  the  necessary  information  together,  in 
order  to  deal  with  those  cases.  No  speci- 
fic cases  have  come  yet  under  the  notice 
of  the  Governmeut.  We  only  know  gen- 
erally, as  all  the  world  knows,  and  as  the 
newspapers  assert,  that  there  are  cases 
such  as  the  hon.  gentleman  describes. 
The  Government  are  quite  sensible  of  the 
obligation  which  the  country  owes  to  the 
volunteers  who  have  been  fighting  their 
battles  in  the  North-West,  and  will  not  be 
found  wanting  in  their  duty  in  regard  to 
them.  But  until  all  the  information 
which  is  necessary  to  deal  with  the  cases 
of  those  who  have  suffered  has  been  got 
toc:ether,  it  will  be  impossible  for  us  to 
take  any  step.  It  will  be  necessary  that 
we  should  deal  with  all  of  them,  and  in 
order  to  get  this  information  some  time 


will  be  required.  In  the  meantime,  I  can. 
only  express  my  concurrence  in  very  much 
of  what  has  fallen  from  my  hon.  friend 
and  assure  him  that  the  matter  is  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Government,  and 
that  they  duly  appreciate  their  position, 
with  regard  to  these  unfortunate  sufferers. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— Have  the  Gov- 
ernment received  any  information  to-day 
from  the  North- West  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL--I  un- 
derstand that  the  telegram  announcing 
that  Poundmaker  had  asked  on  what 
terms  he  could  surrender,  is  true.  I  do 
not  know  whether  the  Minister  of  Militia 
has  received  any  specific  information  him- 
self on  the  subject,  but  he  tells  me  that  he 
has  no  doubt  the  information  published 
to-day  is  true. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— 
Has  any  news  been  received  concerning 
Mrs.  Delaney? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
do  not  know  that  the  Government  have 
received  any  tidings  about  her. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— It  is  reported 
about  town  to-day  that  she  is  safe. 

WEIGHTS   AND   MEASURES    ACT 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

SECOND   READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (iiR),  "An. 
Act  further  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to 
Weights  and  Measures."  He  said  :  The 
first  clause  of  this  Bill  repeals  the  section 
of  the  Weights  and  Measures  Act  which 
provided  that  25  gallons  should  mean  a 
barrel,  and  substitutes  in  lieu  of  it  "  two 
gallons  shall  be  a  peck,  and  eight 
gallons  shall  be  a  bushel."  It  also  pro- 
vides certain  weights  for  various  products^ 
and  what  a  barrel  of  apples  shall  mean. 
The  reasons  why  some  of  these  alterations 
are  made  I  will  give  in  committee. 
There  is  one  with  reference  to  bituminous 
coal.  It  would  seem  that  where  coal  is 
retailed  it  is  frequently  sold  by  measure, 
to  the  injury  of  those  who  buy.  The 
effect  of  the  Bill  in  that  respect  would  be. 
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to  compel  persons  to  sell  coal  by  weight ; 
it  will  be  much  safer  for  those  persons 
who  buy  coal  in  small  quantities.  The 
barrel  adopted  as  the  standard  for  apples, 
4s  a  flour  barrel. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  that  the 
plan  adopted  by  the  draughtsman  in  pre- 
paring this  Bill  is  calculated  to  mislead. 
The  only  effect  of  the  second  clause  is  to 
add  "bituminous  coal  70  lbs.,"  to  the 
existing  law.  The  attempt  to  enforce  the 
^ale  of  goods  by  weight,  instead  of  by 
measure,  is  of  questionable  wisdom.  I  see 
it  is  open  for  parties  by  special  agreement 
to  sell  by  measure.  I  know  that  in  the 
^ity  of  Halifax,  the  law  provided  that  coal 
should  be  sold  by  weight  in  large  quanti- 
ties, and  I  think  the  same  provision  exists 
as  to  potatoes  and  turnips  and  things  of 
that  sort,  but  it  has  been  found  so  incon- 
venient that  the  law  is  almost  uniformly 
disregarded,  and  such  products  are  sold 
by  measure.  I  think  that  the  better  way 
would  be  to  leave  the  parties  to  decide  for 
themselves  whether  the  goods  should  be 
sold  bv  measure  or  by  weight,  provided, 
of  course,  if  these  goods  are  sold  by  weight 
they  shall  be  at  the  weight  specified  in  the 
second  clause  of  this  Bill.  I  think  it  would 
be  better  to  modify  the  second  clause  so 
as  to  leave  it  optional  with  the  parties  to 
sell  either  by  weight  or  by  measure,  simply 
providing  that  if  they  do  sell  by  measure, 
the  weight  of  a  bushel  shall  be  as  set  out 
in  the  clause. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— I  rather  disagree 
with  my  hon.  friend  about  coal.  I  do  not 
know  what  the  practice  is  at  Halifax,  but 
•I  know  in  the  city  of  St.  John  hard  coal  is 
universally  sold  by  weight 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— It  is 
safer. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— All  respectable 
wholesale  dealers  in  coal  provide  them- 
selves with  a  large  platform  scale  and 
'the  weight  of  each  cart  is  known,  and 
<he  coal  is  weighed  in  that  way.  It  is  a 
municipal  law ;  whether  it  will  be  satis- 
factory or  not  that  the  Dominion 
•Government  should  take  possession  of 
the  weighing  scales,  I  cannot  say.  Soft 
coal  is  more  universally  used  in  Nova 
Scotia.     I  do  not  think  soft  coal  could  be 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


as  safely  weighed  as  it  could  be  measured ; 
so,  to  meet  the  requirements  of  the  trade 
in  both  soft  and  hard  coal,  it  would  be 
well  to  have  the  two  means  of  weighing 
and  measuring ;  that  is,  weighing  for  the 
hard  coal,  and  measuring,  perhaps,  for  the 
other.  Soft  coal  is  liable  to  absorb  wet, 
and  it  would  not  always  be  fair  to  sell  it 
by  weight,  but  hard  coal  is  a  different 
commodity.  I  think  the  fairest  way  to 
both  parties  would  be  to  have  it  weighed 
and  see  that  proper  scales  are  provided 
for  the  purpose. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— Have  the  Govern- 
ment ascertained  how  far  this  will  interfere 
with  the  shipment  of  apples  ?  I  believe 
it  is  now  the  rule  in  Canada  to  use  barrels 
of  the  size  indicated  in  this  Bill ;  but  in 
the  United  States  the  barrel  holds  only 
two  bushels.  We  ship  very  large  quantities 
of  apples  now  from  the  Annapolis  valley  to 
England  to  compete  with  the  American 
apples,  and  it  might  be  very  awkward  to 
have  to  make  our  barrels  larger  than  the 
American  barrels.  It  would  be  well  to 
inquire  how  this  would  affect  the  export  of 
apples  from  Nova  Scotia. 

Hon.  Mr  McINNES  (B.C.)— I  hope 
when  this  Bill  is  referred  to  a  committee 
of  the  whole  House,  that  the  Minister  of 
Justice  will  accept  of  a  suggestion,  to  do 
away  with  bushels  and  pecks,  when  ap- 
plied to  solids,  altogether.  I  think  it  is 
high  time  that  we  should  drop  the  old  and 
rather  tedious  way  of  disposing  of  solids 
by  the  bushel  I  speak  after  some  years 
experience  on  the  Pacific  coast,  and  I  say 
that  the  system  of  selling  by  weight  pre- 
vails there  from  Mexico  to  Alaska.  If 
you  buy  anything  solid,  whether  it  is 
potatoes,  hay,  grain  or  anything  solid,  it 
bought  by  weight,  whether  it  is  10,  20  or 
100  lbs.  or  a  ton  or  100  tons,  and  I  think 
it  is  by  all  odds  the  fairest  way  of  buying 
or  selling.  You  know  what  you  are  buy- 
ing then.  So  far  as  fluids  are  concerned, 
that  is  an  entirely  different  matter.  I 
cannot  agree  with  the  hon.  member  from 
Halifax  with  respect  to  disposing  of  coal 
by  measurement.  It  would  be  only  a 
short  time,  if  bushels  were  done  away 
with,  until  they  would  fall  into  it,  and  it 
would  be  a  great  deal  more  acceptable 
and  convenient  than  the  present  system. 
It  is  within  my  own  recollection  when  we 
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had  the  Halifax  currency  and  figured  up 
the  price  of  everything  in  pounds,  shil- 
lings, pence  and  farthings.  We  all  know 
how  readily  we  got  into  the  decimal  cur- 
rency, and  I  believe  as  great  an  improve- 
ment could  be  effected  in  the  present 
system  if  the  bushel  were  expunged  in  the 
case  of  solids.  I  merely  throw  out  the 
suggestion,  so  that  when  the  Bill  is  referred 
to  a  committee  of  the  whole,  the  matter 
can  be  considered. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— While  I  agree 
with  the  hon.  gentleman  from  British 
Columbia,  there  would  be  some  hardship, 
I  think,  in  adopting  selling  by  weight  in 
the  Maritime  Provinces,  unless  it  is  made 
optional.  A  vessel  might  go  for  a  cargo 
of  potatoes  to  some  place  in  Prince 
Edward  Island,  where  there  is  no  means 
of  weighing,  and  it  would  be  better  under 
such  circumstances  to  leave  it  optional  to 
sell  either  by  weight  or  by  measure.  This 
Bill  provides  what  a  bushel  shall  be. 
While  I  am  strongly  in  favor  of  the  deci- 
mal system  and  of  weighing  all  solids, 
still  until  we  get  further  advanced  in  that 
direction  this  is  a  good  Bill,  because  it 
leaves  it  optional  with  the  purchaser  and 
vendor  to  make  their  arrangements  either 
to  weigh  or  measure.  I  think  the  hon. 
member's  suggested  amendment  would 
cause  a  great  deal  of  inconvenience  to 
vessels  taking  cargoes  of  turnips,  potatoes 
and  oats  from  small  ports  in  the  Maritime 
Provinces  where  they  would  have  no 
means  of  weighing  them.  It  is  difficult  to 
weigh  roots  except  on  a  large  scale,  where 
they  can  be  weighed  by  the  cartload. 
With  regard  to  the  apple  question,  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Fredericton  is  mis- 
informed as  to  the  American  system  of 
putting  up  apples.  This  Bill  is  to  con- 
form to  the  American  system.  The  barrel 
provided  for  here  is  the  flour  barrel. 
Section  3  is  as  follows : — 

^<  All  apples  packed  in  Canada  for  eale  shall 
be  packed  in  good  and  strong  barrels  of 
seasoned  faardwM>d  or  basswoMl  made  as 
nearly  cylindrical  as  may  be ;  the  staves  of 
such  barrels  shall  be  27  inches  in  length  from 
croe  to  croe,  with  heads  from  16  and  one-half 
to  17  inches  in  diameter;  and  such  barrels 
rhall  be  sufficiently  hooped,  with  a  linins 
hoop  within  the  chimes,  the  whole  well 
secured  by  nails." 

That  is  the  exact  size  of  a  flour  barrel, 
and  it  is  to  conform  to  that  that  this  Bill 


is  proposed,  because  I  know  last  year,, 
myself,  a  large  quantity  of  apples  came: 
from  Nova  Scotia  to  Charlottetown,  and 
at  an  auction  sale  there  was  as  great  a 
variety  of  barrels  as  there  were  coopers 
who  made  the  barrels.  There  was  a 
difference  of  from  one-fourth  of  an  inch  ta 
one  inch  in  the  length  of  the  staves.  This 
Bill  provides  for  a  uniform  size,  and  in. 
the  United  States  apples  are  packed  in. 
barrels  of  this  size.  Each  barrel  holds 
two  bushels  and  three  pecks. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— My  hon.  friend 
behind  me  (Mr.  Dever)  was  mistaken  in 
his  criticism  of  what  I  said,  because  this 
Bill  refers  only  to  soft  coal  and  conse- 
quently the  hon.  member  agrees  with  me.. 
I  think  our  countrymen  on  the  Pacific 
slope  are  a  little  further  advanced  than 
we  are  on  the  Atlantic  coast,  but  if  our 
people  are  benighted  enough  to  prefer  to 
remain  in  their  present  condition  for  a 
little  while  longer,  I  do  not  see  why  our 
advanced  friends  should  not  allow  thenv 
to  do  so.  The  hon.  member  from  Alber- 
ton  has  given  a  very  good  reason  why  the 
sale  of  roots  by  weight  .should  not  be 
made  compulsory,  and  I  had  in  my  mind,, 
when  I  spoke,  the  case  of  a  Halifax  mer- 
chant visiting  the  province  ol  Prince 
Edward  Island  to  purchase  a  cargo  of 
roots,  and  that  is  why  I  said  that  the 
purchaser,  as  well  as  the  seller,  would 
prefer  that  the  sale  should  be  by  measure 
rather  than  by  weight,  and  the  vessels 
which  bring  coal  from  Cape  Breton  are  in 
somewhat  the  same  position.  If  it  suits 
the  buyer  and  seller  to  have  goods-  sold 
by  measure  rather  than  by  weight,  I  do 
not  see  why  they  should  not  be  allowed  to 
do  as  they  please  about  it  My  suggestion 
was  that  the  necessity  for  a  special  agree- 
ment should  be  doiie  away  with.  The 
Bill  says  that  a  bushel  shall  be  determined 
by  weighing,  unless  the  bushel  by  measure 
is  specially  agreed  upon.  If  a  man  buys 
a  bushel  of  anything  he  understands  that 
it  is  measured.  If  he  wants  to  buy  so 
many  pounds  of  an  article  then  of  course 
it  is  weighed,  and  I  think  the  better  way 
would  be  simply  not  to  require  a  special 
agreement  where  the  article  is  bought  by 
the  bushel. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.  C)— la 
reply  to  the  arguments  advanced  by  the 
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hon.  tmembers  from  Alberton  and  Hali- 
fax, with  regard  to  the  difficulties  which 
might  arise  from  not  having  scales  to 
weigh  those  articles,  it  might  be  made 
compulsory  on  vessel  owners  to  have 
scales  on  board  their  vessels — that  is,  those 
that  deal  in  produce  or  coaL  It  would 
not  cost  a  great  deal.  As  far  as  bitumi- 
nous coal  is  concerned,  that  is  the  quality 
we  have  in  British  Columbia,  and  they 
never  think  of  buying  it  there  by  measure- 
ment ;  it  is  all  by  weight 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— We  do  not  want 
to  interfere  with  you.    • 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— I  venture  to 
•say  if  you  put  that  once  on  the  statute 
book  the  majority  of  the  people  living 
down  there  by  the  sea  will  prefer  it  to  the 
system  of  measurement. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ— It  will  be  in  the 
recollection  of  many  of  us  that  an  attempt 
was  made  a  few  years  ago  to  introduce  the 
decimal  system  of  measurement  on  this 
continent,  and  it  has  been,  in  certain 
places,  established.  To-day  all  grains  are 
sold  by  the  loo  lbs.  in  Detroit.  In  Liver- 
pool, England,  all  grain  is  sold  by  the  loo 
lbs.  and  the  sooner  we  can  come  to  that 
system,  also,  the  better.  They  speak  of 
the  inconvenience  of  selling  potatoes  or 
coal  or  turnips  by  weight,  but  it  is  certainly 
as  convenient  to  weigh  them  as  to  mea- 
sure them.  I  say  it  is  more  convenient  to 
weigh  them,  and  it  is  decidedly  safer  and 
more  just,  and  I  look  forward  to  see  that 
system  adopted  entirely,  and  that  this  anti- 
quated system  that  34  lbs.  shall  be  a 
bushel  and  60  lbs.  shall  be  a  bushel,  and 
so  on  will  be  altogether  done  away  with. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— I  would  like  to 
ask  how  oysters  are  to  be  sold  ?  I  some- 
times buy  a  bushel  of  shell  oysters,  and  I 
would  not  like  to  be  told  that  I  was  buying 
them  illegally  in  that  way. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— The  hon.  gentle- 
man, being  a  surgeon,  ought  to  know  how 
to  separate  the  oyster  from  the  shell,  and 
then  he  could  measure  his  oysters. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  think  it 
is  very  just  when  applied  to  wholesale 
transactions,  but  this  Bill  is  evidently  in- 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES. 


tended  to  be  in  the  interest  of  poorer 
purchasers.  Poor  people  want  some- 
times to  buy  a  half  a  bushel  of  oats  for 
instance,  and,  however  it  might  answer 
the  purposes  of  those  who  deal  wholesale, 
sale  by  weight  does  not  so  answer  the 
purposes  of  the  poor  man.  It  is  the 
same  with  coal.  A  poor  man  goes  into  a 
coal  store  and  buys  perhaps  enough  for  a 
week's  consumption,  and  for  the  conveni- 
ence of  those  poorer  purchasers,  we  must 
have  some  such  system  as  is  here  pro- 
posed. I  am  quite  in  favor  of  the  adopt- 
ion of  the  cental  system  in  dealing  with 
the  rest  of  the  world,  but  we  must  retain 
on  the  statute  book  a  measure  of  this 
kind  in  the  interest  of  the  poorer  classes. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  17th  section 
of  the  Act  of  1879,  provides  for  precisely 
the  same  articles  being  sold  by  weight. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
clause  has  been  repealed  and  re-enacted 
in  this  Bill. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  JUSTICE  IN 
THE   NORTH-WEST   TERRI- 
TORIES  BILL. 

SECOND   READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (V),  "An  Act 
respecting  the  Administration  of  Justice, 
and  other  matters  in  the  North-West 
Territories." 

He  said :  This  Bill  proposes  to  make 
certain  changes  in  the  law  of  the  North- 
West,  which  changes  are  not  very  impor- 
tant except  as  regards  the  final  one,  which 
is  to  prohibit  the  sale  of  arms.  The  earlier 
changes  are  to  remove  some  defects  which 
have  developed  themselves  from  time  to 
time  in  the  law  as  it  now  stands  with 
respect  to  the  North-West  Territories. 
The  first  one  is  to  remove  the  restric- 
tions as  to  penalties  which  are  imposed 
respecting  certain  offences.  The  original 
Act  restricted  it  to  $100.  The  Stipendary 
Magistrates  there  thought  it  doubtful 
whether  •this  penalty  did  not  interfere 
w.th  the  "power  to  impose  imprisonment 
as  well  as  a  fine,  and  it  was  thought  better 
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to  repeal  the  fine  altogether,  and  allow 
the  magistrates  to  impose  any  fine  they 
please.  The  next  one  is  to  provide  more 
certainly  for  taxation  there.  Some  doubt 
has  arisen  respecting  the  power  of  the 
Council  to  impose  a  tax  for  school  pur- 
poses, and  we  want  to  remove  any  doubt 
with  regard  to  that  The  next  is  with 
regard  to  the  electoral  districts.  It  seems 
as  the  law  stands  that  where  an  electoral 
district  is  once  constituted  that  it  becomes 
crystalized  and  cannot  afterwards  be 
changed.  After  the  population  increases 
they  may  want  to  change  a  district  and  there 
is  no  reason  why  they  should  not  have  the 
right  to  change  the  electoral  dis^tricts  from 
time  to  time.  The  next  clause  is  held 
back  for  the  House  of  Commons,  it  is  with 
respect  to  the  appointment  of  Stipendary 
Magistrates.  The  next  clause  is  to  pro- 
vide for  a  man  being  tried,  if  he  pleases, 
by  the  Stipendiary  Magistrate  without  the 
intervention  of  a  jury.  With  regard  to  the 
sale  of  arms  we  think  it  better,  consider- 
ing the  disturbed  state  of  that  part  of  the 
Dominion,that  the  sale  of  arms  of  precision 
should  be  restricted  for  a  time  at  all  events, 
and  we  have  adopted  the  same  language 
that  we  adopted  here  some  years  ago 
when  we  thought  it  desirable  to  impose 
some  such  restriction  with  regard  to  the 
sale  of  arms.  A  district  may  be  pro- 
claimed, and  within  that  district  so  long  as 
the  law  remains  in  force,  the  sale  of  arms 
of  precision  shall  be  restricted.  The  ex- 
ception is  smooth-bore  arms,  muzzle-load- 
ing arms,  inasmuch  as  smooth-bore  breach 
loaders  are  liable  to  be  used  with  an  inside 
rifle  barrel,  by  which  they  are  enabled 
to  be  converted  into  rifle-shooting  arms. 
The  power  will  be  exercised  by  the  Gov- 
emor-in-Council,  and  the  proclamation 
may  be  revoked  by  Order-in-Council.  I 
think  the  House  will  agree  that  under  the 
circumstances  now  prevailing  in  the  North- 
West  some  such  restriction  is  necessary. 
When  first  the  news  came  down  from  the 
North- West  it  was  generally  believed  that 
the  half-breeds  and  Indians  were  well 
armed  with  rifles,  and  that  we  were  going 
to  encounter  a  foe  that  were  well  armed. 
Happily  it  has  turned  out  that  they  were 
only  partially  provided  with  arms  of  pre- 
cision. After  a  district  has  been  proclaimed 
under  this  Act,  anybody  that  sells  arms  to 
an  Indian  will  be  liable  to  a  penalty.  I 
think  the  House  will  agree  with  me  that 


the  sale  of  such  arms  should  be  restrained 
and  that  this  will  be  a  safe  provision  in 
the  interests  of  the  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  entirely  approve 
of  the  proposition  of  the  Government  to 
prohibit  the  introduction  of  what  is  called 
the  rifle,  and  superior  small  arms  into  the 
North- West.  Some  years  ago  when  I  had 
to  do  with  the  administration  of  that 
country  through  the  Mounted  Pohce,  I 
was  very  much  impressed  with  the  danger 
that  was  likely  to  arise  from  the  intro- 
duction of  superior  arms  into  that  country. 
It  was  brought  to  my  notice,  as  far  back  as 
1876  or  77,  the  number  of  superior  arms 
that  were  being  brought  into  the  North- 
West  by  the  traders,  and  without  legislation 
I  endeavored  to  stop  it  in  a  moderate  way. 
I  remember  at  the  time  being  deeply  im- 
pressed with  the  probable  dangers  that 
might  arise  with  the  distribution  of  im- 
proved fire-arms  amongst  the  nomadic 
population  of  that  country ;  therefore,  I 
think  it  is  not  too  soon  to  adopt  a 
positive  enactment  that  what  are  known 
as  the  Winchester  and  Snider,  and 
superior  arms,  apart  from  the  smooth 
bore,  should  be  prohibited.  In  addition 
to  that,  I  think  that  in  future  settle- 
ments that  will  have  to  be  made  with 
the  Indians,  more  particularly  those  who 
have  taken  up  arms  in  rebellion,  that  one 
of  the  conditions  on  which  peace  should 
be  made  with  the  savages  is  the  surrender 
of  all  rifles  in  their  possession.  The  shot 
gun,  of  course,  must  be  permitted.  They 
will  largely  depend  upon  the  game  that 
they  kill  for  their  living  and  the  shot  gun 
should  be  left  to  them.  But  I  think,  out- 
side of  what  is  known  as  the  ordinary  shot 
gun,  all  the  superior  arms  should  be  taken 
away  and  only  permitted,  in  that  country, 
to  volunteers  that  will,  no  doubt,  now  meet 
and  form  companies  in  the  various 
centres,  where  population  has  gravitated 
Outside  of  that  I  think  the  rifle  ought  not 
to  be  permitted  to  be  sold.  My  hon. 
friend  proposes  to  exclude  also  the  breach 
loader.  I  do  not  know  that  that  is 
material,  because  I  do  not  see  any  special 
difference  as  far  as  the  bullets  are  con- 
cerned, between  the  breach  loader  and 
the  muzzle  loader.  We  all  remember  the 
old  Brown  Bess  as  a  muzzle  loader,  and 
the  execution  that  was  done  with  it.  Shot 
guns  will  carry  bullets  whether  you  put 
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them  in  at  the  muzzle  or  at  the  breach, 
but  they  will  not  cairy  such  a  long  dis- 
tance. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  —  What 
will  become  of  the  stock  of  rifles  in  the 
hands  of  traders  ?  It  may  be  a  very  great 
loss  to  many  of  them  who  would  be  de- 
terred from  selling. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
should  not  think  there  would  be  any  very 
large  stocks  of  rifles  in  the  hands  of 
traders  out  there.  However,  I  will  con- 
sider that  point. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— I  do  not  wish  to 
interfere,  in  any  way,  in  anything  that 
would  be  the  means  of  making  that  coun- 
try safer  than  it  is  for  persons  who  reside 
in  it,  but  I  would  say  to  the  Minister  of 
Justice  that  the  breech  loader  is  the  gun  of 
the  day  as  a  fowling  piece.  In  fact,  the 
muzzle  loader  is  completely  obsolete. 
Nobody  will  have  it  who  can  get  a  breech- 
loader, and  I  do  not  know  that  the 
breech  loader  is  any  more  dangerous 
than  the  muzzle  loader.  I  have  both  at 
home,  and  I  know  if  I  were  to  use  a 
smooth  bore  for  bullets,  I  would  use  the 
muzzle  loader  and  not  the  breech  loader. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  we  had 
better  leave  the  Bill  as  it  is.  I  do  not 
think  there  will  be,  for  some  time,  any 
danger  there  from  muzzle  loaders,  or 
breech  loaders  either.  I  think  General 
Middleton,  with  his  shrapnel  shell  and 
gatling  guns,  has  put  an  end  to  any 
danger  of  trouble  in  the  immediate 
future.  The  provision  is  a  very  wise  one 
as  it  stands  in  the  Bill.  I  think  that  re- 
stricting the  j)eople  out  there  not  to  kill 
game,  except  with  muzzle  loaders,  would 
drobably  be  very  inconvenient 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

THE  ADULTERATION  ACT. 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon,  Sir  ALEX,  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (W),  "An  Act 
respecting  the  adulteration  of  food,  drugs, 
and  agricultural   fertilizers."     He  said: 

Hon.  Mf  SCOTT. 


This  is  a  Bill  prepared  in  the  Department 
of  Inland  Revenue  for  the  purpose  of 
preventing  the  adulteration  of  agricultural 
fertilizers,  and  also  to  make  some  altera- 
tions with  respect  to  the  adulteration  of 
food  and  drugs.  The  changes,  I  think, 
down  to  sub-section  i  of  G,  on  the  second 
page,  are  not  very  important  That  one 
requires  that  the  component  parts  of  any 
mixture  sold  as  a  fertilizer  are  to  be  men- 
tioned on  the  label  in  conspicuous 
characters  forming  an  inseparable  part  of 
the  general  label,  which  shall  also  bear 
the  name  and  address  of  the  manufacturer. 
Then  there  is  a  clause  adding : — 

(A.)  Every  agricultural  fertilizer  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  '*  adulterated  "  within  the  mean- 
ing of  this  Act,  if,  when  sold,  offered  or  ex- 
posed for  sale,  the  chemical  analysis  thereof 
shows  a  deficiency  of  more  than  one  per  cent, 
of  any  of  the  chemical  substances,  the  per- 
centages whereof  are  required  to  be  specified 
in  the  certiticate  by  "  Tht  Fertilizers  AcU 
1885,"  required  to  be  afiixed  to  each  barrel, 
box,  sack  or  package  containing  the  same, 
or,  if  the  agricultural  fertilizer  is  in  bulk,  to- 
be  produced  to  the  inspector ;  or  if  it  contains 
less  than  the  minimum  per  centage  of  such 
substances  required  hy  the  said  Act  to  be 
contained  in  such  fertilizer. 

Clauses  20  and  21  are  entirely  new. 
They  provide  for  the  detention  of  the 
article  until  the  sample  is  analyzed  and 
also  for  the  confiscation  of  adulterated 
articles.  Clause  25  is  also  new  and  pro- 
vides a  penalty  for  attaching  a  false  label 
The  other  changes  in  the  Act,  I  will  ex- 
plain to  the  Committee  when  the  Bill  is 
being  considered  clause  by  clause. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  thought 
that  we  had  dealt  satisfactorily  last  session 
with  the  subject  of  agricultural  fertilizers, 
and  I  was  therefore  rather  surprised  to  see 
the  subject  alluded  to  again  in  the  Bill 
before  us.  It  strikes  me  that  the  percent- 
age mentioned  here  is  rather  large. 
It  seems  to  be  supposed  that  an  agri- 
cultural fertilizer  contains  a  certain 
percentage  of  some  specific  article  and 
that  the  whole  of  the  rest  is  of  a 
uniform  value;  but  the  actual  soluble 
contents  of  100  lbs.  weight  of  an  agricul- 
tural feitilizer  is  ,a  comparatively  small 
proportion — ^and  one  per  cent  deficiency 
in  that,  seems  to  be  a  rather  large  proper- 
tion.  I  am  not  sufficiently  conversant 
with  the  subject  myself  to  be  able  to  offer 
a  decided  opinion,  but  on  looking  over 
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the  Bill  is  struck  me  that  i  percent,  was  a 
large  percentage  of  the  more  valuable 
proportion  of  the  fertilizer,  the  percentage 
of  which  is  specified  on  the  label ;  I  there- 
fore took  the  opportunity  of  communicat- 
ing with  a  competent  person  on  this  sub- 
ject, and  I  have  not  had  time  yet  to  re- 
ceive a  reply ;  but  perhaps  if  the  Bill  is 
not  hurried  through,  if  nobody  in  the 
House  at  present  is  able  to  enlighten  us 
on  that  point,  it  will  be  settled  in  another 
way. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— It  will  depend  up- 
on what  construction  is  put  upon  the  term 
"  I  per  cent."  If  it  is  i  per  cent,  of  the 
whole  ICO  lbs.,  or  i  per  cent  of  the  in- 
gredient which  is  supposed  to  give  value 
to  the  mixture,  that  ought  to  be  carefully 
defined 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  am  very  glad 
to  see  a  measure  of  this  kind  introduced. 
The  adulteration  of  food,  and  drugs  and 
agricultural  fertilizers,  is  just  one  of  those 
things  which,  in  the  interest  of  the  pub- 
lic, the  Government  should  deal  with,  and 

1  am  very  glad  to  see  that  the  Department 
of  Inland  Revenue  has  taken  hold  of  this 
matter,  and  when  we  come  to  examine 
the  Bill  in  detail  I  trust  it  will  be  found  as 
good  as  we  expect  it  to  be.  I  shall  now 
call  the  attention  of  the  Minister  to  one 
expression  in  this  Bill  which  I  do  not 
understand.     In  sub-section  D  of  section 

2  there  is  a  reference  made  to  the  Fertiliz- 
ers Act  of  1885.  As  far  as  I  know,  no 
such  Bill  has  been  passed  this  session 
There  may  have  been,  but  if  there  is  I  am 
not  aware  of  it. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— This 
is  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— This  Bill  is  cited 
as  the  Adulteration  Act.  I  have  been 
looking  at  the  Act  of  last  year,  respecting 
agricultural  fertilizers,  and  it  does  not 
refer  to  any  officer  who  is  authorized  to 
procure  those  samples  and  it  has  no  short 
title,  and  it  occurs  to  me  that  possibly 
there  is  some  error  there. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— There 
may  be  some  error  there ;  I  will  inquire. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 
K2 


FORT  McLEOD  RANCHE  TELE- 
GRAPH COMPANY. 

SECOND    READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIRARD  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (80),  "  An  Act  to  incorpor- 
ate the  Fort  McLeod  Ranche  Telegraph 
Company."  He  said  :  The  object  of  this 
Bill  is  to  incorporate  a  company  to  estab- 
lish telegraphic  communication  between 
Calgary  and  Fort  McLeod.  As  it  is  very 
desirable  that  that  part  of  the  country 
should  have  as  much  telegraphic  commu- 
nication as  possible,  I  am  sure  there  will 
be  no  disposition  on  the  part  of  this 
House  to  oppose  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

AN  ADJOURNMENT. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
ought  to  have  moved  yesterday  that  when 
the  House  adjourns  to-day  it  do  stand  ad- 
journed until  Tuesday  next,  over  the 
Queen's  Birthday.  I  now  move,  with  the 
permission  of  the  House,  the  suspension 
of  the  14th  rule,  which  is  the  one  requir- 
ing an  intermediate  day's  notice,  in  order 
to  enable  me  to  move  that  when  the  House 
adjourns  to-day  it  stand  adjourned  until 
Tuesday  next 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  object 
to  the  Minister's  motion,  but  I  do  not 
think  the  two  motions  should  be  coupled 
together.  I  think  the  first  motion  should 
be  to  suspend  the  rule  and  then  when, 
that  motion  is  carried  the  motion  for  ad 
journment  should  be  moved. 

The  speaker— The  usual  course  in 
this  House  has  been  to  couple  the  two 
motions  together. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  may  be,  but 
I  do  not  think  it  is  regular,  because  any 
single  member,  by  objecting  to  the  motion 
on  the  ground  of  want  of  notice,  may  stop 
it  altogether,  whereas  once  the  suspension 
of  the  rule  is  agreed  to  the  majority  of  the 
House  can  carry  the  adjournment 
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The  SPEAKER— The  motion  as  put 
to  the  House  is,  I  think,  the  usual  one, 
and  quite  regular. 

The  motion  was  agreed  ta 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  4.35  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Ttusday,  May  26th,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedmgs. 

CANADA  TEMPERANCE  ACT,  AND 

LIQUOR  LICENSE  ACT 

AMENDMENT  BILL. 

THIRD   READING. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  having  been 
called  for  the  third  reading  of  Bill  92, 
^*  The  Canada  Temperance  Act  1878,  and 
the  Liquor  License  Act  1883,  further 
amendment  Bill "  as  amended  ; 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said : 
I  hardly  remember  how  this  Bill  got  into 
my  name,  as  1  had  not  charge  of  it ;  it  is 
Mr.  Vidal's  Bill,  but  I  will  move  the  third 
reading,  pro  forma^  seconded  by  Mr. 
Vidal. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL  — I  decline  to 
second  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— It  will  be  recol- 
lected that  on  the  withdrawal  of  the  mo- 
tion to  throw  out  the  Bill,  it  was  stated 
that  if  we  would  allow  the  Bill  to  go  into 
committee  any  one  who  wished  to  ad- 
dress the  House  on  the  subject  would 
have  an  opportunity  to  do  so  on  the  third 
reading.  I  intended  to  have  spoken  on 
that  occasion,  but  as  my  hon.  friend 
the  Minister  of  Justice  rose  at  the 
same  time  that  I  did,  I  took  my  seat  for 
the  purpose  of  knowing  what  he  intended 
to  say,  and  on  finding  what  he  intended 
to  do,  I  informed  the  House  that  I  would 
speak  on  the  subject,  and  the  hon.  gentle- 
man very  courteously  told  me  I  would 


have  an  opportunity  to  speak  on  the  third 
reading  of  the  Bill.  I  therefore  desire  to 
enter  at  some  length,  into  the  question 
because  a  great  many  others  have  done 
so,  and  in  approaching  it  I  intend  to  do 
so  as  calmly  and  as  considerately  as  I  can. 
It  is  not  necessary  to  mention  my  princi- 
ples here ;  they  are  well  known  in  this 
House.  But  I  think  I  have  a  right  to 
give  my  views  on  this  question,  and  I 
shall  endeavor  to  do  so  in  as  frank  a  man- 
ner as  I  possibly  can  in  touching  on  such 
subjects,  as  I  think  most  proper  for  me  to 
do  as  a  supporter  of  the  great  cause  of 
total  abstinence.  It  may  be  recollected 
that  when  my  hon.  friend  from  Samia 
first  rose  to  address  the  House,  he 
mentioned  the  number  of  places  where 
the  Act  had  passed  and  the  majorities  in 
its  favor,  and  he  contended  from  that,  that 
if  the  majorities  were  of  that  nature  he 
could  claim  for  the  Act  that  wherever  it 
had  been  adopted  it  was  by  a  fair  majority. 
The  hon.  gentleman  from  Niagara  took 
issue  with  him  on  that  question  and  stated, 
if  I  mistake  not,  that  where  the  majority 
did  not  amount  to  more  than  half  the 
total  vote,  those  that  did  not  vote  might 
be  considered  to  be  opposed  to  the  Scott 
Act  The  hon.  gentleman  from  Amherst 
also  took  that  ground,  but  I  think  both 
gentlemen  are  mistaken  and  I  shall  give 
my  reasons  why  I  think  they  were  mistaken. 
The  great  question  of  the  re-passing  of  the 
Act  in  the  county  of  Halton  was  one  which 
was  taken  up  very  strongly  on  both  sides  of 
the  question,  and  at  that  time  it  was  cur 
rently  reported,  and  I  believe  correctly 
reported,  too,  that  $10,000  had  been  raised 
for  the  purpose  of  endeavoring  to  defeat 
the  Act  in  the  county  of  Halton.  Some 
persons  stated  that  they  had  subscribed 
largely  towards  it  and  mentioned  it  as  a 
matter  of  fact  that  persons  were  employed 
to  lecture  against  the  Scott  Act,  and  they 
were  well  paid,  but  unfortunately  for  those 
who  spent  their  money  in  that  way  their 
efforts  were  a  failure,  and  the  Act  was 
sustained  by  a  much  larger  majority  than 
on  the  first  occasion. 

Now,  I  hold  that  if  with  that  money  the 
Anti-Scott  men  could  not  bring  sufficient 
support  to  vote  down  the  Act,  it  certainly 
showed  that  those  who  did  not  vote  at  all 
were  as  much,  or  even  more,  in  favor  of 
the  Act  than  they  were  opposed  to  it 
This  is  a  principle  which  I  think  may  be 
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laid  down  as  perfectly  sound — that  those 
who  were  opposed  to  the  measure,  with 
the  large  amount  of  means  that  they  had 
at  their  command,  used  all  the  influence 
that  they  possibly  could  exercise,  and 
they  certainly  failed  to  defeat  the  Act 
there  ;  they  having  failed  to  do  so,  I  have 
a  right  to  assume  that  those  who  remain- 
ed at  home  did  so  from  a  belief  that  there 
would  be  a  majority  in  favor  of  the  Act, 
and  that  they  were  as  much  supporters  of 
the  Act  as  if  they  had  voted  for  it  What 
took  place  there  has  occurred  in  other  con- 
stituencies, and  consequently  1  must  differ 
from  the  hon.  member  from  Niagara  and 
others  who  have  used  the  same  argument, 
and  I  have  a  right  to  claim  for  our  side 
those  who  did  not  go  to  the  polls  ;  if  they 
had  not  been  in  favor  of  the  Act  they 
certainly  should  have  made  some  effort  to 
prevent  its  being  carried. 

The  hon.  member  from  Niagara  men- 
tioned, though  I  did  not  notice  it  just  at 
the  time,  that  the  145  th  clause  of  the  Act 
was  being  dealt  with  in  the  House  in 
reference  to  what  is  called  the  McCarthy 
Act,  which  embraced  all  that  was  neces- 
sary on  that  subject,  and,  therefore,  that 
that  amendment  was  not  necessary  as  far 
as  regarded  the  Bill  before  the  House ; 
but  unfortunately  it  happens  that  that  is 
not  so.  I  do  not  accuse  the  hon.  gentle- 
man of  wishmg  to  misstate  the  case,  but  he 
certainly  was  incorrect,  because  I  find  on 
page  472  of  the  Votes  and  Proceedings  of 
the  House  of  Commons  that  a  resolution 
was  passed  in  the  following  words  : — 

Resolved,  That  in  the  opinion  of  this  House 
Riich  portions  of  the  Liquor  License  Act  of 
1883,  and  the  Act  to  amend  the  Liquo 
License  Act  of  1883,  as  the  Supreme  Court  of 
Canada  has  declared  to  he  ultra  vires,  should 
be  suspended  unless  and  until  the  same  shall 
be  decided  by  the  Judical  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council  to  be  intra  vires  of  the  Parlia- 
ment of  Canada. 

Now,  that  certainly  excludes  the  145th 
clause  which  is  contained  in  the  amend- 
ment now  before  us,  and  consequently  my 
hon.  friend  is  mistaken  on  that  subject.  I 
believe  he  would  not  intentionally  misstate 
the  case,  and  I  wish  to  correct  the  error 
now. 

The  junior  member  from  Halifax  pre- 
sented a  petition  to  this  House  which  at 
his  request  was  read  at  length  at  the  table. 
I  feel  that  it  is  necessary  for  me,  in  discus- 
sing this  matter,  to  make  mention  of  that 


petition,  and  to  read  some  portions  of  it, 
in  order  to  present  the  views  which  I 
entertain.  The  second  paragraph  is  as 
follows : 

Your  memorialists  are  informed  that  so  far 
from  the  expectations  entertained  by  the 
advocates  of  the  Act,  of  beneficial  effects  of  a 
moral  nature  having  been  realized,  the  quan- 
tities of  ardent  spirits  sent  into  counties  where 
the  Act  is  in  force,  and  consumed  therein, 
have  been  greatly  increased,  but  your  me- 
morialists are  not  themselves  in  possession  of 
sufficient  official  information  to  enable  them 
to  vouch  for  the  correctness  of  this  statement. 

Now,  here  were  the  liquor  dealers  them- 
selves, petitioning  in  reference  to  this  Act, 
and  dealing  in  the  article,  as  they  must 
have  been,  or  they  certainly  would  not 
have  signed  this  petition,  they  must  have 
known  whether  there  was  an  increase  in 
the  sale  or  not;  but  they  were  very 
cautious,  far  more  so  than  some  hoiL 
gentlemen  in  this  House,  in  making  the 
statement  that  there  was  more  liquor  sold 
and  used  in  those  localities  than  before. 
They  took  the  precaution  to  say  that  they 
could  not  make  a  statement  in  reference 
to  that  matter.  So  far  as  that  goes,  it 
shows,  at  least,  that  the  liquor  dealers 
themselves  ought  to  have  the  best  oppor- 
tunity of  knowing  whether  a  greater  or 
less  quanti^  of  liquor  was  consumed  in 
those  places  after  the  adoption  of  the  Act 
than  before,  because  those  who  sold  it 
must  have  known  most  about  it.  There 
could  not  have  been  a  much  larger 
quantity  consumed  in  those  places  than 
formerly,  because,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
there  was  not  as  much  liquor  manufactured 
in  Canada  in  1884  as  there  was  in  1883, 
by  some  25  per  cent. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— Was  there  no 
more  imported  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— I  wish  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  understand  this  :  that  I  do 
not  interrupt  anybody,  and  I  do  not  like 
to  be  interrupted  myself 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— It  is  as  well  to 
have  the  thing  fairly  stated  to  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— At  all  events  there 
was  far  less  beer  and  far  less  liquor  manu- 
factured in  the  country  in  1884  than  there 
was  in  1883. 
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Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— But  there  was 
more  imported. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— That  being  the 
case,  certainly  it  must  have  come  from 
somewhere,  and  if  it  was  imported  it  can 
easily  be  shown.  If  it  was  smuggled  it 
would  be  difficult  to  ascertain ;  but  if  there 
was  such  a  large  quantity  over  and  above 
what  was  manufactured  in  the  country 
used,  and  particularly  in  those  localities 
where  it  is  alleged  to  have  been  used, 
then  it  must  have  come  from  some- 
where. I  repeat  we  have  reason  to 
believe  that  the  liquor  sellers  them- 
selves who  signed  that  petition  would 
know  as  much  or  more  about  it  than 
gentlemen  who  did  not  sell  the  article. 
Now,  these  petitioners  ask  us  to  have  a 
commission  appointed  to  examine  into 
this  matter.  It  is  very  singular,  indeed, 
that  after  this  Act  has  been  on  our  statute 
books  for  eight  years  they  find  out  when 
it  is  being  carried  in  another  part  of  the 
country  that  it  is  necessary  to  have  a  com- 
mission appointed  to  examine  and  ascer- 
tain whether  their  allegations  are  true.  It 
seems  to  me  it  should  have  been  taken  in 
hand  long  ago  by  those  who  think  that 
the  Act  has  been  a  failure.  How  are  we 
to  examine  the  question  ?  Will  liquor 
dealers  act  fairly  or  will  they  not  return 
more  liquor  as  sold  than  really  has  been 
sold  ?  We  have  got  to  depend  upon  their 
own  honesty,  and  I  am  afraid,  from  my 
knowledge  of  some  liquor  dealers,  that 
very  little  honesty  will  be  found  in  some 
of  them.  Now  they  want  this  important 
commission  and  they  ask  that  the  Act  be 
suspended.  Here  is  an  Act  which  has 
been  on  the  statute  book  for  eight  years. 
Up  to  the  present  time  over  60  counties 
and  cities  have  adopted  it,  and  most  of 
them  are  endeavoring  to  work  it  to  the 
present  day,  and  notwithstanding  that 
these  petitioners  want  to  come  down  now 
and  have  the  Act  suspcr^ded. 

They  want  to  have  ihe  Act  suspended 
pending  this  great  inquiry  that  is  to  be 
made  by  this  proposed  commission,  and 
then  they  want  to  turn  us  back  again,  and 
they  want  the  whole  thing  to  be  done 
over  in  order  to  accommodate  those  gentle- 
men, or  they  will  not  be  satisfied.  Why 
should  that  be  the  case?  Why  should 
the  Act  be  passed  in  so  many  counties 
and  cities,  and  then  its  operation  be  sus- 


pended by  Act  of  Parliament,  in  order 
that  its  opponents  may  have  a  chance  to 
try  and  break  it  down  again  ?  I  do  not 
think  they  could  do  so,  but  nevertheless, 
it  would  place  the  supporters  of  the  Act 
in  a  very  wrong  position.  The  districts 
that  have  adopted  the  Act,  have  done  so 
with  their  eyes  open,  and  they  have  a 
right  to  protection  for  that  Act,  and  there 
is  no  reason  why  their  right  should  be 
taken  away  from  them  in  the  manner  sug- 
gested by  the  opponents  of  the  Act. 
Some  hon.  gentlemen  have  said  a  great 
deal  about  the  value  of  property  and  so 
on,  and  the  effect  that  the  adoption  of 
this  Act  would  have  on  the  banks  hold- 
ing promissory  notes  and  other  commer- 
cial paper  of  men  in  the  liquor  trade.  I 
ask  what  better  positions  should  these  men 
hold  in  relation  to  the  banks,  than  men  in 
any  other  branch  of  Irade  ?  I,  as  a  lum- 
berman, another  gentleman  as  a  merchant, 
and  another  as  a  manufacturer,  are  we 
not  subject  to  the  same  difficulties  and 
the  same  vicissitudes  of  trade  that  the 
liquor  dealers  are  ?  And  when  the  banks 
advance  money  on  their  paper,  they  have 
to  run  the  same  risk  on  it  as  they  have  to 
run  with  the  paper  of  the  liquor  dealer- 
Those  who  are  engaged  in  other  branches 
of  business  have  just  as  good  a  right  to 
protection  from  Parliament  in  relation  to 
the  banks  as  the  liquor  dealers  have.  It 
is  absurd,  however,  for  the  liquor  dealers 
to  say  that  the  banks  are  going  to  stop 
advancing  them  money  where  the  Act  is 
carried,  or  that  it  is  going  to  ruin  them. 
I  do  not  believe  it  will.  I  do  not  believe 
it  will  from  the  fact  that  I  do  not  see  any 
necessity  for  it.  If  a  tavern  keeper  is  de- 
prived of  his  license  under  this  Act  he 
does  not  lose  so  much  of  the  value  of  his 
property  or  his  credit.  Nothing  but  the 
bar  room  is  taken  out.  The  house  is 
open,  and  the  travelling  community  have 
the  benefit  of  peace  and  quietness  instead 
of,  as  in  many  instances  now,  being  de- 
prived of  their  ease  and  comfort  by  the 
noise  and  excitement  in  the  bar  rooms. 
I  know,  of  my  own  experience,  where  it 
has  been  impossible  for  me  to  have  an 
hour's  rest  at  a  hotel,  in  consequence  of 
the  rows  corried  on  in  the  bar  room.  I 
do  not  see  how  the  banks  can  suffer 
under  this  Act.  Then,  as  to  loan  com- 
panies, all  I  have  to  say  is,  from  my  own 
knowledge  of  them,  the  more  they  lose 
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the  better,  and  the  quicker  they  break  up 
the  better  for  the  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— You  have 
no  stock  there. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— I  have  no  stock 
there,  and*  I  never  intend  to  have.  I 
have  no  stock  except  in  my  own  self,  and 
in  my  own  pocket.  A  great  deal  has 
been  said  about  vested  rights  ;  now,  hon. 
gentlemen,  what  are  vested  rights  ?  Is  a 
grant,  under  an  Act  of  Parliament,  to 
certain  persons  to  sell  liquor  for  twelve 
months  to  make  a  vested  right — that  they 
have  a  right  for  all  time  to  come — and  if 
the  licenses  are  not  issued  to  them  for  all 
time  to  come,  that  they  have  a  right  to 
compensation  ?  I  say  not ;  I  say  it  can- 
not possibly  be.  I,  as  a  lumberman,  and 
others  in  the  same  business,  obtain 
licenses  in  the  same  way  for  our  limits, 
as  the  liquor  dealers  obtain  their  licenses 
for  the  sale  of  liquor.  There  is  a  law  in 
reference  to  timber  lands,  under  which 
the  Government  give  a  timber  berth,  and 
we  pay  our  license  fee,  and  at  the  end  of 
the  year  we  have  to  renew  that  license  ; 
supposing  the  Government  see  fit  to  with- 
draw one,  two,  or  twenty  lots  from  the 
license,  we  have  no  right  to  go  back  to 
the  Government  and  say  that  because  we 
have  built  a  mill,  we  have  a  claim 
for  damages  for  lots  being  sold  out  of  our 
limits.  I  have  had  some  of  the  most 
valuable  lots  taken  from  my  limits  in  that 
way  and  sold  after  I  had  been  paying  ten 
or  fifteen  years  ground  rent  for  them. 
Under  all  the  circumstances  the  liquor 
dealers  cannot  claim  on  vested  rights.  In 
reference  to  vested  rights  allow  me  to 
read  an  extract  from  an  English  paper : — 

COMPENSATION. 

The  way  in  which  licenses  are  renewed 
clearly  shows  there  is  no  such  thing  as  vested 
rights. 

This  point  has  been  discussed  and  prac- 
tically settled  in  England. 

"In  the  Orvil  Darwin  case,  when  34 
licenses  were  withdrawn  without  any  assigned 
reason,  Mr.  Nash,  an  enninent  lawyer,  who 
was  counsel  for  the  liquor  sellers,  whose 
licenses  had  been  withdrawn,  said :  I  am 
sorry  to  say,  having  looked  into  this  question 
most  exhaustively,  and  compared  notes  with 
many  of  my  bre'thern  well  versed  in  these 
matters,  that  there  cannot  be  the  smallest 
doubt  that  in  the  strictest  sense  no  such  thing 


as  a  vested  interest  exists,  and  that,  subject 
to  appeal,  the  magistrates  can  refuse  to  renew 
the  license  of  the  largest,  most  useful  and 
best  conducted  hotel  in  England," 

If  those  are  not  vested  rights  in  Eng- 
land they  are  not  here,  and  1  cannot 
admit  that  a  vested  right  can  be  given  for 
anything  which  the  Government  might 
take  away ;  consequently,  as  far  as  that 
goes,  I  think  vested  rights  are  out  of  the 

?uestion  in  relation  to  the  liquor  trade, 
f  you  come  down  to  compensation,  I  do 
not  believe  in  it  generally,  but  notwith- 
standing that,  I  would  be  willing  to  vote 
a  sum  of  money  sufficient  to  give  a  fair 
compensation  if  we  could  only  get  rid  of 
the  liquor  traffic.  I  say  it,  not  because  I 
believe  I  would  be  doing  what  I  ought 
to  do,  but  because  I  feel  desirous 
to  get  rid  of  the  liquor  trade.  When 
the  great  demonstration  came  down 
here  from  Toronto  last  winter,  at  the 
interview  with  Sir  John  Macdonald  in  the 
Opera  House,  it  was  there  stated  by  the  gen- 
tleman who  represented  their  case  that  the 
country  would  save  $30,000,000  a  year 
by  getting  rid  of  the  liquor  traffic,  and  that 
the  Government  could  afford  to  give 
$10,000,000  in  compensation  for  the  sake 
of  getting  rid  of  that  traffic  altogether.  If 
the  country  would  save  $30,000,000  by 
taking  that  course  it  would  not  take  long 
to  make  up  $100,000,000  at  that  rate,  and 
$10,000,000  would  be  a  small  matter  if 
we  could  save  $30,000,000  the  first  year. 
Taking  them  on  their  own  ground,  I  con- 
tend that  each  year  we  could  save  double 
that  amount  in  the  expenses  of  the  country. 
When  we  come  to  take  into  consideration 
the  amount  that  is  expended  in  liquor,  the 
waste  of  grain,  the  amount  expended  in 
supporting  our  jails,  penitentiaries,  judges 
and  juries,  and  all  those  things,  and  the 
losses  by  fire  and  water  occasioned  by 
drinking  customs,  I  say  it  would  be  more 
than  double  that,  and  we  could  afford  to 
lose  the  $5,700,000  revenue  from  the 
liquor  traffic  when  we  would  save 
$30,0000,000  by  abolishing  it  I  have 
not  got  these  figures  by  me,  and  at 
present  I  have  not  the  time  to  go  into 
them;  but  it  is  quite  evident  that  we 
would  be  making  money  by  getting  rid  of 
the  liquor  traffic,  and  it  matters  not  if  we 
had  to  suffer  a  little  at  first,  we  would 
surely  make  it  up  afterwards.  One  hoa 
gentleman  from  Toronto  spoke  of  the  loss 
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to  the  revenue  being  five  or  six  millions 
of  dollars  per  year;  supposing  it  is  six 
millions,  how  many  souls  are  lost  for  that 
six  millions  of  dollars  ?  How  many  go 
to  the  drunkard's  grave  because  of  that 
$6,000,000  ?  It  is  computed  to  be  6,000 
souls  every  year — probably  it  may  be  more 
and  it  may  be  less ;  at  all  events  it  is  a 
vast  loss  of  human  life  for  the  sake  of 
gaining  $6,000,000  for  the  revenue,  when 
every  dollar  must  be  represented  by  five 
or  ten  dollars  that  are  lost.  I  hold,  under 
the  circumstances  that  we  are  not  gaining 
anything  by  the  amount  of  revenue  which 
the  Government  derives  from  the  liquor 
traffic  I  am  satisfied  in  my  own  mind 
that  it  is  a  losing  concern,  and  any  gentle- 
man engaged  in  business,  if  he  found  that 
it  took  $10  expenditure  to  gain  $1,  would 
at  once  abandon  that  business  and  go  at 
something  else,  and  I  think  the  sooner  the 
Government  abandon  this  source  of 
revenue,  and  obtain  their  money  in  another 
way,  the  better  for  the  country.  The 
money  expended  in  liquor  means  not  only 
the  loss  of  the  money  itself,  but  loss  of 
time.  Those  who  are  in  the  habit  of 
drinking  continually  lose  their  time,  and 
time  is  money  in  a  country  like  this,  and 
for  every  dollar  spent  in  liquor,  we  may 
consider  that  there  is  another  dollar  spent 
in  loss  of  time.  If  this  money  were  taken 
and  used  for  other  purposes,  to  purchase 
food,  clothing  and  luxuries  for  families  by 
those  who  spend  it  in  liquor,  the  Govern- 
ment would  soon  make  up  the  loss  of 
revenue  on  liquors,  from  the  duties  which 
would  come  from  that  source ;  therefore, 
it  would  be  no  loss  to  the  Government 
after  a  year  or  so,  but  a  great  gain.  I  think 
that  on  that  principle  if  Parliament  passed 
an  Act  abolishing  the  sale  and  manufacture, 
and  importation  of  liquors  altogether,  it 
would  be  an  actual  saving  to  the  country. 
These  are  the  views  that  I  entertain  in 
reference  to  this  subject,  and  I  am  perfectly 
satisfied  that  they  are  correct. 

Now,  with  regard  to  the  remarks  of  the 
junior  member  from  Halifax  (Mr.  Almon) 
who  brought  in  the  amendment  to  the  Bill 
which  was  carried  by  a  large  majority, 
exempting  from  the  operation  of  the  Act, 
ale,  light  wine,  and  cider  containing  not 
more  than  1 2  per  cent  of  alcohol,  I  would 
ask  the  hon.  gentleman  how  is  it  to  be 
known  that  the  liquor  sold  under  that 
provision  will  contain  only  1 2  per  cent  of 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT. 


alcohol?  Are  we  to  appoint  officers  to 
inspect  the  liquor  sold  at  every  bar, 
and  to  see  that  there  is  nothing  sold 
over  the  bar  containing  more  than  12 
per  cent  of  alcohol  ?  It  cannot  be  done. 
It  is  only  opening  the  door  for  carrying  on 
the  same  system  as  now  prevails,  and  it 
would  be  better,  as  a  hotel  keeper  told  me 
the  other  day,  to  strike  out  that  amend- 
ment altogether  and  let  the  Bill  stand  as 
it  is.  You  may  depend  upon  one  thing, 
and  that  is  if  this  Bill  as  amended  becomes 
law  there  will  be  a  stick  in  almost  every 
glass  of  beer,  wine,  or  cider  that  is  sold. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— Does  the  hon. 
gentleman  intend  me  to  answer  the  question 
how  the  strength  of  wines  is  to  be  ascer- 
tained. ? 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— That  is  the 
question. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — It  is  a  very 
simple  thing  to  do.  Sikes'  hydrometer 
shows  the  strength  of  different  liquors. 
It  cannot  be  had  in  every  bar  room,  but 
all  through  the  provinces  there  are  per- 
sons in  cities  who  analyze  food  and  drugs 
under  the  Adulteration  Act  All  they 
have  to  do  is  to  get  rid  of  the  saccharine 
matter  in  wine  and  the  coloring  matter, 
and  then  they  can  easily  ascertain  the 
strength.  It  cannot  be  analyzed  in  ever>' 
bar-room,  but  the  party  who  keeps  the 
bar-room  buys  from  some  wholesale  house. 
There  is  some  particular  brand  on  the 
liquor,  and  it  is  easily  ascertained  whether 
it  is  correct  or  not,  or  whether  it  is  a 
brand  of  liquor  that  has  already  been 
tested  and  the  strength  ascertained  I  do 
not  think  it  is  a  very  difficult  matter  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— There  is  nothing 
in  the  hon.  gentleman's  amendment  to 
compel  any  analysis  of  that  kind.  It  is 
just  left  an  open  question.  It  is  like  lay- 
ing down  a  set  of  bars  for  a  flock  of  sheep 
— they  may  all  run  through  it  or  stay  in 
the  field,  as  they  choose.  There  is  noth- 
ing to  show  that  anything  is  to  be  done  to 
find  out  whether  there  is  more  than  12 
per  cent  of  alcohol  in  the  liquors  sold 
under  this  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— If  the  Bill  is 
amended  to  provide  the  means  to  ascertain 
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that,  will  the  hon.  gentleman  withdraw  his 
opposition  to  my  amendment? 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— No,  I  will  not.  I 
am  not  going  to  tell  you  I  will  vote  for 
that,  because  I  know  it  would  not  be  a 
fact  I  shall  now  quote  a  few  extracts 
bearing  on  the  liquor  question.  I  have 
taken  a  little  pains  during  the  past  few 
days  to  look  into  it,  and  I  have  an  analysis 
here  of  the  different  liquors.  I  am  not 
going  into  the  whole  question  because  it 
is  not  necessary,  but  I  will  take  an  analysis 
of  beer  as  given  by  Professor  Draper : — 

Alcohol 40/0 

Extract 5  .66 

Acetic  acid .17 

Water 90 -i? 


Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— The  hon.  gentle- 
man says  **  hear,  hear."  What  I  want  to 
say  is  this  ;  if  they  will  take  2  2)4  glasses 
of  water  and  put  a  glass  of  whiskey  into 
It,  and  a  man  drinks  it,  I  do  not  think  it 
will  make  him  very  drunk,  because  before 
he  gets  the  whiskey  into  him  he  will  have 
to  drink  so  much  water  that  he  will  burst. 
Then  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  this 
is  not  pure  water,  because,  when  you  ex- 
tract spirit  from  that  beer,  you  cannot 
drink  the  water  that  is  left. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— You  gentlemen 
would  not  drink  it  if  you  could. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— We  do  not  want  to 
drink  it  after  the  liquor  is  extracted.  The 
analysis  shows  that  in  order  to  get  a  glass 
of  alcohol  a  man  must  drink  22^  glasses 
of  water. 

Hon.  Mr.  CARVEL— The  objection 
is  to  the  water  and  not  to  the  spirit. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— I  have  some  fur- 
ther extracts  which  I  shall  quote  to  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  who  think  they  have 
some  knowledge  of  the  effects  of  drinking 
spirituous  liquors.  I  will  quote  from  au- 
thorities which  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Halifax  (Mr.  Almon)  will  recognize  as  be- 
ing of  some  importance.  Baron  Liebig, 
the  German  chemist,  says  : — 


'<  If  a  man  drinks  daily  eight  or  ten  quarts 
of  the  best  Bavarian  beer — eqaal  to  lager 
beer — in  the  course  of  twelve  months  he  will 
have  taken  into  his  system  the  nutritive 
constituents  contained  in  a  five  pound  loaf  of 
bread." 

That  certainly  could  not  keep  a  man 
alive  if  he  drank  beer  all  the  time  and  got 
nothing  else.     Professor  Draper  says  : — 

'*  All  kinds  of  inebriating  beverages  con- 
tain, as  a  general  thing,  from  four  to  fifty  per 
cent,  of  alcohol,  and  sometimes  more  of  this 
poison.  And  though  the  balance  is  water  it 
IS  no  verv  uncommon  circumstance  for  a 
person  to  tail  down  dead  after  drinking  a  pint 
of  whiskey  or  brandy." 

I  have  known  that  myself. 

*'  The  effect  in  some  instances,  is  as  fatal  as 
prussic  acid.  Dr.  Percy  injected  two  and  a 
half  ounces  of  alcohol  into  the  stomach  of  a 
dok^,  which  save  immediately  a  ^oud,  plain- 
tive cry,  ana  fell  lifeless.  Never,  says  Dr. 
Peroy,  <<did  I  see  every  spark  of  vitality 
more  effectually  or  instantaneously  extin- 
guished." 

Hon.  Mr.  FLUMB— It  was  hard  on 
the  dog. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— It  is  hard  on  the 
man,  too.  I  would  rather  be  the  dog  than 
be  the  man. 

**  It  would  be  difficult,"  says  Dr.  Gordon, 
''to  find  a  more  destructive  poison  than 
ardent  spirits." 

Dr.  Johnson  says,  '*  Prussic  acid  and 
ardent  spirits  are  equally  poison.'*  You  may 
ask,  "  Do  you  wish  it  to  oe  understood  that 
a  simple  glass  of  beer  is  a  poison  ?  "  Em- 
phatically, yes  I  Beer  and  all  kinds  of  malt 
liquors  contain,  on  an  average,  not  less  than 
4  per  cent,  of  alcohol,  though  there  are  malt 
liquors  that  contain  as  mucn  as  8  and  10  f)er 
cent.  Whatever  is  injurious  in  ardent  spirits 
is  contained  in  beer.  The  only  difference 
between  distilled  spirits  and  malt  liquors  is 
one  of  decree.  It  is  a  great  mistake  to  think 
that  malt  liquors  are  less  iniurious  than 
brandy  or  whiskey.  The  ingredients  of  malt 
liquor  seem  to  produce  an  unnatural  thirst. 
Some  men  will  drink  a  couple  of  gallons  of 
ale  or  beer  in  a  day,  and  the  alcohol  con- 
tained will  be  almost  equal  to  a  quart  of 
brandy  or  whisky. 

The  regular  users  of  malt  liquors  are  the 
most  unhealthy  class  of  drinkers,  for  a  very 
slight  injury  or  a  simple  disease  often  proves 
fatal.  <*  A  copious  liondon  beer-drinker," 
says  Dr.  Grinrod,  **  is  all  one  vital  part.  He 
wears  his  heart  upon  his  sleeve,  bare  to  a 
death-wound,  even  from  a  rusty  nail  or  the 
claw  of  a  cat."  The  worst  patients  in  the 
Metropolitan  hospital  are  the  London  dray- 
men. Though  toey  are  apparently  models 
of  health  and  strength,  yet,  if  one  of  them 
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receives  a  serious  injury,  it  is  nearly  always 
necessary  to  amputate,  in  order  to  eive  him 
the  most  distant  chance  of  life.  The  dray- 
men have  the  unlimited  privilege  of  the 
brewery  cellar.  Sir  Ashley  Cooper  was  called 
to  a  drayman.  He  was  a  powerful,  fresh- 
colored,  oealthy-lookinK  man,  who  had  suf- 
fered an  injury  in  his  finger,  from  a  small 
splinter  off  a  stave.  The  wound,  though 
trifling,  suppurated.  He  opened  the  small 
abscess  witn  his  lancet.  He  found,  on  retir- 
ing, he  had  left  his  lancet.  Returning  for  it 
he  found  the  man  in  a  dying  condition.  The 
man  died  in  a  short  time.  X)r.  Gordon  says, 
"The  moment  beer-drinkers  are  attacked 
with  acute  diseases,  they  are  not  able  to  bear 
depletion,  and  die.**  Dr.  Edwards  says  of 
beer-drinkers,  '*  Their  diseases  are  always  of 
a  dangerous  character,  and,  in  case  of  acci* 
dent,  they  can  never  undergo  even  the  most 
trifling  operation  with  the  security  of  the 
temperate.  They  most  invariably  aie  under 
it." 

I  will  read  no  more  of  those  extracts. 
I  do  not  suppose  it  is  necessary  to  do  so, 
and  what  I  have  read  is  quite  enough  to 
show  at  all  events  that  those  eminent 
physicians  believe  that  liquor  in  any 
shape  is  injurious  to  health,  and  I  agree 
with  them.  There  has  been  a  great  deal 
said  pro  and  con  in  reference  to  this  ques- 
tion, and  most  of  us  have  had  thrust  into 
our  boxes  envelopes  containing  views  of 
various  individuals,  and  we  have  all  had 
an  opportunity  of  reading  them.  I  know 
there  is  a  difference  of  opinion  even 
amongst  the  clergymen  on  this  subject. 

Hon.  Mr.  GLASIER— Doctors  differ, 
also. 


Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— No  doubt  doctors 
differ,  too,  and  the  patients  die. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— The  hon.  gentle- 
man has  demolished  the  light  wine  and 
ale,  but  he  has  not  explained  what  the  in- 
jurious effects  of  cider  are. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT  -The  hon.  gentle- 
man ought  to  know  at  his  time  of  life  that 
cider  will  make  a  man  drunk.  If  he  does 
not  know  it  I  do.  You  take  a  barrel  of 
cider  fresh  from  the  press,  put  it  out  of 
doors  in  the  cold  and  let  it  freeze  until 
only  the  cider  in  the  middle  is  left 
Bottle  that  up  and  put  six  raisins  in  each 
bottle,  and  in  6  months  afterwards  the 
hon.  gentleman  will  find  that  a  bottle 
of  it  would  knock  him  endways. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT. 


Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— Then  it 
would  be  fermented. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— I  do  not  know ; 
but  whether  it  is  fermented  or  not,  this 
amendment  would  not  prevent  the  use  of 
it  I  know  a  man  who  lives  on  the  Bay 
of  Quinte  who  used  to  drink  cider  until  it 
made  him  tight  One  day,  while  under 
the  influence  of  cider,  he  went  out  to  feed 
the  hogs,  mistook  his  way  and  would  have 
been  drowned  in  the  bay  if  his  wife  had 
not  followed  him  and  pullediiim  out 

I  wish  now  to  refer  to  what  has  been 
stated  on  this  question  by  some  clergy- 
men and  others.  And  first  I  come  to  a 
letter  emenating  from  his  Grace  the  R.  C. 
Archbishop  at  Toronto,  in  which  he  con- 
demns the  Scott  Act  I  dare  say  you 
have  all  seen  Grip's  caricature  comparing 
the  liquor  trafi^c  to  a  mad  dog. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— He  caricatured 
the  Senate,  too. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— And  I  think  he 
did  it  justice ;  I  am  wiUing  to  take  my 
share  of  it.  But  while  the  Archbishop  at 
Toronto  is  opposed  to  the  Scott  Act, 
other  prelates  of  the  same  church  take  the 
opposite  view,  and  we  can  set  one  against 
the  other.  I  happen  to  hold  in  my  hand 
the  Scott  Act,  as  published  by  the  Arch- 
bishop at  Quebec  He  has  given  it  his 
ofiScial  signature,  and  I  think  we  can 
fairly  set  off  one  Archbishop  against  the 
other.  I  find  also  that  several  of  the  R. 
C.  Clergymen  in  the  province  of  Quebec 
endorse  the  Scott  Act  and  wish  their 
people  to  adopt  it  Bishop  Lafieche  and 
the  Bishop  of  Sherbrook  have  given  it 
their  approval,  and  they  say  : — 

"The  recent  elections  in  the  counties  of 
Drummond  and  Arthabaska,  where  Catholics 
are  in  large  majority,  were  won  principally 
through  the  exertions  of  devoted  and  enlight- 
ened priests.  Bishop  Lafieche,  of  Three 
Rivers,  and  Bishop  Racine,  of  Sherbrooke* 
among  other  high  authorities,  have  given 
their  active  help  to  promoting  the  success  of 
the  Scott  Act.  In  the  Arthabaska  election, 
the  French-Catholic  clergy  issued  a  stirrine 
appeal  to  the  electors  to  vote  for  the  Act,;,aoa 
we  quote  a  few  paragraphs  here: — 

"'Compatriots,  to  the  poll,  without  faill 
Let  your  vote  be  given  to  God,  our  Master,— 
and  not  to  our  enemy,  Satan,  as  the  liquor 
sellers  and  their  miserable  friends  would  like. 
Lei  your  vote  be  given  to  temperance,  in 
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favor  of  the  Scott  Act.  Qo,  and  may  God 
protect  you!*" 

This  document  is  signed  by  "J.  N. 
Heroux,  archipretre,  cure  of  St  Christopher; 
Ls.  Pottrier,  archipretre,  cure  of  Warwick; 
E.  Lafieche,  priest,  cure  of  Ste.  Victorie ; 
O.  Manseau,  priest,  cure  of  Tingwick ; " 
and  several  others. 

It  is  obvious,  therefore,  that  the  clergy 
hold  divergent  opinions  on  that  subject, 
but  we  will  go  a  little  further ;  I  wish  to 
give  the  opinion  of  Cardinal  Manning, 
who  b,  I  believe,  a  high  dignitary  of  the 
Church  in  England.  At  a  great  temper- 
ance congress  in  Liverpool,  last  fall,  one 
of  the  chief  speakers  was  Cardinal  Man- 
ning, head  of  the  Catholic  community  in 
the  British  Isles.  His  Eminence  de- 
clared himself  uncompromisingly  on  the 
side  of  prohibition.     Here  are  the  words : 

'*  I  admit  that  a  Maine  Law  may  be  cal'ed 
an  extreme  remedy ;  but  have  I  not  already 
proved  that  there  is  an  extreme  evil  ?  Ana, 
if  temporizing  measures  will  not  remedy  the 
«vil,  let  us  have  an  extreme  remedy.  I  charge 
upon  this  drink-traffic  nine- tenths  of  the 
misery  and  distress  and  wicked  homes  of  our 

people So  lon^  as  the  revenue  is 

raised  upon  intoxicating  drmks,  I  hold  that 
we  all  are  partakers  of  the  crime  and  the 
misery,  and  the  disease  and  cruelty,  and  the 
evils  of  the  body  and  soul  in  time  and  eter- 
nity, which  are  caused  in  such  prolific 
abundance  by  the  trade  in  strong  drink  1" 

Cardinal  Manning,  in  speaking  of  the 
liquor  traffic,  declared  : 

**  It  is  mere  mockery  to  ask  us  to  put  down 
drunkenness  by  moral  and  religious  means, 
when  the  legislatures  facilitate  the  u)ultipli- 
cation  of  the  incitements  to  intemperance  on 
every  side.  Tou  mieht  as  well  call  upon  me 
as  the  captain  of  a  sinking  ship,  and  say, 
"  why  donH  you  pump  the  water  out,"  when 
jou  are  scuttling  the  ship  in  every  direction." 

I  think  he  could  not  have  made  it 
stronger  than  that.  Now,  I  will  not  quote 
the  opinions  of  the  Ministers  of  other 
churches.  It  is  not  necessary  that  I  should 
do  so.  I  know  that  a  great  many  of  them 
are  in  favor  of  the  Temperance  Act,  while 
some  of  them  are  opposed  to  it  But  the 
question  is  simply  this — is  the  liquor 
traffic  an  evil  or  is  it  not  ?  That  is  the 
question  which  we  should  decide  candidly 
and  fairly.  If  it  is  an  evil,  then  we  should 
do  all  in  our  power  to  legislate  it  away  in- 
stead of  endeavoring  to  foster  it  in  the 
way  we  are  doing  in  this  House.  I  will 
just  read  you  a  short  extract  which  I  have 


taken  from  a  Toronto  paper  on  the  subject 
of  whiskey  peddhng  : — 

WHISKEY  PEDLERS'  PROFITS. 

Toronto,  Jan.  31.— A  number  of  whiskey 
pedlers  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
construction  camps  north  of  Lake  Superior, 
have  struck  Toronto  for  the  double  purpose 
of  having  a  eood  time  and  purchasing  fresh 
supplies  of  liquor  for  next  season.  X)ne  of 
them  told  a  reporter  that  a  great  deal  of 
whiskey  he  sold  came  down  from  Port  Arthur 
in  tin  t>oxes  packed  in  sugar-barrels  and  was 
doctored  after  it  got  to  the  north  shore.  High- 
wines  diluted  with  water,  "  flavored "  with 
pain  killer,  was  sold  to  the  navvies  at  $2  to 
f  3  per  bottle,  or  25  cents  a  drink.  One  point- 
ed to  6  barrels  which  he  was  taking  up  into 
Muskoka,  and  as  he  stood  on  the  platform 
ready  to  go  aboard  the  train  he  remarked : 
**  There's  $600  profit  for  me  in  them  six,  and 
don't  you  forget  it." 

When  we  find  that  men  can  go  so  de- 
liberately to  work  to  adulterate  liquor  and 
sell  it  for  the  sake  of  making  money,  it  is 
high  time  that  we  should  take  every  step 
that  we  possibly  can  to  do  away  with  it 

Hon.  Mr,  NELSON— That  is  a  part 
of  the  country  where  prohibition  exists. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— How  can  you  tell 
whether  that  statement  you  have  read  is 
true  or  not  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— How  can  you  tell 
whether  your  petitions  are  all  right  or  not  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— I  say  the  signa- 
tures cannot  be  questioned. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— The  hon.  gentle- 
man has  given  his  word  that  they  are  all 
right  and  I  do  not  dispute  it.  This  article 
concludes  as  follows : — 

A  camel  will  work  for  7  or  8  days  without 
drinking.  In  this  hedifiers  from  some  men 
who  will  drink  7  or  8  days  without  working. 

Having  gone  thus  far,  I  must  now  come 
down  to  the  speech  of  my  hon.  friend  be- 
low me  (Mr.  Smith),  and  I  shall  endeavor 
to  deal  with  it  in  a  way  that  will  astonish 
him  ;  but  whether  he  is  astonished  or  not, 
I  shall  endeavor  to  treat  it  fairly  My 
hon.  friend  spoke  on  the  subject  of  vested 
rights.  I  have  already  referred  to  that, 
and  it  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  say  any- 
thing more  on  the  subject  I  do  not  be 
lieve  there  is  any  vested  right  in  the  liquor 
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traffic  at  alt,  and  if  my  hon.  friend  were  to 
take  it  to  the  Supreme  Court  or  to  the 
Privy  Council  in  England,  he  would  find 
that  there  was  no  vested  right  in  the  liquor 
traffic.     The  hon.  gentleman  said  : — 

"If  the  temperance  people  would  advocate 
their  cause  in  a  moderate  way,  I,  as  one  who 
has  served  this  country  for  upwards  of  fifty- 
two  years,  would  be  with  them.  Standing  in 
my  place  here  to-day,  I  can  say  that  I  have 
never  advocated  intemperance.'^ 

I  do  not  suppose  the  hon.  gentleman 
has,  but  he  no  doubt  has  dealt  in  liquor. 
That  was  his  business  as  I  understand — 
if  I  am  incorrect  he  can  tell  me  so.  As 
a  matter  of  course,  the  more  liquor  he 
sold  the  more  profit  he  had,  and  I  ask 
what  kind  of  temperance  would  he  give 
us  ?  Will  the  hon.  gentleman,  between 
now  and  next  session  of  Parliament,  lay 
down  a  platform  such  as  he  is  satisfied 
will  be  in  the  best  interests  of  the  country  ? 
If  he  can  do  so  and  convince  me  that  he 
is  correct  in  the  principles  which  he  would 
advocate,  I  certainly  am  prepared  to  go 
with  him,  because  my  object  is,  to  get  at 
the  best  method  of  doing  away  with  the 
liquor  traffic ;  but  I  cannot  see  how  it  will 
be  done  away  with  if  we  continue  to 
permit  the  sale  of  liquor.  However,  he 
may  give  me  more  light  on  that  subject, 
and  if  he  does,  I  shall  be  happy  to  receive 
it.  He  says  :  "  The  liquor  dealer  comes 
honestly  by  his  businetis."  No  one  says 
that  he  does  not.  A  man  cannot  sell 
liquor  without  a  license.  If  he  does  sell 
without  a  license,  he  sells  it  dishonestly. 
The.  man  who  gets  his  license  is  selling  it 
honestly,  by  Act  of  Parliament ;  but  while 
he  is  doing  so,  is  he  not  doing  damage  to 
his  fellow  creatures  ?  If  he  is,  then  1  say 
he  should  not  sell  it  any  longer.  The  hon. 
member  speaks  of  the  men  who  received 
their  hotels  from  their  fathers.  Now,  I 
have  been  a  close  observer  of  hotel  and 
saloon  keepers  for  many  long  years — I 
may  say  for  more  than  sixty  years,  and 
with  the  exception  of  two  or  three  in- 
stances, have  never  known  the  trade  of 
the  father  to  descend  to  the  son.  As  a 
general  thing,  the  sons  have  either  become 
themselves  inebriates,  or  they  have  lefl 
home  altogether.  They  do  not  take  up 
their  father's  business.  Some  of  them  will 
not  stay  at  home  to  sell  the  liquor.  I 
have  known  instances  where  they  would 
not;  they  would    rather    work    for    the 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT. 


farmers  or  do  anything  than  engage  in  the 
liquor  traffic ;  and,  therefore,  so  far  as  that 
goes,  I  do  not  think  the  hoa  gentleman's 
argument  has  much  force.  The  hon. 
gentleman  spoke  about  my  selling  liquor. 
I  can  say  to  the  hon.  member  in  the  first 
place,  that  while  I  was  engaged  as  a  clerk 
in  my  father's  establishment,.  I,  of  course, 
had  to  sell  liquor  for  him,  but  I  can  tell 
him  further,  that  the  moment  I  left  my 
father's  establishment  I  never  sold  a  glass 
of  liquor,  and  never  would  have  anything 
to  do  with  it  I  even  refused  to  sell 
liquor  in  my  father's  establishment  some 
6  months  before  I  left  it,  which  annoyed 
him  very  much.  I  could  not  bear  the 
idea  of  having  a  man  come  in  with  a  tin 
pail,  when  I  was  waiting  on  decent 
respectable  ladies,  and  say  to  me  with  aa 
oath,  "  give  me  a  quart  of  whiskey." 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— But  you  told 
your  father  to  sell  it  wholesale,  and  make 
more  money  by  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— I  did,  to  get  rid 
of  it.  I  told  him  this,  I  would  never  sell 
any  more  whiskey  for  him,  but  he  said, 
"will  you  sell  out  the  barrels  now  on 
tap  ?  I  said  "  no  ! "  I  said,  "  I  will  tell 
you  what  I  will  do  ;  I  will  gauge  it,  and 
sell  it  all  before  night,"  and  so  I  did,  at 
the  rate  he  had  sold  it  by  the  quart,  and 
after  that  I  never  sold  any  more. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— But  you  sold  the 
liquor  by  the  barrel 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— Was  not  that 
better  than  to  retail  it  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH — No,  not  according 
to  your  principles. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— Had  I  owned  the 
barrels  I  would  have  knocked  the  heads 
in  and  let  the  liquor  run  away  and  made 
a  bonfire  of  the  barrels.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man speaks  of  the  old-fashioned  country 
taverns  going  out  of  existence.  I  am  glad 
to  hear  of  it;  it  is  a  good  thing  that 
they  are  going  out  of  existence ;  but  I  can 
tell  the  hon.  member  that  I  have  travelled 
perhaps  as  much  as  any  other  member  of 
this  body ;  I  have  had  to  make  my  home 
very  often  at  those  country  taverns,  and  I 
know  that,  taking  them  as  a  general  thing,. 
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with  rare  exceptions,  there  is  no  rest  or 
peace  to  any  traveller  that  enters  them. 
In  country  places  the  neighbors  come  in 
after  night  and  have  a  joUificatioi)  until 
three  or  five  in  the  morning  before  they 
go  away,  and  even  in  some  of  our  most 
respectable  hotels  in  large  villages — 
villages  that  will  soon  become  towns — it  is 
a  fact  that  you  can  get  no  rest,  day  or 
night,  from  the  rowdyism  at  such  places. 

The  hon.  gentleman  spoke  of  the  effects 
of  the  Scott  Act  upon  the  farming  industry, 
and  mentioned  particularly  its  effects  upon 
the  sale  of  barley.  I  think  I  have  written 
sufficient  upon  the  subject  to  convince  any 
man  that  the  quantity  of  barley  consumed 
in  this  country  is  but  a  small  proportion 
of  the  amount  raised.  There  is  a  little 
over  1,000,000  bushels  in  this  country 
consumed  in  making  beer;  and  we  all 
know  what  a  small  part  that  is  of  the  entire 
quantity  of  barley  raised  The  greater 
part  of  our  barley  is  sold  in  the  United 
States  or  shipped  to  the  old  country,  and 
if  in  those  countries  the  people  were  to 
give  up  their  beer,  of  course  the  trade  in 
barley  would  diminish  ;  but  even  if  it  did, 
the  farmer  could  raise  other  kinds  of 
grain.  They  did  not  get  a  very  good 
price  for  last  year's  crop  of  barley,  and  it 
is  very  probable  that  if  they  do  not 
diminish  the  production  it  will  go  still 
lower  this  year.  It  is  the  fault  of  the 
farmers  themselves  when  they  do  not  get 
better  prices  for  their  products,  because 
they  should  limit  the  production  to  suit 
the  demand. 

The  hon.  gentleman  said  there  was  not 
5  per  cent,  of  drunken  men  in  the  city 
of  Toronto.  I  do  not  know  if  there  is  ; 
but  if  there  is  one  per  cent,  it  is  just  one 
per  cent,  too  many.  The  value  of  one 
soul  is  greater  than  the  whole  city  of 
Toronto,  and  it  is  most  unfortunate 
indeed  if  one  soul  in  the  city  of  Toronto 
is  lost  through  drunkenness.  The  ques- 
tion is  simply  this — ^what  shall  we  do  to 
prevent  the  people  from  going  down  to 
destruction  through  drunkenness?  My 
hon.  friend  had  a  good  deal  to  say  about 
the  effect  of  the  Scott  Act  on  the  tavern 
keepers ;  he  spoke  about  their  families 
being  turned  out  of  doors  through  its 
operation.  He  pleaded  hard  for  the 
liquor  dealers  who,  in  his  opinion,  were 
going  to  be  ruined,  but  he  never  said  a 
word  to  us  about  those  who  have  been 


turned  out  on  the  streets  through  the 
liquor  traffic  csupposing  the  hon.  member 
should  bring  before  us  all  the  liquor  dealers 
in  Toronto  and  set  them  in  battle  array ; 
supposing  he  should  place  at  their  head 
the  gentleman  who  came  down  here 
covered  with  gold  chains  and  jewels  to 
the  value,  as  was  stated,  of  $1,800,  what 
is  that  compared  with  the  array  on  the 
other  side?  His  jewelery  was  worth 
$1,800 ;  that  is  the  price  of  36,000  glasses 
of  whiskey,  at  five  cents  a  glass,  and  he 
would  have  to  sell  more  than  that  number 
of  glasses  to  make  the  profit  of  $1,800, 
That  amount  of  money  would  have 
bought  18,000  loaves  of  bread,  at  10  cents 
a  loaf,  for  the  poor  people  of  Toronto.  I 
want  to  know  which  would  be  the  better 
way  to  invest  the  money — which  would 
do  the  greatest  amount  of  good  ?  That 
is  a  question  which  we  should  decide 
calmly  and  candidly.  Now,  so  far  as  that 
is  concerned,  I  will  say  no  more  on  the 
subject,  but  I  will  ask  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  marshall  his  forces,  and 
array  them  with  their  gold  chains, 
rings  and  fine  clothes.  Then  let 
him  bring  up  the  drunkards  that  are  now 
in  Toronto,  their  wives  and  their  children 
and  place  them  in  another  row ;  then  let 
him  take  the  widows  and  orphans  of 
those  who  have  died  within  the  last  ten 
years  from  the  effect  of  the  liquor  traffic 
in  Toronto^let  him  place  them  there 
clad  in  their  rags,  with  their  haggard  faces 
and  their  emaciated  bodies — let  him  array 
them  before  these  tavern-keepers  and  say 
then  where  the  charity  should  begin^ 
whether  it  should  begin  with  the  liquor 
dealers,  because  some  of  them  happen  to 
fail  in  their  business  through  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Scott  Act,  or  with  those  who 
are  suffering  and  who  are  dying  from  day 
to  day  from  starvation  and  misery  pro- 
duced by  drunkenness?  Let  him  put  one 
against  the  other  and  then  he  will  see,  as 
he  never  saw  before,  the  terrible  effects  of 
the  liquor  traffic.  But  I  will  go  further. 
Let  him  bring,  if  he  could,  those  who 
have  gone  down  to  drunkard's  graves,  and 
place  them  there  before  the  liquor  dealers 
and  see  what  has  been  the  effect  of  this 
traffic  on  men.  Let  them  tell  him  what 
they  think  of  the  liquor  dealers  ;  let  those 
who  have  gone  to  perdition  point  to  these 
men  and  say :  "You,  and  you,  and  you 
are  the  men  who  enticed  us    to  enter 
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your  saloons;  you  took  our  money 
from  us  and  made  us  drunkards, 
you  dragged  us  down  from  one 
step  to  another  until  some  of  us  committ- 
ed suicide  and  others  died  |in  delirium 
tremens,  from  the  liquor  you  sold  us ;  and 
our  wives  and  children  have  been  made 
beggars  because  you  took  the  last  money 
we  had  for  liquor  and  sent  us  home  with- 
out a  cent  in  our  pockets  to  buy  bread  for 
our  famishing  families.  I  am  drawing  a 
true  picture,  and  I  wish  hon.  gentlemen  to 
look  at  it  in  its  proper  light  With  the 
experience  I  have  had,  dealing  with 
people  of  all  classes,  I  know  I 
am  right  when  I  say  that  all  these  evils 
proceed  from  the  liquor  traffic ;  that  being 
the  case,  I  want  to  know  if  we  are  pre- 
pared to  allow  this  destruction  to  go  on 
unchecked  because  perhaps  some  families 
amongst  those  who  are  connected  with  the 
liquor  traffic  may  be  injured  by  the 
operation  of  the  Scott  Act  The  difference 
between  the  liquor  dealer  and  the  drunk- 
ard is  that  the  drunkard  has  lost  every- 
thing, and  the  liquor  dealer  has  taken  it ; 
and  if  he  has  not  accumulated  sufficient  to 
maintain  him,  it  is  his  own  fault  I  know 
it  is  said  that  people  need  not  go  to  the 
taverns  to  drink,  but  those  who  have  a 
slight  inclination  that  way  are  enticed  to 
such  places,  and  induced  to  drink  until 
all  their  money  is  spent,  and  then  they 
are  turned  out  of  doors  into  the  gutter.  I 
knew  a  man  who  had  as  good  a  240- 
acre  farm  as  lay  on  the  banks  of 
the  St  Lawrence.  Under  the  old 
system,  the  son  was  the  heir  at 
law.  On  the  death  of  his  father  he 
became  the  owner  of  the  farm,  of  the 
large  stock  of  cattle,  of  the  grain  and  hay 
accumulated  from  the  harvest,  and  $200 
in  cash  in  the  house.  The  very  day  his 
father  died  he  went  to  a  hotel  in  Brockville, 
and  one  year  from  that  date  I  saw  him 
kicked  out  of  that  hotel  having  lost  every- 
thing that  had  been  left  him.  He  raised 
himself  on  his  elbow  and  said,  "  A  year 
ago  to-day,  I  went  to  your  house  and  the 
best  room  was  placed  at  my  disposal; 
now,  when  you  have  got  everything  that  I 
owned  you  tell  me  *  get  out  you  ^nken 
dog.' "  I  have  seen  such  things  and  my 
heart  is  steeled  against  the  liquor  dealer 
in  consequence. 

In  conclusion,  I  wish  to  say  to  you  that 
I  would  prefer  to  take  the  veriest  drunkard 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT. 


in  the  street,  to  clothe  him  and  try  to 
restore  him  to  his  right  mind  and  save  his 
soul,  than  to  have  ^1  the  plaudits  of  the 
liquor  dealers  in  the  universe.  I  care 
neither  for  their  praise  nor  their  blame, 
but  I  will  do  what  I  can  to  promote  the 
cause  of  temperance  and  although  I  see 
plainly  that  our  opponents  have  the 
advantage  of  us  here,  yet  the  day  will 
come  when  we  will  succeed  and  the  liquor 
traffic  will  be  banished  from  the  land. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— I  rise  to  avail 
myself  of  my  privilege  to  speak  of  the 
principle,  the  details,  and  some  of  the 
arguments  of  gentlemen  on  this  Bill,  and 
in  doing  so  would  ask  permission  to  give 
a  short  sketch  or  history  of  this  terrible 
"Sphinx,"  this  frightful  "Scare-Crow," 
this  dangerous  "Goblin," commonly  known 
as  wine,  spirit,  alcohol 

First,  then,  from  the  best  information  I 
can  find,  wine  was  known  to  the  ancients. 
Noe,  who  was  a  great  favorite  of  Deity, 
planted  a  vineyard,  and  he  drank  of  the 
wine  and  was  made  drunken,  or  drunk, 
Gen.,  9  chap.,  and  20,  21  verses,  an  event 
supposed  to  have  happened  2,344  years 
before  the  birth  of  Christ,  or  4,229  years 
to  this  date. 

Wines  and  fermented  liquors  are  also 
mentioned  by  theearlier  profane  historians, 
but  the  exact  period  at  which  they  were 
first  submitted  to  the  art  of  distillation  is 
not  clearly  settled. 

By  some,  the  Chinese  are  thought  to 
have  possessed  the  earliest  knowledge  of 
the  process;  others  think  that  the  northern 
nations  of  Europe  were  the  first  who  were 
acquainted  with  the  art 

Herodotus  (the  father  of  history)  men- 
tions "  date  spirit "  as  an  article  of  com- 
merce in  Babylonia  (B.  C  445),  and 
Albucasis  in  the  12th  century  taught  the 
method  of  procuring  spirit  from  wine,  but 
the  secret  was  doubtless  known  long  before 
that  time  Raymond  Lully,  in  the  13th 
century,  showed  the  way  to  concentrate  it 
by  means  of  carbonate  of  potassa,  after 
which  time  it  gradually  rose  into  note  as 
an  article  of  trade  and  commerce,  and  to- 
day more  capital  is  perhaps  embarked  in 
wines,  brewing,  and  distillation  than  in  any 
similar  branch  of  business.  It  may  be 
asked  here  what  is  alcohol,  chemically 
speaking?  I  will  answer,  it  is  oxygen, 
hydrogen,  and  carbon,  and  is  latent  in  aU 
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vegetable  juices  containing  saccharine  mat- 
ter capable  of  conversion  into  sugar.  It  is  a 
principal  part  of  all  wine,  brandy,  gin, 
rum  and  whiskey,  and  these  four  latter,  at 
proof  by  Sikes  hydrometer,  contain  about 
half  their  bulk  of  alcohol,  the  other  half 
being  water,  or  in  other  words,  49  parts 
alcohol  and  5 1  parts  water.  Alcohol  may 
be  procured  by  distillation  from  all  fer- 
mented liquors,  and  when  drawn  from 
wine,  as  in  France,  is  called  brandy ;  when 
from  the  juice  of  the  sugar  cane,  raw 
sugar  or  molasses,  it  is  called  rum  ;  when 
frora  grain  alone,  it  is  called  whiskey,  in 
Britain  and  in  the  United  States,  but  in 
Holland  it  is  called  gin,  or  geneva,  when 
flavored  with  the  juniper  berry. 

These  different  liquors  now  mentioned 
consist  of  dilute  alcohol,  having  in  solu- 
tion, various  small  quantities  of  essential 
oils,  and  coloring  matter.  It  is  the 
presence  and  different  proportions  of  these 
ingredients  which  give  them  their  distin- 
guishing names  or  character,  and  by  sub- 
sequent rectification,  alcohol  of  equal 
strength  and  purity,  can  be  procured  from 
all  of  them.  In  conclusion,  I  may  say, 
thai  the  sugar  and  grain  we  use  in  all  our 
lood  every  day,  contain — in  a  latent  state — 
from  20  to  40  per  cent,  of  alcohol,  whilst 
our  bodies,  in  a  healthy  state,  perform  the 
function  of  distillation  by  generating  and 
throwing  off  the  component  parts  of  it, 
from  morning  till  night.  Hence  alcohol 
used  with  wisdom,  commingled  with 
plenty  of  water — as  in  wine — can  be  taken 
in  safety  by  those  who  want  it.  But  gen- 
tlemen, the  mere  use  of  alcohol,  for  drink- 
ing purposes,  is  but  a  small  part  of  this 
great  industry,  as  the  manufacturer,  the 
chemist,  and  the  thinker  well  know.  But 
to  the  extremists,  and  cranks,  on  this  sub- 
ject, the  value  to  labor,  to  the  husband- 
man, to  the  wine-grower,  and  to  the  general 
wealth  and  commerce  of  nations,  is  of  no 
consequence  :  they  are  made  rabid  by  a 
blind  and  mistaken  frenzy,  and  are  "  bark- 
ing up  the  wrong  tree "  to  stop  drinking 
habits. 

In  other  countries,  the  harvest  of  wine 
is  looked  on  as  one  of  the  greatest  gifts  of 
God  to  man,  as  the  following  prayer  at 
storing  it  sets  forth.     This  prayer  says  : — 

"  O,  Lord  God,  thou  who  lovest  mankind, 
direct  thine  ejee  to  this  wine  and  those  who 
drink  it ;  ble^s  oiir  vessels,  thrice  blessed  as 
the  walls  of  Jacob,  and  the  pool  of  "Siloam," 


and  as  thou  hast  blessed  this  drink  of  the 
apostles,  O,  Lord  thou  who  wast  present  at 
the  wedding  in  Gana,  of  Galilee,  and  by 
changing  water  into  wine  revealed  thj 
glory  to  thy  disciples,  send  thy  Holy  Spirit 
on  tnis  wine,  and  bless  it  in  thy  name." 

In  the  Island  of  Madeira  alone  the  har- 
vest of  wine  consists  of  30,000  pipes, 
some  of  it  valued  at  ;^ioo  a  pipe.  But 
what  may  we  put  down  to  the  world's 
wealth  in  wine,  beer,  and  spirit  for  France, 
Spain,  Portugal,  Germany,  the  British 
Isles,  the  West  Indies,  and  now  the  Unit- 
ed States  ?  May  we  not  fairly  say  it  is 
beyond  our  comprehension  ?  and  yet 
those  people  speak  as  glibly  about  this 
vast  industry  as  if  talking  against  some  petty 
gambling  house. 

Surely  they  had  better  see  themselves 
as  others  see  them,  and  cease  their  prating 
till  they  become  better  informed  what  wine 
and  spirit  are  ? 

My  honored  friend  from  Belleville, 
(Mr.  Flint)  I  cannot  allow  his  statement 
to  go  to  the  public  uncontradicted,  that 
wines  are  not  as  good  now,  as  they  were  in 
other  days.  I  say  they  are  better  and  finer 
now,  than  they  ever  were  before,  if  you  go 
to  the  price  for  them,  because  nature's  laws 
are  better  known  now,  than  they  were 
formerly.  What  were  imputed  in  other  days 
to  the  supernatural  are  known  now  to  be  fixed 
laws  that  man  can  handle,  and  appropriate 
with  art  and  skill  to  suit  his  purposes. 
Such  is  the  conversion  of  sugar  into  wine 
or  alcohol;  water  into  «team,  as  a  vast 
motive  power  for  ships  and  railroads  ; 
electricity  into  an  instantaneous  messen- 
ger, the  world  over,  the  telephone  and  the 
electric  light.  But  to  men  who  are 
blindly  obstinate  it  is  useless  to  talk  ;  they 
have  their  faith,  yes  "fanatic  faith,  once 
wedded  fast  to  some  dear  error,  they  hug  it 
to  the  last."  I  am  sorry  to  see  gentlemen 
who  have  seats  in  this  Senate,  where  we 
are  supposed  to  be  men  of  some  informa- 
tion, send  forth  statements  that  might  do 
very  well  in  lumber  camps,  but  are  wholly 
unfit  to  be  placed  before  gentlemen  who 
have  any  pretentions  to  knowledge.  I 
have  reference  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Belleville  especially,  (Mr. 
Flint.)  He  says,  **  I  would  tell  the  hon. 
gentlemen  if  they  will  give  us  such  wine 
to-day  as  our  Saviour  made  at  Cana,  of 
Galilee,  I  will  go  in  for  it,  but  I  do  not  go 
in  for  stinking,  poisonous  whiskey,  mixed 
with  dirty  water  and  logwood  that  they 
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call  wine;  I  want  the  pure  juice  of  the 
grape,  such  as  our  Saviour  made,  and 
if  I  could  get  that  I  would  be  willing  to 
drink  it."  The  question  might  be  asked 
here  would  the  hon.  gentleman  know  it  if 
he  saw  it  ?  I  rather  think  not  Yet  the 
hon.  gentleman  would  condescend  to  par- 
take of  "  the  wine  of  the  gods,"  though  it 
might  not  be  amiss  to  remind  the  hon. 
gentleman  that  ordinary  people  ought  to 
be  satisfied  with  common  fare. 

'< Sweet  virgin  can  alone  the  fair  express, 
Fair  by  degrees  and  beautifully  less; 
Bui  let  the  hoiden  rough  hewn  vurgin 
Engross  the  homage  of  a  major  sturgoon/' 

Coarse  wine  ought  to  satisfy  coarse 
people.  I  also  differ  with  my  hon.  friend 
(Mr.  Vidal)  about  his  sumptuary  laws.  I 
contend  that  wines,  beer  and  spirit  are 
food,  and  are  given  and  taken  by  invalids 
to  recruit  them,  and  that  his  Scott  Act 
seeks  to  regulate  them  as  to  price  and 
difficulty  of  obtaining  them,  and  therefore 
that  we  are  right  in  calling  it  a  sumptuary 
law  on  this  account,  and  on  the  other  that 
you  deprive  people  of  what  thay  want  to 
eat  and  drink  sumptuously  of,  at  a  fair 
price.  I  would  also  remind  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman that  the  state  of  Maine  does  not 
seem  any  more  moral  than  any  place  else, 
notwithstanding  its  extreme  position  on 
the  temperance  question,  if  we  may  judge 
by  the  number  of  divorce  cases  reported, 
and  which  are  as  follows  : — 

"  Rev.  S.  R.  Dyke,  secretary  of  the  New 
.England  Divorce  Rpform  League,  delivered  a 
lecture  in  Centre  Church,  this  evening,  in 
which  interesting  statistics  were  given,  show- 
ing the  increase  of  divorce — not  only  in  the 
New  England  States,  but  also  in  other  parts 
of  the  United  States.  In  Connecticut,  there 
were,  in  1849,  but  91  divorces,  but  there  are, 
now,  an  average  of  440  divorces  each  year. 
Over  6,000  women  die  in  the  United  States, 
each  year,  from  attempts  to  destroy  unborn 
children. 

"  In  Connecticut,  the  ratio  of  divorces  to 
marriages  was  1  in  10  ;  in  Vermont,  1  in  13 ; 
in  Massachutjetts,  1  in  21 ;  in  New  Hamp- 
shire, 1  in  9  ;  and  in  Maine,  about  the  same 
number,  while  in  Rhode  Island  it  was  1  in  10." 

We  might  well  say  here,  they  had  better 
turn  their  attention  to  this  deplorable 
state  of  morality,  and  let  minor  laxity  of 
habits  alone. 

1  will  now,  hon.  gentlemen,  proceed  to 
discuss  the  principle  and  details  of  the 
Bill,  and  will  say  that  I  always  opposed 
the  Scott  Act  as  a  piece  of  legislation  not 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER. 


to  be  tolerated  by  freemen  :  not  that  I 
favor  intemperance,  for  I  am  not  an  ad- 
mirer of  drunkards.  In  fact,  I  rather  look 
on  the  drunkard  who  befouls  his  body 
with  excess  of  drink,  as  being  worthy  of 
contempt.  But  I  would  ask,  on  what  au- 
thority do  these  people  expect  to  compel 
us,  to  their  ideas,  of  what  we  shall  not  eat, 
or  what  we  shall  not  drink,  when  we 
have  to  pay  for  it  ourselves?  Are  we  to  be 
considered  as  felons,  to  be  fed  on  bread 
and  water,  to  please  these  people  ? 

Who  are  those  apostles  who  assume 
more  arbitrary  power,  to  preach  their  little 
gospel,  than  did  the  Lord  of  the  Scriptures 
himself? 

Paul,  who  claimed  to  be  converted  by 
a  miracle,  going  to  Damascus,  took  no 
such  liberty  with  the  people,  but  reasoned 
them  into  his  doctrine  and  morals,  and 
advised  "  to  not  still  drink  water,  but  to 
use  a  little  wine  for  the  stomach's  sake.'' 
Christianity  then  went  on  gently,  as  it 
should :  but  how  was  it  when  it 
got  the  influence  of  the  State?  We 
all  know,  gentlemen,  history  tells  us ; 
and  here,  I  exclaim  against  no  particular 
church  more  than  another — they  are  all 
inclined  to  be  intolerant  when  they  get 
exclusive  statutary  law  to  back  them  up, 
so  would  the  Scott  Act  men  (if  they  had 
the  power).  I  would,  therefore,  say  keep 
them  down  to  simple  persuasion.  But 
these  people  are  not  satisfied  with  eating 
and  drinking  what  please  themselves,  but 
want  to  deprive  others  from  enjoying  the 
fruits  of  the  earth  as  given  them  by 
nature's  God.  They  are  as  dogs  in  the 
manger  and  forget  that  what  is  one  man's 
meat  is  another  man's  poison.  They  also 
forget  good  breeding — and  here  let  us  see 
what  good  breeding  says  on  this  point 
It  says  : — 

"  Every  gentleman  has  wine  on  his  table 
when  he  has  invited  guests.  Indeed,  wine  is 
considered  an  indispensable  part  ot  a  good 
dinner,  to  which  a  gentleman  has  been 
formally  invited,  even  you  are  a  total- 
abstinence  man  yourself,  you  will  not,  if  you 
are  a  gentleman,  attempt  to  compel  your 
guests  to  be  so,  ai^ainst  their  will.'  If 
you  are  so  fanatical  that  you  have 
what  is  called  'conscientious  scruples' 
against  furnishing  wine,  then  you  should 
invite  none  to  dine  who  are  not  as  fanatical 
and  bigoted  as  yourself.  Tou  must  consider 
that  a  gentleman  ma^  have  'conscientious 
scruples '  against  dining  with  you  on  cold 
water,  for  there  are  even  temperate  and  sober 
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gentlemen  who  would  £0  without  meat  a<4 
800U  as  be  deprived  of  their  glass  of  wine  at 
dinner. 

**  The  vegetarian  who  would  force  his  guests 
to  dine  on  cabbages,  turnips  and  onions  is 
hardly  guilty  of  a  greater  breach  of  etiquette 
than  the  total-abstmence  fanatic,  who  would 
compel  his  guests  to  go  without  wine." 

These  people  are  like  the  fanatics  and 
witch  burners  of  the  i6th  century,  who 
burned  some  one  hundred  thousand  eight 
hundred  witches  in  France,  Germany  and 
other  places,  in  their  wild  idea  of  doing 
good.  People  get  crazy,  hon.  gentlemen, 
on  subjects  that  are  too  abstruse  for  them. 

I  heard  of  some  ladies  lately  who,  anx- 
ious to  appear  on  the  platform,  to 
speak  on  this  subject,  actually  passed  a 
resolution  advising  clergymen  to  use  no 
wines  for  sacramental  purposes,  only 
unfermented  wine.  And  these  are  the 
kind  of  people  who  want  to  force  the  new 
religion  of  coercion  on  us,  people  who  do 
not  know  what  they  are  talking  about,  for  if 
they  did  they  would  certainly  know  there 
never  was,  nor  cannot  be,  such  a  thing  as 
unfermented  wme.  But  who  ask  for  this 
Bill,  this  "apple  of  discord  "  amongst  the 
people,  and  want  to  inform  the  world  that 
we  must  be  great  drunkards  to  require  such 
a  Bill?  Certainly  not  the  voters  or 
thinkers  of  this  country,  for  if  they  did  by 
petition  or  vote,  I,  for  one,  would  cheer- 
fully give  it  to  them.  It  was  argued  by 
another  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Scott)  that 
we  should  retain  this  Act  because  some 
wines  and  spirit  are  spurious  and  adulter- 
ated. I  can  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that 
wines  and  spirit  are  no  more  adulterated 
now  than  they  ever  were,  since  they 
became  an  article  of  commerce.  They 
are  no  more,  if  as  much,  adulterated  as 
butter,  cheese,  sugar,  tea,  cream  of  tartar, 
spices,  coffee,  milk,  &c  ;  and  are  we  not  to 
use  any  of  these  articles  of  food  because 
some  dishonest  people  adulterate  them  ? 
Is  not  our  best  plan  to  pass  a  good 
inspection  and  license  law  which  will 
enable  the  Government  to  see  after  people 
who  deal  in  such  goods  ? 

But  what  will  the  Scott  Act  end  in  if 
continued  ?  It  will  end  in  the  destruction 
of  vast  industries  affecting  the  revenue, 
the  former,  the  trader,  the  general  business 
and  then  be  displaced  by  a  license  law, 
after  a  period  of  anarchy,  ill-will,  and 
perhaps  bloodshed. 

And  let  us  see  what  loss  these  gentle- 


men want  to  bring  on  the  farmers,  brewers, 
distillers,  shop-keepers,  merchants,  work- 
men, ships,  rents,  schooners,  railroads, 
loss  of  commerce  with  other  countries,  and 
narrow  trade  policy.  Then  the  loss  of 
industry  in  the  manufacture  of  vinegar, 
liniment  of  various  kinds,  washes  for  the 
hair,  burning  fluid,  preserving  animal 
bodies,  duties  of  excise,  on  spirit,  beer  and 
malt,  which,  in  1884,  aggregated  $4,030,- 
1 10,  the  grain  used  in  spirit  alone  being 
75,095,450  pounds  weight  And  there  is 
no  limitation  to  the  quantity  we  should 
grow  and  use  for  spirit,  beer  and  malt,  to 
be  exported  if  properly  looked  after  in 
this  vast  grain  growing  country  of  ours. 

In  1883,  we  exported  45,218,572 
pounds  weight  of  Malt,  but  the  year 
1884,  only  8,022,606  pounds  weight,  and 
the  Scott  Act  men  want  to  bring  the  in- 
dustry of  the  country  down  lower. 
Certainly,  the  farmers  and  all  others 
interested,  must  be  delighted  with  such 
people,  when  these  facts  come  to  be 
known. 

We  exported  in  1884,  barley  alone 
7,780,262  bushels,  valued  at  $5,104,642 
but  if  manufactured  and  shipped  to  other 
countries,  gentleman  can  see  the  advan- 
tages "Would  accrue  to  the  industry  and 
trade  of  the  country.  But  what  care  they 
about  the  loss  and  disruption  of  trade  ? 
Are  not  these  gentlemen  great  reformers  ? 
What  care  they  about  driving  poor  men 
into  bankruptcy  and  pauperism  ;  are  not 
these  people  great  philanthropists,  and 
some  of  their  nearest  relations,  they  say, 
died  from  the  effects  of  the  demon.  They 
can  tell  nice  little  stories,  too,  on  the  plat- 
form to  libel  their  neighbors.  They  take 
pride  in  smashing  other  people's  property. 
They  sing  psalms,  and  the  end  justifies 
the  means. 

"O,  Liberty,  sole  passion  of  the  generous 
heart !  thou  who  art  the  life  of  commerce  and 
the  inspiration  of  noble  deeds;  thou  who 
canst  be  loved  but  with  rapture ;  thou  who 
art  the  first  aspiration  of  youth,  and  the  sub- 
lime invocation  of  old  age;  thou,  Liberty, 
who,  after  having  broken  their  chains,  wilt 
conduct  the  last  slaves,  with  palm  brduches 
in  hands,  amid  h^mns  of  glory,  at  the  latest 
funeral  of  despotism  and  fanaticism." 

Gentlemen,  I  will  vote  against  the  Scott 
Act,  with  all  its  accompanying  espionage, 
pimps  and  spies,  as  being  an  insult  to 
commerce,  true  liberty  and  true  temper- 
ance. 
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Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  have  a  good 
deal  of  hesitation  in  undertaking  to  ad- 
dress the  House  in  my  prosy  way,  after 
the  very  eloquent  and  poetic  remarks  of 
my  hon.  friend  from  St.  John ;  but  I  rise, 
under  a  sense  of  duty,  to  move  the  amend- 
ment of  which  I  gave  notice  some  time 
ago.  The  substance  of  that  amendment 
is  to  require  a  three-fifths  vote  of  the 
electors  in  a  district  to  bring  the  Canada 
Temperance  Act  into  operation,  instead 
of  a  bare  majority  as  at  present. 

I  do  not  propose  to  discuss  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Canada  Temperance  Act  at 
any  length ;  but  one  or  two  suggestions 
have  occurred  to  me  from  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  the  Trent  divi- 
sion. That  hon.  gentleman  seems  to  feel, 
as  a  great  many  enthusiasts  in  the  cause 
of  temperance  feel,  that  total  abstinence 
from  intoxicating  liquor  is  not  only  a 
virtue,  but  is  almost  the  only  virtue  that 
is  worth  advocating.  Those  gentlemen 
also  seem  to  feel  that  all  who  do  not 
agree  with  them  in  thinking  that  the  proper 
way  to  bring  about  the  adoption  of  tem- 
perance principles  is  by  prohibitive  legis- 
lation, are  enemies  of  temperance,  and 
friends  of  intemperance.  I  began  almost 
to  feel,  when  the  hon.  gentleman  drew 
that  awful  picture  of  the  drunkard  in — 
Sheol,  I  suppose  we  must  call  it,  since  the  is- 
sue of  the  revised  edition  of  the  Old  Testa- 
ment— when  the  hon.  gentleman  drew 
that  picture  of  the  drunkard^s  soul  in  tor- 
tures, and  his  widow  and  children  in 
misery  on  this  side  of  the  grave,  that  I 
was  responsible  for  that  state  of  things  if  I 
did  not,  to  use  a  common  expression,  go 
the  whole  animal.  I  wish  to  say  that  this 
is  all  a  mistake.  I  believe  that  tem- 
perance in  everything  is  a  virtue, 
temperance  in  eating  as  well  as  in  drinking; 
and  I  venture  to  say  that  there  is  probably 
as  much  hann  done  in  the  world  by  eating 
too  much,  and  eating  improper  food,  as 
there  is  by  drinking  too  much  and  drink- 
ing improper  drinks.  That  theory,  which 
occurred  to  me  some  time  ago,  is  borne 
out  by  a  very  high  authority.  I  find  that 
in  the  last  number  of  the  Nineteenth 
Century,  Sir  Henry  Thompson  publishes 
an  article  on  Diet,  and  that  most  eminent 
authority  avows  it  is  his  conviction  "  that 
more  mischief  in  the  form  of  actual  dis- 
ease, of  impaired  vigor,  and  of  shortened 
life,    accrues  to  civilized  men  from  er- 


roneous habits  in  eating  than  from  the 
habitual  use  of  alcoholic  liquors,"  great  as 
he  deems  that  to  be.  "  I  am  not  sure,"  he 
adds, ''that  a  similar  comparison  might  not 
be  made  between  the  respective  influences 
of  those  agencies  in  regard  of  moral  evils 
also." 

I  do  not  intend  to  pursue  that  any 
further,  but  I  wish  to  state  that  that  is  my 
opinion.  Now,  as  to  the  Scott  Act  itself, 
it  is  just  an  instance  of  a  kind  of  legislation 
which  is  contrary  to  the  true  principles  of 
liberty.  My  own  idea  of  freedom  has 
always  been — my  idea  of  the  best  govern- 
ment, the  freest  government — is  that  which 
allows  to  every  individual  and  every  family^ 
to  every  little  hamlet  or  settlement,  to 
every  township,  county  or  province,  and  so 
on,  working  up  from  the  individual  to  the 
largest  community,  the  utmost  amount  of 
liberty  and  self  government  that  is  con- 
sistent with  the  safety  and  general  welfare 
of  the  whole  state.  There  is  nothing  novel 
about  that ;  it  is  the  English  idea  of  liberty 
as  distinguished  from  the  idea  of  liberty 
that  is  entertained  in  other  places.  We 
find  that,  on  the  continent,  when  they  es- 
tablish a  republic,  the  men  who  attain 
power  immediately  begin  to  hinder  the 
people  who  happen  to  be  in  the  minority 
from  exercising  their  own  free  judgment, 
or  free  thought,  or  free  action.  In  England 
and  in  kindred  countries — the  United 
States,  for  instance — where  English  ideas 
prevail,  it  is  altogether  different. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB — In  this  case  it  is 
the  minority  that  proposes  to  hinder  the 
majority,  so  far  as  I  can  see. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— This  theory,  I 
think,  finds  expression  in  that  saying 
that  ''the  Englishman's  house  is  his 
castle."  The  English  theory  is  that 
the  public  have  no  right  to  go  into  a  man's 
house  and  to  interfere  with  his  private 
life  or  private  affairs,  even  though  he  is 
misconducting  himself,  unless  his  evil- 
doing  interferes  with  the  public  in  a  sub^ 
stantial  way.  The  public  do  not  under- 
take to  interfere  in  the  case  of  a  man's 
follies  and  vices,  other  than  that  of  in- 
temperance in  drinking ;  and  I  think 
that  as  long  as  those  follies  and  vices 
affect  only  the  man  hin^self,  and  do  not 
affect  the  public  at  large  directly,  the 
public  have  no  right  to  interfere  with  him. 
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When  it  becomes  a  case  of  direct  injury  to 
his  neighbors,  then,  of  course,  the  public 
have  the  right  to  interfere 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.  C)— Does 
not  the  law  direct  that  a  person  not  able 
to  take  care  of  himself,  and  who  is  likely 
to  destroy  himself  by  poison,  or  some 
weapon,  authorize  the  officials  of  the 
land  to  step  in  and  take  possession  of 
that  individual,  even  in  his  own  house  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  exactly 
catch  the  point  of  the  question. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— You  say  the 
law  of  the  land  has  no  right  to  interfere 
with  a  man  in  his  own  house,  even  if  he 
is  doing  wrong.  We  have  laws  on  the 
statute  books  that  authorize  the  officials 
to  go  into  a  man's  house  and  take  posses- 
sion of  a  man  who  is  incapable  of  taking 
care  of  himself,  or  is  liable  to  destroy  his 
own  life  or  to  inflict  injury  upon  others. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— If  a  man  is 
insane  he  becomes  a  source  of  danger 
to  the  lives  of  the  people  around  him. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Here 
they  propose  to  adopt  this  course  towards 
everybody  else. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  hope  the  House 
will  excuse  me  if  I  quote  from  one  or  two 
well  known  authorities  on  the  point 
Blackstone,  who,  though  a  little  old,  is 
looked  upon  as  a  very  good  authority, 
says : — 

'*  That  system  of  lawA  is  alone  calculated 
CO  maintain  civil  liberty,  which  leaves  the 
subject  entire  master  of  his  own  con 
duct,  except  in  thoee  points  wherein  the 
public  good  requires  some  direction  and  re- 
«trai'it.^' 

I  quote  this  because  hon.  gentlemen 
may  think  that  because  a  man  is  doing 
what  they  think  is  a  \vrong  thing,  they 
have  a  right  to  step  in  and  interfere  with 
his  conduct,  when  he  does  not  interfere 
with  his  neighbors  at  all.  There  is  a  quo- 
tation from  John  Stuart  Mill,  on  Liberty, 
which  I  presume  most  hon.  gentlemen 
have  seen.  I  take  it  from  a  very  able 
pamphlet,  which  has  been  distributed,  en- 
titled, "  Shall  I  vote  for  the  Scott  Act  ?  " 
It  is  as  follows  : — 

L2 


"  There  is  a  limit  to  the  le^timate  inter- 
ference of  collective  opinion  with  individual 
independence ;  and  to  find  that  lirnit,^  and 
maintain  it  against  encroachment,  is  as  in- 
disixensable  to  a  good  condition  of  human 
afikirs  as  protection  against  political  despot- 
ism.' 

•*  There  are  in  our  own  day  gross  usurpa- 
tions upon  the  liberty  of  private  life  actually 
practised,  and  still  greater  ones  threatened 
with  some  expectation  of  success,  and  opin- 
ions propounaed  which  assert  an  t^n limited 
right  in  the  public,  not  only  to  prohibit  by 
law  everything  which  it  thinks  wrong,  but  to 
prohibit  a  number  of  things  which  it  admits 
to  be  innocent.  Under  the  name  of  prevent- 
ing intemperance,  the  people  of  one  English 
colony,  and  of  nearly  half  of  the  United  States, 
haveoeen  interdicted  by  law  from  making 
any  use  whatever  of  fermented  drinks,  except 
for  medicinal  purposes;  for  prohibition  of 
their  sale  is  in  fact  as  it  is  intended  to  be, 
prohibition  of  their  use," 

"There  are  questions  relating  to  inter- 
ference with  trade  which  are  essentially 
questions  of  liberty ;  such  as  the  Maine  law. 
•  •  •  These  interferences  are  obiection- 
able,  not  as  infringements  on  the  liberty  of 
the  producer  or  seller,  but  on  that  of  the 
buyer," 

"  The  Acts  of  an  individual  ma^  be  hurtful 
to  others,  or  wanting  in  due  consideration  for 
their  welfare,  without  going  to  the  length  of 
violating  any  of  their  constituted  rights. 
The  offender  may  then  be  justly  punished  by 
opinion,  though  not  by  law."    •    •    • 

"  The  individual  is  not  accountable  to 
society  for  his  actions,  in  so  far  as  these  con- 
cern the  interests  of  no  person  but  himself. 
Advice,  instruction,  persuasion,  and  avoid- 
ance by  other  people  if  thought  necessary  by 
them  for  their  own  good,  are  the  only 
measuras  by  which  society  can  justifiably 
express  its  dislike  or  disapprobation  of  his 
conduct    •    •    • 

**  Kor  such  actions  as  are  prejudicial  to 
the  interests  of  others  the  individual  is 
accountable,  and  may  be  subjected  either  to 
social  or  legal  punishment,  if  society  is  of 
opinion  that  the  one  or  the  other  is  requisite 
for  its  protection." 

l^ws  of  this  kind,  that  undertake  to  inter- 
fere with  the  private  lives  of  citizens,  have 
occasionally  been  passed  in  England  and 
in  English  speaking  countries.  As  far  as 
I  know  they  have  never  been  successfully 
enforced.  I  do  not  think  that  there  is 
any  record  of  any  such  law  having  been 
successfully  enforced.  They  have  been 
most  frequently  enacted,  and  the  most 
strenuous  attempts  have  been  made  to 
enforce  them  in  those  portions  of  the 
United  States,  which  are  peopled  by  the 
descendants  of  the  old  Puritans.  Those 
were  the  people  who,  having  been  perse- 
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cuted  in  a  certain  degree  in  En^^land,  fled 
from  persecution  there  and  came  out  to 
America  to  persecute  more  vigorously 
people  whose  opinions  happened  to  differ 
from  their  own.  I  have  said  that  experi- 
ence goes  to  show  that  these  laws  have 
not  been  effectual  in  gaining  their  ends  in 
English  speaking  countries,  nor  I  believe 
in  any  other  country ;  but  I  venture  to  go 
further  apd  say  that  it  seems  to  me,  with 
respect  to  those  prohibitory  laws,  or  laws 
like  the  Canada  Temperance  Act,  that 


even  though  they  could  be  enforced  they 
are  not  desirable  enactments.  It  is  not 
desirable  and  it  is  not  necessary  that  we 
should  enact  any  such  law.  As  to  that 
point — ^although  I  am  afraid  I  am  repeat- 
ing what  has  been  said  already — I  find  in 
this  pamphlet,  to  which  I  have  already 
referred,  a  very  convenient  table  which 
shows  the  yearly  consumption  of  alcohol 
per  inhabitant  of  the  different  leading 
countries  of  the  world : — 


DRINK  OF  ALL  NATIONS. 


United  Kingdom 

France 

Germany 

Holland 

Belgium 

Denmark 

United  States  .. 

Canada 


Millions  of  Gallons. 

Equiva- 

Wine. 

Beer. 

Spirits. 

lent  in 
Alcohol. 

15 

1,007 

37 

67-2 

760 

190 

34 

1010 

120 

880 

60 

72-4 

3 

36 

12 

8-2 

4 

170 

10 

11-4 

2 

35 

27 

51 

30 

440 

76 

66-6 

i 

13 

4i 

3.3 

Aloohol 

PER 

Inhabi- 
tant. 

192 
2-65 
1-60 
205 
207 
2-60 
1-31 


0.74 


It  appears  from  this  table,  taken  from 
Mulhall's  Dictionary  of  Statistics,  that 
Canada  really  stands  almost  at  the  head 
of  all  countries  in  the  matter  of  temper- 
ance. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— It 
stands  at  the  head. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Yes,  at  the  head. 
We  know  of  no  more  temperate  country. 
It  is  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  any  member 
of  this  House  who  expresses  an  opinion  in 
any  way  hostile  to  the  Canada  Temperance 
Act  is  necessarily  an  enemy  of  temperance. 
In  fact,  the  most  sincere — at  any  rate,  if 
not  the  most  sincere,  the  most  judicious 
friends  of  temperance  —are  on  the  other 
side.  Take  the  practical  man  who  has 
been  referred  to  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Trent  Division,  Archbishop  Lynch, 
and  what  does  he  say  about  it  ?  He  says, 
in  a  letter  which  all  honorable  gentlemen 
have  seen : 

*<I  have,  as  well  as  my  priests,  exercised 
all  my  influence  to  suppress  intemperance, 
and,  tnank  God,  we  have  no  reason  to  be  dis- 
couraged at  oar  efforts.     Drunkenness  is  not 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER. 


the  besetting  sin  of  our  good  Canadian  people. 
We  have  less  drunkenness  in  Canada,  itbink, 
than  in  any  other  country  of  the  same  latitude. 
If  we  had  a  population  of  a  character  such 
as  is  reported  of  that  of  Glasgow,  Edinburgh^ 
London,  or  a  city  in  Ireland,  we  could  then 
vote  for  any  act  that  Would  suppreps  the 
terrible  scandal  of  intemperance.  I  have  not 
heard  of  a  single  county  in  Ontario  where  the 
people  are  so  besetted  as  to  require  the  Act. 
The  few  drunkards  that  are  amonsst  us  can 
be  reformed  by  good  nourishment  and  by  severe 
punishment,  and  above  all,  by  a  strict  insj>eG- 
tion  of  intoxicating  liquors.^' 

That  is  the  voice  of  reason  and  of  com- 
mon sense,  and — I  do  not  speak  it  in  a 
denominational  sense — of  sound  religion, 
too.  We  will  suppose  that  the  friends  of 
the  Canada  Temperance  Act  had  their 
way,  and  that  the  Act  was  in  force  all  over 
the  country ;  these  gentlemen's  occupation 
would  be  gone  then.  Suppose  the  effect 
of  the  enforcement  of  the  Act  was  that  no 
more  liquor  would  be  consumed  ;  the  pro- 
babilities are  that  the  turn  of  tobacco 
would  come  after  liquor  ;  and  in  fact  some 
friends  of  total  abstinence  have  already^ 
devoted  a  little  attention  to  tobacco. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— Quite  right. 
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Hon.   Mr.  POWER—And  a  number 
of  other  harmless  indulgences  would  fol- 
low and  life  would  soon  become  a  wretched 
desert,  so  that  one  would  almost  sooner 
be  dead  and  done  with  it.     I  have  said, 
and  quoted    the  authority  of  Sir  Henry 
Thompson  for  it,  that  drunkenness  is  not 
any  worse  than  eating  to  excess.     I  am 
not  going  to  deal  with  the  Scriptural  argu- 
ment, but  the  denunciations  of  the  glutton 
in  Scripture  are  stronger,  I  think,  than 
those  of  the  drunkard.     There  are  many 
other  most  mischievous  vices.     There  is, 
for  instance,  a  vice  which,  at  the  present 
day,  does  perhaps  more  harm  than  drunk- 
enness— in    this  country,   &t  all   events. 
That  is  the  vice  of  avarice.     Why  do  not 
hon.  gentlemen  begin  a  crusade  against 
that  ?    It  is  more  the  vice  of  the  present 
day  than  drunkenness  ;  because  drunken- 
ness has  ceased  to  be  fashionable,  while 
avarice  and  fraud  are  vices  which  more 
prevail.     Take  any  sin  in  the  decalogue  in 
fact;  and  the  picture  which  my  hon.  friend 
across  the  chamber  drew  of  the  man  who 
indulged   in   drink    to    excess  might  be 
drawn  of  the  man  who  indulged  in  that 
sin    to    excess.     The  effect  of  crime  is 
ultimately  to  ruin  a  man  in  this  world,  and 
to  imperil  his  chances  for  the  next.  There 
is  no  prohibition  of  wine  in  the  Scriptures. 
I  am  not  going  to  talk  about  that  matter ; 
but  we  have  the  best  authority  for  the 
statement     Archbishop  Lynch  says : — 

'<  It  has  been  asserted  that  the  use  of  wine 
is  prohibited  in  the  Bible.  This  is  not  the  case. 
Oar  Divine  Redeemer  instituted  one  of  His 
greatest  sacraments  in  bread  and  wine ;  and 
St.  Paul  advises  his  disciple,  Timothy,  to  use 
a  little  wine  for  his  stomach's  sake,  for  there 
are  persons  of  weak  constitutions  that  require 
such  nourishment." 

He  endorses  Archbishop  Purcell  on  that 
point ;  and  Canon  Farrar,  who  has  written 
a  very  strong  article  in  favor  of  prohibitory 
legislation,  in  a  recent  number  of  the 
Nineteenth  Century,  does  not  pretend  to 
say  that  there  is  any  prohibition  in  Scripture. 
It  has  often  struck  me,  when  I  have  seen 
men  who  were  total  abstainers  and  were 
very  fond  ol  eatinp  heartily,  and  did  not 
restrain  their  appetites  in  other  directions, 
that  the  words  of  Butler  describe  them 
with  great  accuracy.     They 

**  Compound  for  sins  they  feel  inchned  to, 
By  damning  those  they  have  no  mind  to." 

That  is  a  very  cheap  and  easy  sort  of 
virtue.    There    is   one    other   objection 


which  I  may  as  well  take  here  to  those 
statutory    enactments    to    make   people 
virtuous — that  their  effect  is  to  put  an  end 
to    voluntary    effort.      The    temperance 
people  and  the  common  sense   of  the 
country,  and  the  exertions  of  the  friends 
of  humanity  have  done  an  immense  deal 
towards  promoting  temperance  since  the 
beginning  of  the  century.     It  was  looked 
upon    8o   years    ago    as  the  right  and 
fashionable  thing  for  a  man  to  get  drunk, 
and  end  his  dinner  under  the  table.    That 
has  all  passed  away ;  no  man  who  wishes 
for  the  respect  or  admiration  of  his  friends 
or  the  public  can  afford  to  be  known  as  a 
man    who    habitually    gets    drunk;  and 
intemperance  is  very  unfashionable  and 
very   much  discredited  and  has    almost 
disappeared  except  amongst  a  limited  class. 
Now,  this  fortunate  result  has  not  been 
brought  about  by  legislation,  but  by  the 
volu  ntary  efforts  of  men  like  Father  Matthew^ 
and  by  the  growth  of  education  and  the 
labors  of  those  temperance  associations 
which,   while  they    limit    themselves   to 
voluntary  effort,  do  an  immense  amount 
of  good.     But  I  have   noticed  this,  that 
when  these  temperance  people  reach  a 
certain  stage  in  their  agitation  they  want 
to  get  prohibitory  legislation.  They  appear 
more  anxious  to  get  prohibitory  legislation 
than  to  prevent  drinking ;  and  as  soon  as 
the  prohibitory  legislation  has  been  obtain- 
ed   the   tendency  is  to  abandon  moral 
suasion  and  to  depend  on   prohibition. 
There  is  an  objection  in  man — in  the 
Canadian  man,  certainly — to  coercion,  and 
I   think   moral   suasion  will  take  him  a 
great  deal  further  than  prohibitory  legisla- 
tion. 

Some  of  my  remarks  have  been  based 
on  the  supposition  that  these  laws  can  be 
enforced.  They  cannot  be,  as  I  have  just 
indicated.  Tiiat  I  think  is  the  uniform 
verdict  of  history.  I  shall  now  quote  from 
an  article  in  the  Popular  Science  Monthly 
by  Mr.  Johnston,  in  which  he  points  out 
the  total  failure  of  the  prohibitory  law  in 
the  United  States.  Vermont  is  one  of 
those  states  where  the  people  are  descend- 
ed in  a  great  measure  from  the  old  Puri- 
tan stock,  and  it  is  one  of  the  four  states 
in  the  Union  where  they  have  a  prohibi- 
tory provision  in  the  constitution.  Mn 
Johnston  gives  the  experience  of  the 
attempt  to  enforce  prohibition  in  Ver« 
mont: 
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"  But  the  practical  operation  of  this  severe 
and  sweeping  law— there  is  the  rub !  It  is  a 
fact,  which  cannot  be  controverted  or  denied, 
that  for  all  practical  purposes  the  law  is  an 
absolute  dead  letter.  According  to  the  returns 
of  the  United  States  revenue  officers,  the 
Government  tax  on  the  manufacture  and  sale 
of  intoxicating  liquors  in  the  state  (Vermont) 
amounted  last  year  to  fourteen  thousand 
dollars  in  round  numbers.  On  the  same 
authority,  there  are  in  the  state  at  the  present 
time  four  hundred  and  forty-six  places  where 
intoxicating  liquors  are  sola ;  ana,  though  the 
population  is  well-nigh  stationary,  there  is  a 
marked  increase  in  the  number  of  these  places, 
last  year's  returns  showing  four  hundred 
and  twenty-six,  and  those  for  the  preceeding 
year  only  four  hundred  and  nine.  In  the  city 
of  Burlmgton,  there  are  about   threescore 

J>laces  where  liquor  is  sold,  and  in  Rut- 
and,  St.  Albans,  and  all  the  larger  towns,  a 
proportional  number;  and  in  every  village  in 
the  state,  with  the  exception  of  a  few  incon- 
siderable hamlets,  there  is  at  least  one  such 
place.  A  large  pronortion  of  the  dram-shops 
are  located  upon  the  principal  streets,  and 
there  is  no  concealment  or  attempted  con- 
cealment of  the  illegal  traffic  conducted  within 
them.  As  these  facts  and  figures  sufficiently 
indicate,  the  law,  broadly  speaking,  is  not  at 
all  enforced.  The  sale  of  liquor,  it  is  hardly 
too  much  to  say,  is  almost  as  free  and  open 
as  though  there  were  no  such  thing  as  a  pro- 
hibitory law.  The  principal  exception  to  the 
general  rule  consists  of  an  occasional  spas- 
modic attempt  to  enforce  the  law  in  larger 
places,  and  the  fining  of  liquor  dealers  on 
what  are  termed  **  disclosures."  In  the  latter 
case,  a  person  arrested  for  intoxication  is 
compelled  to  **  disclose  "  the  person  ot  whom 
he  procured  liquor,  and  that  person  is  then 
tried  for  the  offence.  Such  cases  are  very 
common,  but  as  only  the  lowest  class  of  liquor 
dealers  is  concerned  in  them,  generally  speak- 
ing, and  as  the  prosecution  is  invariably  for 
a  "  first  offence,*'  no  effective  purpose  is 
served  in  repressing  the  liquor  traffic.  In  the 
larger  towns,  an  effort  to  enforce  the  law  is 
occasionally  made,  but  such  efforts  have 
invariably  proved  short-lived,  and  in  almost 
every  instance  the  people  have,  at  the  earliest 
opportunity,  rejected  at  the  polls  the  officers 
wno  have  attempted  to  enforce  the  law.  These 
are  the  principal  exceptions  to  the  general 
rule  of  non-enforcement.  Of  enforcing  the 
law,  as  the  laws  against  burglary  and 
larceny  are  enforced,  no  one  dreams  for  a 
moment.  Such  is  the  unsatisfactory  result 
of  Vermont's  thirty  years'  experience  of 
the  prohibitory  liquor  law.  I  might 
go  still  further,  and  speak  of  the  perjury  and 
subornation  of  perjury,  for  which  the  law  is 
in  a  sense  responsible;  of  the  disregard  and 
contempt  for  all  law  which  the  operation  of 
this  law  tends  to  foster  and  encourage,  and 
of  cognate  matters  which  will  occur  to  the 
reflective  reader ;  but,  perhaps,  enough  has 
been  said  in  showing  the  failure  of  the  law  to 
uocomplish  the  object  for  which  it  was  enacted. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER. 


''The  cause  of  the  failure  of  the  law  is  not 
far  to  seek.  It  is  obviously  that  the  law  is 
not  sustained  by  public  sentiment.  It  is  that 
the  world  can  not  be  dragooned  into  virtue. 
The  supporters  of  the  prohibitory  law  are 
well  meaning  men  and  women,  who  are  sin- 
cerely desirous  of  benefiting  their  fellow 
human  beings  and  advancing  Uod's  kingdom 
upon  earth:  but  not  even  by  these  will 
humanity  suffer  itself  to  be  driven  to  loftier 
heights  of  thought  and  action.  The  people 
of  Vermont  are  not  singular  in  this  matter; 
and  there  would  seem  to  be  no  reason  why 
the  prohibitory  system,  a  failure  in  a  moral, 
Gk)a-fearinjg  community,  should  be  successful 
anywhere  in  the  United  States." 

The  experience  of  the  state  of  Iowa  and 
the  other  states  where  they  have  this  pro- 
hibitory provision  in  the  constitution,  is 
the  same.     As  Archbishop  Lynch  says  : — 

**  It  is  difficult  to  enforce  any  moral  virtue 
on  an  unwilling  people.  They  will  always 
claim  the  right  of  doing  as  the^  please,  pro- 
vided they  do  not  injure  their  neighbors." 

The  experience  of  Canada  is  similar.  I 
do  not  propose  to  refer  to  many  speeches 
made  by  hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House ; 
but  there  were  one  or  two  which  were 
very  suggestive  upon  this  point.  One  was 
the  speech  made  last  year  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Charlottetown  (Mr.  Car- 
veil)  and  the  other  the  speech  made  this 
year  by  the  hon.  member  from  Marsh- 
field  (Mr.  Haythome).  Both  hon.  gentle- 
men come  from  a  province  where  that  Act 
had  been  tried  under  the  most  favorable 
circumstances.  The  whole  island  is  un- 
der the  Act;  and  when  one  finds  a 
gentleman  like  my  hon.  friend  fi-om 
Marshfield,  who  voted  for  that  Act  and 
was  a  believer  in  it,  viewing  it  as  a  total 
failure,  and  giving  his  opinion  to  that 
effect  as  the  result  of  his  practical  experi- 
ence, that  ought  to  to  have  a  great  deal 
of  influence  with  us.  The  truth,  as  I  be- 
lieve, is  this  :  that  it  will  be  found  in  every 
place  or  county  where  the  prohibitory  or 
total  abstinence  law  has  been  in  force  the 
effect  has  been  to  stop  the  progress  of 
temperance;  that  up  to  the  time  when 
you  enact  your  prohibitory  law  the  con- 
sumption of  liquor  becomes  less  and  less 
and  drunkenness  diminishes,  but  that  after 
the  prohibitory  law  has  been  in  operation 
for  a  little  while  the  effecc  is  to  cause  the 
consumption  of  liquor  to  increase.  Per- 
haps some  hon.  gentleman  might  natural- 
ly ask  me  why  I  voted  for  the  Scott  Act, 
as  it  is  called.  The  reason  is  this  :  in  the 
province  of  Nova  Scotia  we  had  a  prohibi- 
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tory  law  before  Confederation,  and  before 
the  passing  of  the  Canada  Temperance 
Act.  That  law  was  really  to  my  mind  a 
more  unreasonable  one  than  the  Canada 
Temperance  Act,  and  I  voted  for  the  lat- 
ter Act,  partly  because  it  was  a  measure 
introduced  by  the  Government  whom 
I  generally  supported,  and  partly  because 
I  looked  upon  it  as  a  less  tyrannical 
measure  than  the  one  that  we  had  in  force 
at  the  time.  Nova  Scotia  is  not  a  very  large 
place,  but  still  perhaps  it  is  large  enough 
to  try  the  experiment  of  prohibition  ;  and 
the  experience  of  Nova  Scotia  under  the 
old  prohibitory  law  justifies  the  views  that 
I  have  expressed  to-day.  In  the  country 
districts,  where  the  people  were  not  given 
to  drinkinc:,  and  were  naturally  temperate, 
there  was  very  little  drinking  under  the 
prohibitory  law  ;  but,  in  the  places  where 
the  people  did  drink,  and  where  the  law 
if  it  was  good  for  anything  was  required, 
it  did  not  stop  drinking,  but  it  changed 
the  character  of  drinking  and  changed  it 
altogether  for  the  worse.  In  the  debate 
which  took  place  in  1878,  if  I  am  not 
mistaken,  the  friends  of  the  Canada  Tem- 
perance Act  who  advocated  its  passage 
admitted  that  the  Dunkin  Act  had  not 
been  a  success.  Our  experience  in  Canada, 
then,  has  been  the  same  as  elsewhere.  The 
prohibitory  laws  in  the  Lower  Provinces, 
the  Dunkin  Act  and  the  Canada  Temper- 
ance Act  have  all  been  failures. 

The  conclusion  which  one  must  draw 
from  that — admitting  that  any  number  or 
proportion  of  the  people  have  a  right  to 
dictate  to  their  neighbors  what  they  shall 
eat  or  drink — is  that,  unless  there  is  an 
overwhelming  popular  sentiment  in  favor 
of  the  Act,  the  mere  adoption  of  it  does 
much  more  harm  than  good.  In  the  first 
place,  as  I  have  already  stated,  the  cause  of 
temperance  sufiers,  because  voluntary 
effort  in  a  great  measure  ceases.  That  is 
one  of  the  first  effects;  then  liquor  is 
drunk  under  worse  circumstances.  When 
the  license  system  is  in  operation,  the 
liquor  trade  is  under  the  control  of  law. 
The  police  have  a  right  to  go  into  licensed 
hoDses  at  all  times.  Liquor  is  sold  only 
at  certain  suitable  hours.  It  is  not  sold 
on  Sundays;  it  is  not  sold  to  persons 
under  a  certain  age ;  it  is  not  usually  sold 
to  drunken  men;  and  there  is  some 
guarantee  in  the  character  of  the  person  who 
sells  it  that  the  article  which  he  furnishes 


will  be  comparatively  pure  and  wholesome. 
Inall  these  ways  under  the  prohibitory  law 
the  circumstances  are  much  worse.  Liquor 
is  sold  at  improper  times  and  places. 
The  vilest  compounds  are  sold,  and  sold 
to  minors  and  to  drunken  men,  while,  as 
a  rule,  a  respectable  man  who  holds  a  li- 
cense will  not  sell  to  a  man  that  has 
already  taken  too  much.  One  of  the 
worst  features  in  the  whole  matter  is  that 
people  grow  accustomed  to  violating  the 
law,  and  that  is  a  most  unfortunate 
lesson  to  teach  the  public.  When  a  man 
has  got  into  the  way  of  thinking  that  he 
can  violate  this  law,  it  is  a  very  easy  step 
for  him  to  conclude  that  he  may  violate 
almost  any  other  law,  and  that  is  one  of 
the  very  worst  effects  of  these  enactments. 
Our  experience  shows  ihat.  The  reason 
for  the  amendment  I  have  proposed  has 
already  been  made  clear  enough ;  the 
present  system  does  not  guarantee  the  ex- 
istence of  a  preponderating  sentiment  in 
favor  of  the  Act  where  it  is  proposed  to 
put  it  in  force.  The  passing  of  the  Act, 
instead  of  proving  that  there  is  an  over- 
whelming majority  of  the  people  of  the 
district  in  its  favor,  very  often  indicates 
nothing  of  the  sort ;  and  it  has  frequently 
been  carried  by  a  comparatively  small  min- 
ority. Statistics  on  this  point  have  already 
been  submitted  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Amherst  who  is  not  here  and  by  two 
or  three  other  hon.  gentleman,  but  I  may 
be  allowed  to  give  some  in  a  tabulated  form : 

NEW  BRUNSWICK. 


Name  of 
County  or  City 

11 

1 

III 
> 

i. 

1 

1 

Total 
Population. 

Fredericton. . . 
York 

403 

1,229 

1,215 

867 

718 

708 

316 

1,082 

876 

176 

208 
214 

69 
149 
114 
245 
131 
290 
673 

41 

788 
8,488 
2,913 
4,220 
2,300 
4.499 
2,679 
5,764 
3,321 
1,369 

1878 
<« 

1879 

1880 
1881 

}  3,801 

3.465 
2,802 
1,507 
3,001 
1,970 
4,808 
2,969 
1,155 

6,218 
24,179 

Garleton 

Charlotte 

Albert 

Kings 

Queens 

Westmoreland 
Northumberrd 
Sunbury  

Total 

23,866 
26,087 
12,859 
25.617 
14,017 
37,T19 
25,109 
6,651 

7,678 

2,188 

82,226 

25,478 

201,291 

PRINCE  EDWARD  ISLAND. 

Prince 

Charlottetown 

Kings  

Queens 

Total 

1,762 

827 

1,076 

1,817 

m 

258 

59 
09 

5.434 
1,829 
6.678 
6,351 

1878 
1879 

M 

1880 

4,612 

3,860 
6,082 

14,454 

84,347 
11,485 
26,488 
36,626 

4,982 

682 

19.287 

108  91 

*  Included  in  Queens. 
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The  province  of  Ontario  is  the  only 
one  where  there  has  been  any  respectable 
portion  of  the  voters  on  the  roll  who  voted 
for  the  petition.  The  following  are  the 
figures  for  the  province  of  Ontario : 


n9 

993 
129 

LIS 

774 
970 
[S93 
1S5 
661 
253 


I  think  the  hon  gentleman  from  Samia 
and  some  other  gentlemen  have  taken 
this  ground — they  have  asked  :  "  Why  has 
the  Act  been  carried,  if  there  is  not  a 
wrong  sentiment  in  favor  of  it  ? — Why  do 
not  the  men  who  do  not  believe  in  the 
Canada  Temperance  Act  come  out  and 
vote  against  it?''  I  think  the  reasons 
are  very  simple.  The  principal  reason  is 
this,  that  although  this  country  or  a  por- 
tion of  it  is  supposed  to  be  in  a  very 
benighted  condition  on  this  question  of 
temperance,  the  truth  is  the  temperance 
sentiment  in  the  country  is  so  strong — the 
feeling  that  drinking  is  not  a  respectable 
thing  is  so  strong — that  men  who  do  not 
believe  in  prohibition  at  all,  who  think 
that  a  man  should  be  allowed  to  eat  and 
drink  what  he  pleases,  will  not  go  out  to 
vote  as  they  think  and  feel,  because  they 
suppose  that  it  is  not  as  respectable  as  to 
vote  the  other  way,  or  to  refrain  from 
voting.  The  consequence  is  that  these 
people  stay  at  home     I  believe  that  is 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER- 


the  real  explanation  ot  the  small  vote 
throughout  the  country.  There  is  another 
fact,  that  you  have  on  one  side  the  tern 
perance  organizations,  who  are  very  in- 
fluential and  who  are  well  organized. 
They  carry  on  the  campaign ;  they  get 
people  to  come  up  and  vote ;  while  there 
is  no  regular  organization  on  the  other 
side,  and  the  people  do  not  turn  out  to 
vote  against  the  Temperance  Act  In  the 
Lower  Provinces  the  people  are  hard  to 
move.  It  is  difficult  to  get  them  to  vote 
at  an  election  for  a  member  of  .the  House 
of  Commons,  and  if  a  man  is  not  asked 
to  go  he  generally  will  not  take  the  trouble. 
I  think  these  are  sufficient  reasons  for  the 
apparent  majority  in  favor  of  the  Act  in 
the  Lower  Provinces.  I  feel  quite  safe  in 
saying  that  if  ot  those  who  vote  you  can- 
not get  three-fifths  to  vote  in  favor  of  this 
Act,  there  can  be  no  popular  sentiment 
in  favor  of  it ;  and  if  there  is  no  popular 
sentiment  in  its  favor  you  cannot  enforce 
it ;  and  if  the  Act  is  not  enforced  then 
you  have  scandals  such  as  have 
been  described  by  the  hon.  gentle- 
men from  Charlottetown  and  Marsh* 
field,  and  such  scandals  as  we  read 
of  in  other  places ;  for  this  reason  I  believe 
that  the  amendment  which  I  have  the 
honor  to  propose  is  an  amendment  in  the 
interests  of  temperance  and  in  the  interest 
of  the  Canada  Temperance  Act  itsel£  It 
will  prevent  the  Canada  Temperance  Act 
from  being  put  in  force  in  places  where 
there  is  no  popular  sentiment  in  favor  of 
it.  It  will  prevent  the  occurrence  of  these 
scandals  which  have  discredited  the  Can- 
ada Temperance  Act  and  enabled  people 
to  ridicule  it  and  to  point  to  its  inefficacy. 
This  amendment  which  I  propose  is  not 
at  all  contrary  to  the  prayer  of  the  various 
petitions  which  have  come  in  here  asking 
that  nothing  shall  be  done  to  diminish  the 
efficiency  of  the  Canada  Temperance  Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— Or  "to  render  it 
more  difficult  of  adoption  or  enforce" 
menL" 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Those  petitions 
should  have  been  worded  a  little  differently. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— The  hon.  gentle 
man  should  quote  them  as  they  are ;  you 
are  leaving  out  the  most  important  word 
tc  suit  your  own  end. 
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Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  is  a  temper- 
ance argument  at  once.  I  do  not  know 
how  it  is  that  temperance  men  are  so  ex- 
treme. If  they  could  only  be  temperate 
in  their  temperance  it  would  be  much 
better.  I  had  no  intention  to  misstate  the 
prayer  of  the  petitioners. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — I  do  not  mean  to 
accuse  the  hon.  gentleman  of  any  wrong 
intention.     I  take  that  back. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  think, 
hon.  gentlemen,  that  this  amendment  is 
in  the  interests  of  temperance  and  of  the 
Temperance  Act.  Some  of  my  friends 
have  asked  me  why  I  did  not  choose  two- 
thirds  rather  than  three-fifths.  The  law 
has  been  in  force  with  a  bare  majority ; 
and  I  thought  that  three-fifths  was  about 
the  smallest  majority  that  would  give  a 
reasonable  guarantee  that  the  popular 
sentiment  was  in  favor  of  the  Act,  and  it 
was  about  the  smallest  proportion  that 
would  afford  any  guarantee  against  the 
scandals  and  abuses  that  have  arisen  where 
the  Act  has  been  put  into  operation  by  a 
bare  majority.  I  beg  to  move  the  amend- 
ment of  which  I  have  given  notice  as 
follows : — 

That  the  said  Bill  be  not  now  read  a  third 
time,  bat  that  it  be  farther  amended  by 
adding  the  following  section  thereto : 

"  Section  fifty-8ix  of '  The  Canada  Tem|>er- 
Ance  Act,  1878,*  is  amended  by  sabstituting 
the  words  'two-fitthe*  for  the  words  *  one- 
half  in  the  first  line  thereof  as  printed; 
section  fifty-seven  of  the  said  Act  is  amended 
by  sabetitating  the  words  'three-fifths'  for 
the  word  'half  in  the  first  line  thereof  as 
printed,  and  sections  fifty-eight  and  sixtjr-two 
ure  amended  by  inserting  the  word  *  required' 
before    the   word   *  majority  *    whenever   it 


Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— I  will  not  detain 
the  House  very  long,  but  I  could  not  let 
this  opportunity  pass,  after  the  speech 
delivered  by  the  hon.  Senator  who  repre- 
sents the  Trent  division,  without  making 
some  comments  on  it  That  hon.  gentle- 
man, in  the  course  of  his  remarks,  has 
insinuated  that  persons  dealing  in  liquors 
would  not  give  correct  returns ;  that  he 
4id  not  believe  that  the  returns  made  in 


counties  where  the  Scott  Act  had  been 
in  forqe  were  correct  He  insinuated 
that  because  those  men  were  dealing  in 
liquor,  therefore  they  were  not  capable  of 
giving  true  returns  to  the  country.  He 
insinuated  that  most  distinctly.  He  also 
went  on  to  question  the  honesty  of  these 
men  because  they  were  dealing  in  liquor. 
Now,  that  comes  very  badly  from  the 
mouth  of  a  gentleman  whose  father  had 
made  money  in  that  particular  business. 
It  comes  very  badly  from  a  man  who,  up 
to  middle  age,  had  dealt  out  liquor  him- 
self by  the  quart,  and  afterwards,  as  a 
means  to  make  more  money,  sold  it 
wholesale.  I  am  sorry  to  make  any 
allusion  to  that  peisonal  matter,  and 
when  I  do  so  it  is  not  because  I  think  any 
the  less  of  that  gentleman  for  being  in  the 
liquor  trade,  in  his  early  life,  nor  because 
I  think  anything  the  less  of  his  father 
before  him  for  earning  an  honest  living  in 
that  trade  in  his  day,  but  I  do  think  less 
of  gentlemen  who  stand  up  here  to-day 
and  insinuate  that  no  man  could  be  honest 
and  respectable  if  he  dealt  in  anything  in 
the  shape  of  intoxicating  liquor  Any 
gentleman  who  stands  on  the  fioor  of  this 
House  and  makes  such  a  statement  as 
that  to  the  world  must  be  thought  a 
fanatic,  and  cannot  have  the  mind  of  an 
upright,  honorable  man. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— The  hon.  gentie- 
man  puts  words  into  my  mouth  which  I 
never  used.     My  speech  explains  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— The  hoa  gentle- 
man said  it  in  his  speech. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Does  the  hon. 
gentleman  firom  Toronto  persist  in  bring- 
ing us  back  here  to-night  ?  We  usually 
consult  each  other's  pleasure  in  these 
debates. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— We  have  con- 
sulted the  hoa  gentleman's  pleasure  for  a 
long  time  on  this  subject  The  hon. 
gentleman  and  his  friends  may  shuffle  as 
much  as  they  like,  but  we  will  consult  the 
pleasure  of  the  large  majority  of  this  House 
now,  and  have  this  vexed  question 
settled  to-night 

It  being  six  o'clock,  the  Speaker  left 
the  chair. 
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AFTER  RECESS. 

The  SPEAKER— Pfirhaps  the  hon. 
member  from  Sarnia  will  withdraw  his 
motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— With  the  leave  of 
the  House,  I  have  no  objection  to  do  sa 

The  motion  was  withdrawn. 

Hon.  Mr-  SMITH— It  is  not  my  desire 
to  detain  the  House  at  any  great  length, 
but  simply  to  enter  a  protest  against  the 
language  made  use  of  by  the  hon.  member 
from  Trent  division  in  regard  to  those  who 
have  been  and  are  in  the  liquor  trade.  A 
large  number  of  our  fellow  citizens  have 
been  in  the  liquor  trade  in  this  country  for 
years.  It  is  well  known  that  the  character 
of  those  merchants,  as  a  rule,  is  straight- 
forward, high-toned  and  honorable.  It  is 
well  known  that  they  will  compare  favorably 
with  any  other  class  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  in  the  Dominion,  and  it  is  for  thb 
reason  that  I  stand  here  to-night  not  to 
make  any  great  defence,  because  it  is 
unnecessary,  and  if  it  were,  there  are  other 
hon.  gentlemen  who  could  do  it  more  ably 
than  I  can,  but  simply  to  enter  my  protest 
against  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Trent,  and  I  do  so  more  particularly 
because  he  drew  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  fact  that  I  am  in  the  liquor 
trade.  I  have  been  in  the  liquor  trade  to 
a  certain  extent,  but  it  is  not  one-twelfth 
part  of  my  business.  I  have  been  an 
importer  of  wines  and  liquors  for  the  last 
thirty  years,  and  I  will  allow  the  public  of 
this  country  and  those  who  are  within 
hearing  of  my  voice  to-day  to  say  whether 
I  have  conducted  my  business  in  an 
honorable,  straightforward  manner  or  not ; 
and  I  am  one  of  those  liquor  dealers  whom 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Trent  division, 
casts  a  slur  upon  in  his  reference  to  all 
parties  who  import,  sell,  drink  or  handle 
intoxicating  liquors  in  any  shape  or  form. 
The  man  who  makes  such  a  wholesale 
attack  upon  a  respectable  dass  of  people  in 
the  country  where  we  have  so  many  intelli- 
gent men  must  be  considered  either  as  a 
fanatic  or  a  crank.  After  many  years  of  ex- 
perience in  the  liquor  trade,  I  must  say  that 
I  have  found  those  who  are  engaged  in  it 
to  be  as  honorable  men,  in  every  shape 
and  form,  as  those  who  profess  extreme 


temperance  principles,  and  as  merchants 
there  is  no  comparison.  As  liberal, 
whole-souled  men — ^men  who  will  put 
their  hands  in  their  pockets  and  give 
their  money  freely  to  help  their  fellow 
citizens — there  is  no  comparison.  Liquor 
dealers  are  whole-souled  men,  liberal  in 
their  opinions  and  liberal  with  their  money, 
yet  they  are  denounced  as  being  every- 
thing that  is  bad  by  soma  hon.  gentlemen 
who  have  temperance  on  the  brain.  We  are 
expected  to  allow  our  temperance  friends 
to  say  what  they  like  in  this  House,  and 
we  must  not  say  a  word  on  behalf  of  those 
who  have  followed  an  honorable  calling 
for  the  last  30  or  40  years,  and  who  have 
paid  their  debts  honorably,  and  have 
always  been  ready  to  assist  their  neighbors 
and  to  contribute  their  money  towards 
any  enterprise  for  the  public  welfare.  I 
say  that  is  the  character  generally  of  those 
who  deal  in  liquor  in  this  countr)%  and  I 
am  prepared  to  compare  them,  man  for 
man,  with  the  temperance  men,  and  let 
the  public  decide  as  to  which  of  the  two 
classes  is  more  valuable  to  the  country. 
Which  of  them  is  it  that  carries  on  the 
trade  of  the  country  ?  Is  it  the  temper- 
ance crank  ?  By  no  means.  Who  is  it 
that  pays  the  revenue  of  this  country? 
Is  it  the  temperance  crank  ?  It  may  be 
said  that  this  is  hard  language,  but  hard  lan- 
guage has  been  used  against  those  who  have 
not  the  opportunity  to  defend  themselves 
in  this  House.  I  am  responsible  for  my 
language,  and  I  am  not  afraid  of  anybody, 
or  any  power,  or  any  class  of  people  in 
this  country,  let  them  be  temperance  or 
otherwise.  My  record  for  the  last  30  or 
40  years  will  show  what  I  have  been  and 
what  I  am,  and,  therefore,  it  is  not  neces- 
sary for  me  to  give  any  further  history 
of  myself.  I  am  still  in  the  liquor 
trade,  and  when  the  day  comes  when 
age  or  infirmity  calls  me  from  that  honest 
and  honorable  calling,  I  will  not  stand  in 
this  House  or  any  other  place  and  cast 
reflections  on  the  calling  by  which  I  have 
made  a  portion  of  my  living,  or  on  those 
who  are  still  in  the  business  in  this  coun- 
try and  who  pay  an  enormous  amount  o£ 
revenue  into  the  public  treasury. 

I  will  never  be  the  man  to  stand  up  and 
condemn  that  calling  as  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Trent  has  done  I  would  take 
stronger  ground  against  the  hon.  gentle- 
man only  for  the  fact  that  his  age  will  not 
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allow  me  to  do  so,  because  he  knows  well 
that  his  father  before  him  made  his  money 
in  the  liquor  trade,  and  he  knows  that  up 
to  a  certain  time,  he  made  momey  him- 
self in  that  trade,  and  I  look  around 
me,  and  see  many  of  my  fellow  citizens 
that  have  been  in  their  early  days  import- 
ers and  dealers  in  wines  and  liquors,  and 
I  do  not  think  any  the  less  oi  them  because 
of  their  connection  with  that  trade.  I  say 
that  by  keeping  this  Canada  Temperance 
Act  on  our  statute  book  we  are  making  a 
large  portion  of  our  people  law  breakers. 
It  encourages  them  to  deceive  the 
honest  trader.  It  encourages  them  to  de- 
ceive each  other ;  it  encourages  drinking 
at  home  and  in  places  where  men  would 
not  drink  but  for  the  prohibition  caused 
by  this  Act.  It  wipes  out  the  pure  light 
wines  and  deprives  a  man  of  the  whole- 
some glass  of  beer,  which  the  hon.  gentle- 
man said  contains  but  four  per  cent,  of 
spirit.  If  a  glass  of  beer  has  only  four 
per  cent,  of  spirit  in  it,  there  is  not  much 
danger  of  it  doing  any  harm  to  the  hard- 
working laborer  or  mechanic,  or  any  per- 
son who  uses  it  What  does  the  laborer 
like  better  for  his  dinner  than  his  pint  of 
beer  and  his  loaf  of  bread  ?  What  will 
keep  better  in  the  hot  sun  ?  What  will 
give  him  more  vigor  to  go  on  with  his 
work  on  a  warm  day  than  his  glass  of  ale  ? 
I  say  that  the  person  who  would  deprive 
the  poor  person  of  his  glass  of  beer  is  an 
intemperate  man  and  will  encourage  in- 
temperance to  a  large  degree,  because 
spirit  is  easily  carried,  easily  smuggled,  and 
easily  kept  concealed  on  the  person,  which 
cannot  be  done  with  beer.  Therefore  the 
man  who  will  not  permit  the  use  of  beer  and 
light  wines,  is  not  acting  iii  the  cause  of  true 
temperance.  We  have  a  great  many  of 
those  temperance  speeches,  and  no  doubt 
if  we  were  disengaged  to-night  we  could 
enjoy  ourselves  by  hearing  the  celebrated 
temperance  lecturer,  Mr.  J.  B.  Gough,  a 
gentleman  whom  I  have  oflen  heard  lec- 
ture on  this  question  ?  I  like  his  speeches 
very  well  A  great  deal  that  he  says  is 
correct,  and  if  people  would  only  do  as  he 
says  it  would  be  all  very  well ;  but  to  en- 
courage those  people  who  go  to  hear  him 
to  come  to  Parliament  and  ask  for  legisla- 
tion to  deprive  the  honest  people  of  this 
country  of  their  beer  or  light  wine,  I  say 
is  going  too  far,  and  interfering  with  the 
liberty  of  the  subject     I  say  that  he  is 


going  too  far ;  he  is  bringing  in 
discord,  discomfort,  and  deceit,  because 
the  country  will  not  observe  the  law.  The 
people  of  every  country  have  been  accus- 
tomed from  earliest  ages  to  using  liquors. 
In  some  countries  spirit  does  not  answer^ 
and  in  some  seasons  of  the  year  there  i& 
very  little  spirit  drunk  in  this  country,  and 
the  people  require  some  light  beverage 
such  as  wine  or  ale  to  satisfy  them.  The 
hon.  gentleman  said  that  the  adoption  of 
this  Act  would  not  alfect  the  farmer,  be- 
cause barley  that  would  be  grown  by  them 
would  be  sent  out  of  the  country.  Now,  if 
he  is  right  m  principle,  he  will  not  advo- 
cate that  the  farmer  should  grow  barley  to 
sell  to  our  American  neighbors  to  continue 
the  same  evil  that  it  produces  here.  If 
he  is  true  to  his  principle  he  will  say,  "  da 
not  allow  barley  to  be  grown  at  all,  be- 
cause barley  will  make  beer."  The  hon. 
gentleman  does  not  go  that  far  ;  he  says 
he  will  allow  our  farmers  to  raise  barley, 
and  we  will  sell  it  to  our  neighbors,  and 
let  our  neighbors  destroy  themselves  a& 
they  think  proper.  Can  any  man  stand 
up  and  defend  such  an  argument  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— He  wants  the 
money. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— I  say  that  if  the 
principle  of  the  sale,  manufacture  and  use 
of  beer  from  barley  is  wrong,  then  do 
away  with  the  barley  altogether,  and  do 
not  allow  the  farmer  to  produce  it  or  sell 
it  for  malt  purposes.  I  contend,  however,, 
that  the  principle  is  not  a  correct  one  ;  I 
contend  that  the  farmer  ought  to  be  en- 
couraged to  raise  barley  or  any  and  every 
grain  in  which  there  is  money  in  this 
country.  By  doing  that,  it  encourages 
emigrants  to  come  to  and  settle  in  this 
country.  I  will  not  detain  the  House  any 
longer.  I  simply  wanted  to  make  these 
few  remarks  so  that  the  hon.  gentlemsm 
from  Trent  Division  would  not  have  his 
speech  go  on  record  without  some  protest^ 
and  all  I  can  add  is  that  I  am  sorry  that 
someone  in  the  House,  who  is  better 
qualified  than  I  am  to  do  so,  should  not 
have  made  this  protest  I  may  add  that 
I  know  a  number  of  gentlemen  who  advo* 
cate  temperance,  and  who  will  not  go  ta 
the  polls  and  vote  for  it,  because  they  con- 
sider that  it  is  the  worst  thing  that  can 
happen  the  country  if  the  Scott  Act  car- 
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ries.  In  one  locality  it  deprives  a  man  of 
the  right  to  sell  beer  or  light  wines,  and 
shuts  up  his  house  ;  while  the  municipal- 
ity across  the  road,  that  did  not  adopt  the 
Scott  Act,  gets  all  the  trade,  and  the 
fanners  go  there  where  they  can  get  ac- 
commodation. Some  of  those  temper- 
ance gentlemen  say,  "We  will  start  a 
temperance  hotel."  In  my  experience  of 
the  last  forty  years,  no  temperance  hotel 
has  ever  succeeded  in  this  country,  and  if 
there  is  a  temperance  hotel  in  a  town  or 
city  or  village,  ten  to  one  the  temperance 
man  will  not  patronize  it ;  he  will  go  to 
the  licensed  house,  put  his  horse  under 
the  shed,  use  the  premises  and  accommo- 
dation, and  will  not  call  for  anything, 
but  takes  advantage  of  the  accommo- 
dation he  is  offered,  and  pays  nothing 
for  it.  Is  that  true  temperance  ?  Is 
that  common  honesty?  Is  it  what  the 
people  of  this  country  should  practice? 
If  you  go  to  counties  where  the  Tem- 
perance Act  is  in  force,  you  will  find  the 
temperance  men's  horses  are  tied  alongside 
the  fences ;  they  use  the  sheds  of  the 
churches,  and  when  those  places  are 
closed  against  them,  they  drive  some 
distance  to  where  they  get  a  tavern  to  put 
their  horses  up  at  Is  a  British  subject  to 
be  told  in  this  couatry  what  he  has  never 
been  told  in  England,  that  he  cannot  have 
a  glass  of  beer  or  intoxicating  liquor  of  any 
description?  The  wisdom  of  England 
has  never  deprived  the  people  at  home  of 
their  beer,  and  why  should  the  fanatics  of 
Canada,  in  the  name  of  temperance,  say 
that  British  subjects  shall  not  be  allowed 
their  glass  of  beer  in  this  country  ?  Let  us 
practice  temperance,  every  man  at  his  own 
table,  and  in  his  every  day  life,  and  allow 
the  subject  to  use  the  judgement  and  the 
brains  that  God  has  given  him  to  be 
temperate,  honest  and  true,  and  if  he  will 
do  so  we  will  find  the  country  prosper 
very  much  better  than  it  would  if  ruled  by 
a  minority,  a  very  small  minority  of  tem- 
perance cranks. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — I  have  had  occa- 
sion before  this  to  remark  on  the  very 
wide  departure,  in  the  consideration  of  this 
Bill,  from  the  expression  of  those  thoughts 
and  reasons  which  ought  to  be  brought 
before  us  in  dealing  with  the  matter  which 
is  really  now  in  our  hands.  I  am  quite 
sure  that  any  stranger  listening  to  our 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH. 


debate  outside  of  the  bar  of  this  House 
this  afternoon  would  scarcely  be  able  to 
form  any  idea  of  the  subject  before  the 
Senate.  My  hon  friend  who  has  just 
resumed  his  seat  has  scarcely  uttered  a 
single  sentence  relating  to  the  question 
which  is  before  us  for  decisioa  My  hon. 
friend  from  Trent  I  have  to  put  in  the 
same  category,  and  with  the  exception  of 
the  few  closing  remarks  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man whose  amendment  we  are  now 
considering,  I  should  include  him  in  the 
same  list  also,  because  when  he  considers 
them  after  they  are  published  he  will  see 
that  nine  tenths  of  his  remarks  have 
nothing  to  do  with  the  amendment  which 
he  has  proposed  to  the  Bill. 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER- 
up  to  it. 


-The  remarks  led 


Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — Like  the  creation 
of  Adam  did  to  our  present  generation. 
What  is  the  question  before  us?  It  is 
shall  this  House  sanction  the  adoption  of 
a  principle  with  respect  to  the  voting  on 
the  Scott  Act,  which  does  not  prevail  any- 
where else  in  this  Dominion  with  respect 
to  the  decision  of  any  question  by  the  vote 
of  the  people  ?  It  is  an  attempt  to  intro- 
duce an  entire  novelty,  and  I  contend  that 
where  any  such  thing  is  attempted  to  be 
introduced  there  should  be  shown  to  us 
most  cogent  reasons,  most  powerful  and 
irresistible  arguments,  why  such  a  proposal 
should  be  placed  before  us.  It  is  some- 
what extraordinary  that  such  a  change 
should  have  taken  place  in  the  mind  of 
the  hoa  gentleman  from  Halifax  (Mr. 
Power)  from  the  views  which  he  enter- 
tained last  year.  I  admit  the  propriety  of 
a  man  changing  his  opinion  in  less  than 
1 2  months  if  he  sees  a  reason  for  doing  so, 
but  the  hon.  gentleman  has  given  no  reason 
whatever  for  the  wonderful  change  which 
has  come  over  his  sentiments  and  his 
course  of  action  with  reference  to  this 
particular  question.  Last  year  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Amherst  brought  in  the 
identical  proposition  that  is  now  before  us. 
In  referring  to  our  Journals  of  the  4th  of 
April  last  year,  I  find  in  amendment  to 
Sir  David  Macpherson's  motion  for  the 
3rd  reading  of  a  bill  like  this  one,  Mr. 
Dickey  moved : 

That  the  said  Bill  be  not  now  read  a  third 
time,  but  that  it  be  recommitted  to  a  Gom- 
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mittee  of  the  Whole  House,  with  instructioDS 
to  leave  out  the  words  *'  half  of  all  the  votes  ** 
in  the  fifty-seventh  section  of  the  Act  hereby 
amended,  and  substitute  therefor  the  words 
**  three-fifths  of  all  the  votes.** 

It  is  identically  the  same  amendment 
as  the  one  now  before  us.  In  analyzing 
the  division  on  that  amendment  I  find 
Mr.  Power  voting  with  myself  against  it. 
But  he  was  not  content  with  giving  a 
silent  vote  by  any  means ;  his  sentiments 
were  expressed,  as  he  generally  expresses 
them,  very  clearly,  and  they  were  very 
satisfactory  sentiments  to  me,  and  I  have 
very  great  pleasure  in  reminding  the  hon. 
gentleman  that  his  view,  as  expressed  last 
year  on  this  subject,  was  a  very  correct 
view,  and  admirably  expressed,  and  I  do 
not  see  why  he  changes  it  now.  On  that 
occasion  he  said  : — 

**•  There  is  a  defect  in  the  96th  section  of 
the  Act  which  hinders  it  from  going  into 
operation  in  certain  cases,  where  the  vote  has 
been  taken  on  it ;  and  the  sole  obiect  of  this 
Bill  is  to  remedy  this  defect,  ana  allow  the 
Canada  Temperance  Act  to  go  into  operation 
•as  it  would  have  gone  into  operation  if  it  had 
not  been  for  a  contingency  that  was  not  con- 
sidered by  the  person  who  drew  up  this  Bill." 

These  words  would  apply  exactly  to 
the  Bill  now  before  us.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man continued : — 

**  Now,  can  it  be  contended  that  a  motion 
to  attack  the  principle  of  the  Act  is  relevant 
to  this  Bill?'* 

Observe  that,  hon.  gentlemen.  It  is  a 
clear  admission  that  this  is  a  motion  to 
attack  the  principle  of  the  Act,  and  not 
an  amendment  of  any  of  its  little  defects. 
But  he  continues  : — 

**  I  think  not ;  and  I  think  that  even  if 
technically  it  were  relevant,  the  feeling  of  the 
House  should  be  at  any  rate  against  the 
motion,  coming  in  as  it  does  now.  Every  one 
will  admit  that  no  more  important  amend- 
ment, except  a  motion  to  repeal  the  Scott  Act 
—which  would  be  just  as  much  in  order — as 
this,  could  be  moved  in  relation  to  this  Bill 
than  the  one  submitted  to  the  House  by  the 
hon.  member  from  Amherst.** 

Surely,  if  anything  can  be  distinctly 
stated,  we  have  here  a  very  clear  and  dis- 
tinct statement  that  in  the  opinion  of  my 
hon.  friend  last  year,  the  introduction  of 
such  an  amendment  as  he  now  proposes 
was  not  to  amend  the  Act,  not  to  make  it 
more  operative,  but  entirely  destructive 
of  the  principle  of  the  Act  A  littie  fur- 
ther on  he  says: 


f*  The  hon.  gentleman  from  Amherst,  and 
those  gentlemen  who  are  acting  with  him 
now,  are  very  fond  of  boasting  of  the  manly 
way  in  which  they  like  to  carrjr  on  a  fight; 
and  the  hon.  gentleman  himself  is  very  apt 
to  talk  about  temperance  people  as  being 
addicted  to  doing  things  in  a  way  that  is  not 
manly  or  straightforward.  I  am  not  a  tem- 
perance man, but  I  should  say  that  those  hon. 
gentlemen  in  attacking  the  principle  of  the 
Scott  Act,  under  cover  of  this  Bill  are  not 
actinf^  consistently  with  their  professions  of 
manliness.** 

I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman  will  take 
that  to  himself.  He  is  now  doing  this 
very  thing  which  last  year  he  said  was  not 
consistent  with  the  professed  principles  of 
manliness.     He  continues : 

**  This  amendment  is  certainly  an  attack  on 
the  principles  of  the  Canada  Temperance  Act, 
and  it  is  not  made  in  what  I  regard  as  a 
manly  or  straightforward  way.  If  hon. 
gentlemen  think  that  the  majority  of  voters 
required  to  bring  the  Act  into  operation  should 
be  larser  than  it  is,  the  proper  way  to  do 
would  be  to  introduce  a  Bill  to  that  effect.'* 

I  hope  my  hon.  [friend  is  satisfied  that  I 
have  at  least  made  good  my  statement 
that  last  year  when  this  very  question  was 
before  the  House,  his  views  coincided 
with  mine  as  to  the  impropriety  of  any 
such  amendment  as  he  now  proposes  to 
make  to  this  Bill.  I  have  already  said 
that  it  is  entirely  unconstitutional ;  that  it 
is  a  principle  with  which  we  are  not 
familiar  in  British  practice,  that  is,  giving 
to  the  minority  the  power  to  control  the 
majority.  I  am  not  sure  that  my  hoa 
friend  has  thought  of  the  otjjer  operation, 
in  cases  where  the  repeal  of  the  Act  is  to 
be  voted  upon — that  he  has  been  equally 
careful  in  that  case  to  require  that  a  three- 
fifths  vote  should  be  necessary  to  repeal 
the  Act 

Now,  besides  my  objection  to  it  on  con- 
stitutional principles,  and  believing  it  en- 
tirely unnecessary,  I  might  also  remark 
that  it  is  entirely  uncalled  for.  We  have 
had  no  petitions  addressed  to  this  House, 
because  I  except  those  introduced  in  the 
Senate  since  this  matter  was  brought  be- 
fore us,  in  support  of  the  amendment  of 
the  hon.  member  from  Halifax.  Without 
any  person  asking  us  throughout  the 
whole  length  and  breadth  of  the  country, 
we  have  voluntarily  amended  this  Bill  and 
interfered,  as  my  hon.  friend  said  in  his 
speech  last  year,  with  the  very  principle  of 
the  Act,  doing  the  best  we  can  to  destroy 
it     It  so  happens  that  a  similar  amend* 
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ment  was  proposed  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. It  was  not  precisely  the  same  mo- 
tion ;  Mr.  Ives'  proposition  was  to 
require  that  the  Act  shall  be  adopted  by 
an  actual  majority  of  the  voters  on  the 
list — a  very  similar  proposition  to  that  of 
my  hon.  friend  What  was  done  there  ? 
By  a  most  decisive  vote — 17  voting  for  it 
to  109  against  it — the  amendment  was 
rejected.  You  have  here  a  very  clear  and 
distinct  expression  of  the  view  of  the 
House  of  Commons  with  respect  to  this 
particular  point  of  requiring  more  than  a 
majority  vote  to  bring  the  Act  in  force  in 
any  county.  While  we  are  not  bound  to 
register  the  acts  of  the  other  House,  it  is 
certainly  due  to  that  body  that  we  should 
give  very  full  consideration  to  matters  to 
which  they  have  directed  their  attention 
and  on  which  they  have  recorded  their 
judgment,  and  we  should  not  take  action 
exactly  contrary  to  that  which  they  have 
take'n,  without  good  reason,  and  without 
grave  and  mature  deliberation  upon  it. 
I  know  that  when  I  have  made  remarks 
about  what  has  been  done  in  the  other 
House,  hon.  gentlemen  have  spoken  of 
the  independence  of  this  body,  and  have 
asked  what  is  the  use  of  us  if  we  are  to 
accept  everything  coming  from  the  other 
House.  There  is  no  doubt  we  are  called 
upon,  as  an  independent  body,  to  exercise 
our  judgment  on  the  legislation  coming 
from  the  House  ot  Commons,  but  I  still 
contend  in  a  matter  which  has  been  very 
fully  and  fai^y  considered  by  them  and 
on  which  they  have  recorded  their  de- 
cision, that  we  ought  to  be  exceedingly 
careful  before  we  take  a  step  in  direct 
contradiction  to  theirs,  and  send  .back  to 
them  an  amendment  on  a  subject  upon 
which  they  have  already  given  their  de- 
cision in  the  negative.  It  is  a  very  un- 
wise thing  for  us  to  do.  There  are  times 
when  it  is  our  bounden  duty — when  the 
very  rat'son  (Petre  of  this  House  requires 
that  we  should  work  as  a  check  upon  the 
legislation  of  the  House  of  Commons,  but 
only  two  particular  instances  occur  to  me 
now  where  such  a  step  becomes  necessary. 
One  is  in  case  there  should  be  any  move 
for  party  purposes  by  the  majority  who 
happen  to  be  in  power  in  the  other 
House.  I  think  the  duty  of  this  Chamber 
would  be  to  exercise  its  functions  to  pre- 
vent a  general  wrong  being  done  for  party 
interests,  and  to  check  legislation  of  that 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL. 


character.  The  other  is  if  any  measure 
were  very  suddenly  sprung  upon  the 
House,  on  which  the  views  of  the  people 
were  not  known,  in  that  case,  I  think  it 
would  be  the  duty  of  the  Senate,  and  we 
would  be  acting  with  great  propriety,  to 
refuse  our  sanction  to  such  a  measure ; 
but  neither  of  these  cases  will  apply  to 
the  present  question.  We  cannot  call  it 
a  new  matter.  Here  is  a  measure  which 
has  been  for  several  years  on  the  statute 
book,  which  has  received  in  a  very  re- 
markable way  the  endorsation  or  approval 
of  a  large  number  of  the  electors  of  this 
country,  and  we  have  had  before  us  no 
complaint  whatever  of  injustice  or  wrong 
doing,  or  even  of  any  desire  for  a  change 
such  as  is  now  proposed.  I  do  trust  that 
due  consideration  will  be  given  to  these 
things,  and  that  hon.  gentlemen  will 
follow  my  example,  and  keep  to  the  text 
in  discussing  these  motions.  I  hope  the 
House  will  not  agree  to  the  amendment 
proposed  by  my  hoa  friend  from  Halifax. 

The  Senate  divided  on  the  amendment 
which  was  rejected  by  the  following  vote : 

Contents : 
Hon.  Messrs. 
Almon,  McMillan, 

Campbell,  (Sir  Alex.),McInnes, 
Carvel  1,  Montgomery, 

Clemow,  North  wood, 

Dever,  O'Donohoe, 

Glasier,  Oeilvie, 

Guevremonty  Plumb, 

Hamilton,  Povver, 

Eaulbach,  Robitaille, 

Lacoste,  Smith, 

McDonald,  Turner.— 23. 

McKindsey, 

Nok-Contentp: 

Hon.  Messrs. 

Alexander,  Haythorne, 

Allan,  Leonard, 

Armand,  McKay, 

Baillargeon,  Macdonald, 

Bellerose,  Miller  (Speaker), 

Boucherville  de,  Paauet, 

Chaffers,  Pellet  ier, 

Chapais,  Poirier, 

DeBlois,  Scott, 

Ferrier,  Stevens, 

Flint,  Vidal, 

Girard,  Wark,— 25. 
Grant, 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN  moved  : — 

That  the  said  Bill  be  not  now  read  a  thir 
time,  but  that  it  be  referred  back  to  a  Corn- 
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inittee  of  the  Whole  House,  with  instructions 
Airther  to  amend  the  fifth  clause  by  inserting 
therein  immediately  after  the  first  amendment 
thereto  already  made  the  following  :— 

<<  Provided  also  that  nothing  in  this  Act 
shall  be  held  to  interfere  with  the  sale  by 
legally  qualified  physicians,  chemists  or  drug- 
gists of  the  following  articles,  that  is  to  say : — 

"  1 .  The  officinal  preparations  of  the  author- 
ized pharmacopoeas  when  made  of  full  medi- 
cinal strength,  and  sold  only  for  medicinal 
purposes. 

**  2.  Physicians'  prescriptions  containing 
spirituous  li<|uor8  if  sold  in  quantities  of  not 
more  than  eight  ounces  at  any  one  time. 

**  3.  Any  patent  medicine,  unless  such 
patent  medicine  is  known  to  the  vendor  to  be 
capable  of  bein^  used  as  a  beverage,  the  sale 
of  which  is  a  violation  of  The  Canada  lem- 
perance  Act,  1878.' 

"4.  Eau  de  colonge,  bay  rum,  or  other 
articles  of  perfumery,  lotions,  extracts,  var- 
nishes, tinctures,  or  other  pharmaceutical 
preparations  containing  alcohol,  but  not  in- 
tended for  use  as  beverages. 

*'  5.  Alcohol  or  methylate  spirits,  for  phar- 
maceutical, chemical  or  industrial  uses. 

He  said :  I  wish  to  make  just  two 
alterations  in  that  amendment ;  one  is  to 
add  after  "  interfere  with  the,"  the  words 
**  purchase  or."  It  would  then  read, 
'*  provided  also  that  nothing  in  this  Act 
shall  be  held  to  interfere  with  the  purchase 
or  sale  by  legally  qualified  physicians 
etc"  And  at  the  suggestion  of  my  hon. 
friend  from  Belleville,  I  ask  that  the  word 
"industrial"  in  the  fifth  paragraph  be 
struck  out,  and  that  the  word  "  mechani- 
cal" be  substituted  therefor.  I  do  not 
know  that  it  is  necessary  for  me  to  add 
anything  to  what  I  said  when  I  introduced 
the  amendment  with  reference  to  the 
medical  profession.  However  I  may  state 
that  the  druggists  went  a  little  further 
than  the  medical  men  in  order  to  ascer- 
tain the  legal  construction  put  upon 
section  99  of  the  Canada  Temperance 
Act,  and  they  obtained  the  opinion  of 
a  legal  firm  of  good  standing  in  the  city 
of  Toronto,  from  which  I  may  read  the 
following : — 

OpiinoN  OF  Messrs.  Mowat,  MjcLennak, 
Downey  and  Biqgar  on  the  Scott  Act. 

Our  opinion  is  asked,  on  behalf  of  the 
Ontario  College  of  Pharmacy,  upon  the  fol- 
lowing questions  arising  out  of  the  Canada 
Temjierance  Act,  1878,  commonly  known  as 
the  Scott  Act: 

1.  To  what  extent  are  the  rights  of  dru^ists 
to  sell  liquor  under  the  Pharmacy  Act  mter- 
/ered  with  by  the  Scott  Act  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN. 


1.  The  rights  of  drugnsts  to  sell  liquor  are 
interfered  with  by  the  Scott  Act  to  the  same 
extent  precisely  as  those  ot  all  other  persons. 
The  Pharmacy  Act  does  not  expressly  author- 
ize druggists  to  sell  liquor— as  such-^nd  the 
Temperance  Act  deals  with  them  in  precisely 
the  same  way  as  with  others,  except  that  it 
names  druggists  as  persons  who  may  be 
specially  licensed  to  sell  for  lawful  purposes 
intoxicating  liquors,  subject  to  the  conditions 
of  sub-sections  3  and  4  of  section  99»  namely: 
(1)  wine  for  sacramental  purposes,  on  the 
certificate  of  a  clergyman;  (2)  intoxicating 
liquor  for  exclusively  medicinal  purposes, 
such  sale  to  be  in  quantities  of  not  less  than 
one  pint,  to  be  removed  from  the  premises, 
and  to  be  made  only  on  the  certificate  of  a 
medical  man  having  no  interest  in  the  sale, 
and  affirming  that  such  liquor  has  been  pre- 
scrilied  for  the  person  named  therein ;  (3) 
intoxicating  liquor  for  bona  fide  use  in  some 
art,  trade  or  manufacture,  to  be  made  on  a 
certificate  signed  by  two  Justices  of  the 
Peace  that  the  application  is  bona  fide,  and 
accompanied  by  tne  affirmation  of  the  appli- 
cant that  the  liquor  is  to  be  uped  only  for  the 
particular  purposes  therein  set  forth ;  (4)  the 
certificates  are  to  be  kept  on  file,  and  all  sales 
under  the  two  preceding  sub-sections  are  to 
be  registered,  shewing  the  name  ot  the 
purchaser  and  the  quantity  sold,  and  an 
annual  return  of  all  such  sales  is  to  be  made 
on  the  31  St  of  December  in  each  year  to  the 
Collector  of  the  Inland  Revenue  within  whose 
division  the  county  or  city  is  situated. 

V.  In  localities  where  the  Scott  Act  is  in 
force,  may  ordinary  tinctures  and  spirituous 
medicinal  compounds  be  sold  by  druggists 
who  have  not  obtained  licences  under  the 
section  99  of  that  Act? 

V.  Ihe  Act  (section  99)  forbids  the  sale  or 
gift,  except  under  conditions  and  for  the 
purposes  tnerein  prescribed,  of  any  spiritous 
or  other  intoxicating  liquor,  or  any  mixed 
liquor  capable  ot  bein^  used  as  a  beverage,  or 
part  of  which  is  spirituous  or  otherwise 
intoxicating "  and,  in  section  2 — *<  the 
expression  intoxicating  liquor  means  and 
comprehends  any  and  every  spirituous  or 
malt  liquor,  ana  every  wine  and  any  and 
every  combination  of  liquors  or  drinks  that  is 
intoxicating." 

We  are  of  the  opinion  that  compounds  pre- 
pared by  chemists  and  druggists  are  clearly 
within  the  Act,  and  that  chemists  and 
druggists  are  forbidden  to  expose  or  keep  for 
sale,  or  sell,  or  barter,  or  in  consideration  of 
the  purchase  of  any  other  property  give  to 
any  other  person  any  medicinal  prepaiations, 
whatever,  which  come  within  the  definition 
of  *'  spirituous  or  intoxicating  liquor,  or 
mixed  liquor  capable  of  being  used  as  a 
beverage,  and  part  of  which  is  spirituous  or 
otherwise  intoxicating."  Whether  any  par- 
ticular tincture  or  spirituous  medicnal  com- 
pound comes  within  this  definition  lA  not  a 
3ueetion  ot  law,  but  a  matter  of  fact  to  be 
etermined  in  each  particular  case. 
April  9th,  1886. 
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Having  obtained  this  opinion,  the  drug- 
gists are  applying  to  this  House  to  amend 
the  Canada  Temperance  Act,  so  far  as 
their  calling  is  concerned.  Of  course  it 
does  not  affect  any  principle  that  is  con- 
tained in  the  Bill  as  far  as  the  question  of 
temperance  is  concerned ;  it  is  siniply 
giving  to  them,  an  important  body  num- 
bering over  1 200  in  the  Dominion  of 
Canada,  the  privilege  of  carrying  on  their 
trade  without  interference.  It  was  only 
recently  that  they  discovered  the  position 
in  which  they  stood,  and  they  wish  to  be 
relieved  from  any  annoyance  or  from 
suits  which  might  be  entered  against  them 
for  acting  in  contravention  of  the  law. 
They  are,  as  I  have  said,  an  important 
body  ;  a  great  many  of  them  have  a  large 
amount  of  capital  invested  in  their  busi- 
ness. Besides  their  capital,  I  may  say  it 
is  almost  a  profession  which  they  cannot 
enter  upon  without  undergoing  a  long 
period  of  training  and  a  critical  examina- 
tion and  that  is  also  a  part  of  their  capital. 
Of  course  if  they  should  be  prevented 
from  carrying  on  their  legitimate  trade  by 
this  Act,  which  I  am  sure  was  not  intend- 
ed by  the  framers  of  it,  it  is  a  hardship 
and  grievance  which  no  hon.  member  in 
this  House  would  like  to  see  them 
suffer. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— When  the  Tem- 
perance Act  was  up  before  the  House  this 
question  was  fully  considered,  and  I  do 
not  think  that  the  amendment  is  desirable. 
I  do  not  think  it  is  wise  or  proper  to — I 
won't  say  tinker — I  do  not  think  that  is  a 
parliamentary  word — but  to  undertake  to 
make  an  important  amendment  like  this 
when  really  no  necessity  exists  for  it  The 
druggists  when  dispensing  the  various 
compounds  within  their  legitimate  calling 
have  not  been  disturbed.  No  prosecution 
has  been  entered  against  them  nor  has 
any  complaint  been  made  in  the  courts 
against  them  for  selling  for  the  purposes 
herein  disclosed.  I  will  read  a  sub- 
section of  section  99  of  the  Canada  Tem- 
perance Act  which  covers  it.  The  fourth 
sub-section  is  as  follows : — 

**  Provided  also  that  the  sale  of  iotozicatiDg 
liquor  for  exciusively  Diedicinal  purposes  or 
for  boffa  fide  use  in  some  art,  trade  or  manu- 
facture, shall  be  lawful  only  by  such  drug^sts 
and  other  vendors  as  may  be  thereto  specially 
licensed." 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN. 


Now,  if  it  is  to  be  used  in  any  trade,  art 
or  manufacture,  it  is  permitted  under  the 
statute  as  it  is,  and  I  do  not  think  it  is 
desirable  that  we  should  widen  the  door 
or  point  out  in  what  particular  way  the 
spirit  of  the  Act  can  be  evaded.  There 
would  be  no  objection  to  the  first  and  se- 
cond paragraphs  of  this  amendment,  but  it 
is  a  matter  of  notoriety  that  patent  medi- 
cines are  being  sold  simply  as  a  cover  for 
the  sale  of  alcohol  The  Government 
have  been  obliged  to  interdict  a  number  of 
them  in  the  North- West,  where  the  Act  is  in 
force  aganist  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors^ 

I  think  it  has  been  found  on  examination 
that  what  is  called  Perry  Davis'  Pain 
Killer,  as  prepared  in  the  North-West, 
is  simply  another  name  for  alcohol ; 
and  other  medicines,  the  Minister  of 
Justice  will  probably  recollect  have  been 
interdicted  in  the  North-West,  simply  be- 
cause they  were  a  medium  for  distributing 
alcohol.  On  that  ground  I  do  not  think 
it  is  wbe  that  the  House  should  accept  of 
the  propositions  of  the  hon.  gentleman. 
To  the  first  and  second  one  there  is  no 
objection ;  to  the  third  and  fourth  there 
are  objections;  to  the  fifth  proposition 
there  would  be  no  objection.  The  third 
and  fourth  should  stand  their  chances 
and  come  under  the  provisions  of  sub- 
section four,  and  if  the  alcohol  is  simply 
produced  in  a  dona  fide  manner  it  will  be 
protected,  but  if  bay  rum,  or  any  extract 
or  tincture,  or  any  other  preparation  is 
simply  to  be  used  as  a  cover  for  selling 
alcohol,  then  it  ought  not  to  be  permitted, 
because  it  is  simply  a  mode  of  evading  the 
Act.  I,  therefore,  must  ask  the  House 
not  to  accept  the  third  and  fourth  propos- 
itions of  the  hon.  member  from  Glen- 
garry. I  would  move,  therefore,  that  the 
amendment  be  further  amended  by 
striking  out  the  sub-sections  three  and 
four  in  the  proviso  contained  in  the 
notice. 

The  House  divided  on  the  amendment 
to  the  amendment,  which  was  lost  on  the 
following  division  : — 


COVTBNTS: 

Hon.  Messrs. 


Allan, 

Boucher  vi  lie  de, 

Chaffers, 

Chapais, 

Dever, 

Ferrier, 


Miller  (Speaker), 

Paquet, 

Pelletier, 

Power, 

Poirier, 

Scott, 
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Flinty  SteveDSy 

Girard,  Trudel, 

Grant,  Vidal, 

flaythorne.  Wark.^21. 
Leonard, 

NON-OONTEKTS  : 

Hon.  Mesers. 

Alexander,  McMillan, 

Almon,  Macdonald, 

Baillargeon,  Maclnnee, 
Campbell  (Sir  Alez.)j  Montgomery, 

Carvell,  North  wood, 

Glemow,  O'Donohoe, 

DeBlois,  Oeilvie, 

Goevremont,  Plumb, 

Kanlbach,  Bobitaille, 

Lacoste,  Smith, 

McDonald,  Turner.— 23. 
McKay, 

The  amendment  was  declared  carried 
on  a  division. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIRARD,  from  the  Com- 
mittee, reported  the  Bill  with  the  amend- 
ment, which  was  concurred  in. 

The  SPEAKER— The  motion  is  now 
on  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill  as 
amended. 

Hon.  Mr.  NELSON  moved, 

That  the  Bill  be  not  now  read  a  third  time, 
but  that  it  be  referred  back  to  a  committee  of 
the  Whole  House  to  re-ineert  the  words 
'<  except  a  city "  in  the  tenth  line  of  the 
second  section. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I  am 
sorry  that  the  hon.  gentleman  from  New 
Westminster  is  not  in  his  place.  It  struck 
me  when  he  was  arguing  the  question,  that 
he  had  the  right  on  his  side,  because  if 
the  words  now  proposed  to  be  inserted 
were  adopted,  the  city  of  New  Westmin- 
ster would  be  deprived  of  its  vote  alto- 
gether. The  city  has  no  representation  in 
the  Commons,  and  unless  it  votes  as  part 
of  the  electoral  district  it  will  have  no  vote 
at  all 

Hon.  Mr.  NELSON— I  beg  to  say 
that  the  amendment  which  I  propose  will 
just  put  British  Columbia  in  the  same 
predicament  as  all  the  other  provinces  of 
the  Dominion.  I  hold  in  my  hand  the 
old  Act.  I  will  read  clause  4  of  the  Act 
It  provides  that   *'Any  petition  to  the 


Governor  General  in  Council  for  the 
bringing  of  the  second  part  of  this  Act  in- 
to force  in  any  county  or  city  may  be  in 
the  form  of  Schedule  A  to  this  Act,  or  in 
words  to  the  same  effect."  In  the  Bill  be- 
fore us  the  words,  "  electoral  district " 
simply  take  the  place  of  the  word  "  coun- 
ty," and  the  effect  of  this  amendment  will 
be  simply  to  place  British  Columbia  in 
the  same  position  as  the  province  of  On- 
tario or  any  other  province.  This  amend- 
ment was  made  in  the  House  of  Commons 
at  the  instance  of  one  of  the  members 
from  the  province  of  British  Columbia, 
who  had  the  support  and  authority  of  all 
the  other  members  from  that  province, 
and  was  carefully  looked  into  before  it  was 
adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— I  think  the.  hon. 
gentleman  is  wrong  in  stating  that  there 
is  an  exact  similarity  between  the  elector- 
al division  in  British  Columbia  and  other 
provinces  of  the  Dominion.  The  term 
"  electoral  districts  "  there  includes  cities 
within  the  territorial  limits  of  the  electoral 
district,  and  if  this  amendment  is  accept- 
ed, the  city  will  not  have  the  right  to  vote. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
House  will  see  almost  immediately  that  if 
the  words  "  except  a  city  "  are  inserted  it 
will  mean  that  the  city  of  New  Westmins- 
ter is  excluded  from  voting  on  this  Act, 
because  it  will  be  excepted  from  the  elec- 
toral division. 

Hon.  Mr.  NELSON— It  will  he  ex- 
actly  in  the  same  position  as  a  city  in 
Ontario.  There  is  a  provision  in  the  Bill 
for  cities  voting,  and  I  will  ask  the  House 
to  divide  on  my  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  that  this  is 
a  matter  of  some  considerable  consequence, 
and  the  House  ought  to  be  informed 
before  voting,  which  construction  is  the 
correct  one.  The  hon.  gentleman  from 
British  Columbia  says  that  the  effect  of 
his  amendment  would  be  to  place  the 
cities  of  Victoria  and  New  Westminster  in 
exactly  the  same  position  as  the  cities  in 
Ontaria  If  that  is  the  only  effect  of  his 
amendment,  it  is  a  fair  and  proper  one. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— It 
will  exclude  them  from  voting. 
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Hon.  Mr.  POWER— If  the  interpre- 
tation of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  British 
Columbia  is  correct,  then  the  vote  may 
be  taken  in  New  Westminster  itself,  or  in 
Vietoria  itself. 

Hon.  Mr  PLUMB— It  cannot  be 
taken  in  either  alone. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Are  there  not 
cities  in  Ontario  which  are  not  electoral 
divisions,  in  which  elections  are  held 
Tinder  the  Scott  Act  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  that  some 
gentleman  who  has  a  special  interest  in 
the  Bill  ought  to  inform  us  from  the 
original  Temperance  Act  what  the  pro- 
visions respecting  cities  are. 

Hon.  Mr.  NELSON— I  refer  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  clause  4  of  the  old  Act ;  the 
word  "  city  "  in  British  Columbia  takes  the 
place  of  the  word  **  county,"  and  I  cannot 
see  why  a  city  in  British  Columbia  should 
be  affected  differently  under  this  Act  from 
any  city  in  Ontario. 

The  amendment  was  declared  lost  on  a 
division. 

The  SPEAKER— The  question  is  now 
on  the  third  reading. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — Moved  in  amend- 
ment that  the  said  bill  be  not  now 
read  the  third  time,  but  that  it  be  amended 
by  striking  out  the  section  which  permits 
the  sale  of  ale,  beer  and  wine  and  cider  in 
counties  and  cities  where  the  second  part 
of  the  temperance  Act  of  1878  is  in  force. 
He  said  :  I  think  this  is  a  matter  of  too 
great  importance  to  allow  it  to  pass  with- 
out expressing  the  views  which  I  entertain 
on  this  subject.  If  I  were  to  occupy  the 
time  of  the  House  for  a  whole  hour,  I 
would  not  be  intruding  on  it,  or  taking  any 
more  time  than  is  rightly  my  due.  In  in- 
troducing this  measure,  I  merely  dealt  with 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  before  us,  and  so 
in  the  discussion  which  has  gone 
on  in  committee,  I  have  not  followed  the 
example  set  by  other  hon.  gentlemen, 
and  which  has  been  so  abundantly 
followed  by  those  who  have  spoken  on 


the  question,  by  discussing  the  whole 
principle  of  temperance  legislation.  I 
wish  to  speak  to  hon.  gentlemen  as 
reasonable  men,  and  on  a  matter  of  very 
great  importance,  more  particularly  when 
I  think  the  House  is  making  a  grave  mis- 
take in  the  course  it  is  adopting  in 
relation  to  this  particular  Bill  I  wish  to 
place  before  the  country  the  fact  that  the 
action,  taken  by  this  Senate,  is  taken  intelli- 
gently, calmly  and  deliberately.  I  wish  that 
every  member  who  votes  for  or  against 
this  measure  should  be  held  responsible  for 
it,  and  I  wish,  therefore,  that  the  state- 
ment shall  be  put  clearly  and  distinctly 
before  the  people  of  this  country,  that 
they  may  know  the  grounds  on  which  we 
claim  that  the  Senate  ought  not  to  allow 
such  a  clause  as  this  to  be  attached  to 
this  Bill.  The  first  ground  we  take  is 
that  we  have  before  us  a  very  large  num- 
ber of  petitions,  signed  by  a  vast  number 
of  the  most  influential  and  respectable 
people  of  this  Dominion. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON-  Hear,  hear  ! 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— The  hon.  gentle- 
says  "  hear,  hear  !"  but  he  cannot  deny  the 
fact  that  petitions  have  been  sent  in  here 
signed  by  a  large  number  of  the  most 
influential  people  in  this  Dominion  praying 
that  no  amendment  be  made  to  the  Can- 
ada Temperance  Act  of  1878,  which  will 
impair  its  efficiency  or  render  it  more 
difficult  of  adoption,  or  enforcement.  Are 
we  entirely  to  disregard  these  petitions, 
representing  as  they  do  over  100,000  of 
our  people,  and  are  we  to  turn  a  deaf  ear 
to  their  prayer  ?  I  think  hon.  gentlemen 
if  we  do  we  are  going  beyond  our  province 
when  we  endeavor  to  enforce  our  own 
private  views  and  feelings  on  a  country 
that  does  not  approve  of  them,  and  is  not 
in  accord  with  the  action  taken  by  the 
Senate  on  this  question.  Not  only  are 
those  numerous  petitions  respectably 
signed  urging  us  to  take  no  step  that  may 
impair  the  efficiency  of  this  Act,  but  we 
have  the  indisputable  proof  that  the  Act 
meets  with  the  approval  of  a  large  majority 
of  the  people  in  the  counties  and  cities 
where  it  has  been  submitted  fur  their  ap- 
proval. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— The  hoa  gentle- 
man must  also  remember  that   a  large 
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number  of  petitions  have  been  presented 
to  Parliament  praying  that  ale,  beer  and 
light  wines  be  exempted  from  the  operation 
of  the  Scott  Act 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — I  am  not  to  be 
turned  from  my  purpose  by  those  remarks. 
These  interruptions  may  gratify  the 
persons  making  them  but  they  have  no 
effect  on  my  argument,  and  cannot  shake 
the  truthfulness  of  the  Statement  which  I 
make,  and  the  country  even  now  is 
responding  to  it.  It  is  true  we  have  not 
many  petitions  presented  to  this  House 
now,  because  the  impression  has  gone 
abroad  that  we  finished  our  part  of  the 
legislation  on  this  Bill  after  we  had 
adopted  this  amendment;  but  petitions 
are  presented  in  large  numbers  in  the 
other  House,  asking  them  not  to  concur 
in  the  amendment,  and  setting  forth  the 
reasons  why  it  is  incumbent  on  them  to 
refuse  their  assent  to  any  such  destruc- 
tive proposition.  I  hold,  then,  that  in 
addition  to  those  petitions  we  have  the 
evidence  of  the  votes  cast  in  favor  of  the 
Scott  Act,  that  it  is  one  which  meets  with  the 
approval  of  a  very  large  number  of  the 
people  of  this  Dominion,  and  in  the 
action  we  are  taking  we  are  doing  them  a 
wrong  and  are  really  departing  from  the 
line  of  conduct  we  ought  to  follow  in  this 
House  and  committing  an  outrage  on 
those  people  who,  placing  their  faith  on 
the  action  of  Parliament,  have  taken  a 
great  deal  of  trouble,  expended  large  sums 
of  money,  and  have  succeeded  in  having 
this  Act  adopted  in  some  6o  municipalities 
in  this  Dominion. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Expended  large 
sums  of  money  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— Yes,  and  the 
country  has  also  expended  large  sums  of 
money.  Every  election  has  cost  the 
country  a  large  sum  of  money,  and  what 
is  it  all  for?  The  people  have  adopted 
this  Act  in  those  municipalities,  and  are 
satisfied  with  it,  and  this  House,  in  its 
supposed  wisdom,  disregards  the  wishes 
and  prayers  of  the  people,  and  set  aside  the 
claims  of  these  100,000  petitioners  for 
£Eur,  even-handed  justice. 

They  have  been  induced  to  bring  this  Act 
into  operation,  putting  their  faith  in  Par- 
liament :  and  Parliament  here,  not  only 
M2 


unsolicited,  but  contrary  to  the  express 
prayer  of  a  large  number  of  petitioners, 
IS  taking  a  step  entirely  destructive  of 
that  Act.  What  county  would  ever  adopt 
it  with  such  a  clause  as  that  in  it  ?  No 
temperance  man  would  cross  the  street  to 
vote  for  such  an  Act  I  say  it  is  a  gross 
injustice  to  those  who,  believing  in  the 
integrity  and  honesty  of  intention  of  Par- 
liament, have  taken  the  trouble  to  bring 
it  in  force.  Then,  again,  look  at  the  re- 
sult I  am  afraid  hon.  gentlemen  have 
not  thought  of  this  matter,  and  it  is  on 
this  ground  that  I  think  it  may  not  be  en- 
tirely without  hope  to  urge  on  them  a  re- 
consideration of  this  question — what  is  to 
be  the  result  of  the  adoption  of  this 
amendment?  It  is  to  bring  about  free 
trade  in  liquor  in  every  county  where  the 
Scott  Act  is  in  force.  There  is  no  pro- 
vision for  the  restraining  or  putting  any 
check  on  the  liquor  trade,  and  it  wiU  re- 
sult in  free  trade  in  liquor  in  every  county 
where  the  Scott  Act  is  in  force. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— Not  in  spirits. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— The  hon.  gentle- 
man will  admit  there  is  from  four  to 
twelve  per  cent,  of  spirit  in  these 
liquors,  but  that  is  not  the  question.  We 
know  very  well  where  these  beverages  are 
in  use,  the  right  quantity  of  spirit  will  be 
introduced  to  suit  the  public  taste.  It  is 
done  now  and  it  is  still  morel  likely  to  be 
done  under  the  amendment 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— Where  is  it  done  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — All  over  the  coun- 
try. This  is  the  real  state  of  the  case- 
by  passing  this  amendment  to  the  Act  you 
are  virtually  giving  free  trade  in  liquor  in 
every  county  where  tht:  Scott  Act  has 
been  adopted.  Are  you  prepared  to  take 
this  step  in  the  face  of  all  the  earnest 
petitions  which  have  been  presented?' 
Are  you  prepared  to  take  this  retrograde 
action  in  the  face  of  the  decision  of  the 
other  House  on  the  amendment  of  Mr» 
Gigault,  which  amendment  was  rejected  ? 
It  is  not  an  amendment  to  the  Act ;  it  is  a 
completely  destructive  clause  added  to  tfie 
Act — it  b  even  worse  than  destructive.  I 
would  rather  see  the  Act  fairly  and  honest* 
ly  repealed  by  a  direct  vote  than  by  this, 
unfair  and  unmanly  amendment 
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Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Unmanly  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — I  am  speaking  of 
the  act,  not  of  the  individuals  who  are 
responsible  for  it  I  say  the  amendment 
is  a  dishonest  and  unmanly  one,  because 
it  is  intended  to  destroy  the  Bill.  I  sup- 
pose the  House  will  probably  affirm  its 
prior  actioii.  I  should  hope  that  some 
minds  will  be  open  to  conviction  when 
they  see  the  evil  result  of  the  amendment 
in  the  counties  where  the  Act  is  in  force, 
and  that  they  will  withdraw  from  the  po- 
sition which  they  have  taken  and  not 
inflict  such  a  curse  on  the  country.  I 
have  already  shown  the  result  of  laws 
piissed  in  the  Mother  Country  to  encour- 
age the  use  of  light  wines  and  ale.  I 
could,  if  time  permitted,  read  the  evidence 
taken  before  committees  of  the  House  of 
Lords  and  House  of  Commons  in  Eng- 
land, where  they  pronounced  the  Beer 
Act,  introduced  there  to  accomplish  the 
very  purpose  for  which  this  amendment  is 
introduced  here,  to  be  the  greatest  curse 
€ver  inflicted  on  the  country,  showing  that 
it  increased  crime  and  pauperism  more 
than  anything  else  that  could  possibly  be 
<x)nceived.  I  do  not  purpose  further  to 
trespass  on  the  time  of  the  House,*  but  I 
wish  to  place  permanently  on  record  the 
positioit  in  which  hon.  gentlemen  stand 
on  this  question — I  wish  the  country  to 
see  that  whatever  course  they  take  is  taken 
with  their  eyes  open  as  to  the  result  which 
must  follow  the  adoption  of  this  amend- 
ment— that  it  will  have  the  effect  of  estab- 
lishing free  trade  in  alcoholic  drinks 
wherever  the  Scott  Act  is  in  force. 

-  Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN— If  the  House  will 
bear  with  me  for  a  few  moments,  I  should 
like  to  explain  the  reasons  why  I,  who  am 
neither  a  total  abstainer  myself,  nor  a 
believer  in  prohibition,  yet  have  voted 
throughout  against  every  amendment  that 
is  offered  to  this  Bill,  and  what  I  say  I 
hope  will,  at  all  events,  justify  my  course, 
if  not  in  the  eyes  of  all  the  members  of 
this  House,  at  least  in  the  eyes  of  many 
both  inside  and  outside  of  the  House, 
and  may  peradventure  have  some  little 
weight  also  with  some  hon.  gentlemen 
whom  I  have  the  honor  of  addressing. 
When  the  Scott  Act  was  first  introduced, 
I  voted  for  some  of  these  very  amend- 
ments which  have  been  proposed  during 


the  present  session.  I  voted  for  the 
amendment  with  regard  to  the  numbers 
required  to  carry  the  petition  in  the  frrst 
instance  ;  I  voted  for  the  permission  to 
sell  light  wines,  ale  and  lager  beer,  and 
for  several  other  amendments  to  the  Act 
Those  amendments  were  lost,  and  the 
Scott  Act  became  the  law  of  the  land. 
Although  I  did  not  believe  that  it  was  the 
best  means  that  could  be  adopted  for 
bringing  about  temperance  in  the  country, 
although  I  did  not  believe  in  making  men 
temperate  by  Act  of  Parliament,  still  I 
knew  that  the  feeling  of  a  very  large  num- 
ber of  my  fellow  subjects,  at  all  events  in 
my  own  part  of  the  country,  in  the  prov- 
ince of  Ontario,  was  m  favor  of  the  Act, 
and  I  made  up  my  mind  that  I  would  not 
again  vote  for  any  amendment  to  the 
Bill,  which  could,  in  any  way,  hamper 
its  working,  or  against  any  amendment 
which  might  be  brought  to  facilitate  the 
carrying  out  of  its  provisions,  until  it  had 
a  fair  trial  in  the  country,  and  for  a  reason- 
able length  of  time.  In  the  first  place,  if 
I  may  be  permitted  to  say  so,  I  think 
that  some  deference  is  due  from  this 
House  as  from  the  other  branch  of  Par- 
liament, to  the  opinion  of  the  people  of 
the  country.  I  attach  very  little  impoit- 
ance  indeed  to  the  number  of  the  petitions 
with  which  this  House  has  been  flooded. 
I  know  very  well  how  signatures  to  these 
petitions  are  very  often  obtained  ;  I  know 
the  pressure  that  is  brought  to  bear  in  com- 
munities and  in  congregations  in  order  to 
obtain  signatures  to  those  petitions  and, 
therefore,  I  do  not  attach  any  great  weight 
to  them,  though  I  do  not  intend  to  speak 
for  any  province  outside  of  my  own.  I 
am  perfectly  aware,  and  I  think  I  speak 
with  some  knowledge  of  the  subject  when 
I  say  that,  attach  as  little  weight  as  you 
like  to  the  petitions  with  which  this  House 
has  been  flooded  during  the  present 
session,  there  can  be  no  denying  this  fact, 
that  there  is  a  very  large  number  of 
thoughtful  people  in  the  province  of 
Ontario  who  are  firmly  persuaded  that 
intemperance  is  a  very  great  evil  in  the 
midst  of  our  community,  and  that  some 
such  remedy  as  the  Scott  Act  is  required 
in  order  to  put  an  end  to  it.  There  is  no 
doubt  whatever  that  some  of  the  most 
earnest-minded,  and  thoughtful  men  in  the 
country  representing  the  different  denom- 
inations, take  that  view.     The  very  case 
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quoted  by  the  hon.  member  from  Samia 
the  other  day  oi  the  representation  made 
by  the  Synod  of  the  Church  of  Scotland 
in  Ontario,  in  reterence  to  temperance 
legislation,  can  be  quoted  as  an  instance. 
I  can  also  quote  as  an  instance  the  part 
taken  by  the  Church  of  England  in 
Ontario,  the  Methodist  Church  in 
Ontario — 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— What  has  been 
done  by  the  Church  of  England  ?  What 
has  the  Church  of  England  done  with 
regard  to  this  question,  because  as  far  as 
I  am  aware—  and  I  am  an  humble  member 
of  that  denomination — I  do  not  know  that 
the  Church  of  England  has  interfered  in 
any  way  whatever  with  the  Scott  Act 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN— -I  say  the  Church 
of  England  has  taken  a  very  active  and 
energetic  step  in  the  cause  of  temperance. 
I  do  not  pretend  to  know  anything  about 
what  the  Church  of  England  may  have 
done  or  may  be  doing  in  the  hon.  gentle- 
man's province,  but  I  say  the  Chufch  o 
England  in  Ontario  have  taken  up  thi.s 
question  of  temperance  very  warmly  and 
energetically.  I  say,  also,  that  a  very  large 
numt^er  of  members  of  the  Church  of 
England  are  in  favor  of  total  prohibition  ; 
others,  again,  are  not  in  favor  of  it ;  and 
in  the  organization  which  has  been 
formed  in  the  Church  of  England, 
I  am  very  glad  to  say  that  it  is 
so  formed  that  I,  myself,  who  am 
not  a  prohibitionist  and  not  a  total  ab- 
stainer, can  take  part  in  their  proceedings 
equally  with  those  who  are  total  abstainers. 
We  are  united  in  our  endeavors  to  do 
something  towards  promoting  the  cause  of 
tem[ierance  in  the  country,  and  we  are 
happily  able  to  do  this  without  falling  foul 
of  each  other  and  thinking  that  those 
whose  views  are  opposed  to  our  own  are 
all  wrong.  Therefore,  I  say  the  point  1 
am  endeavoring  to  make  is  a  perfectly 
good  one,  that  this  question  of  temper- 
ance has  occupied  the  attention  of  some 
of  the  most  thoughtful  men  in  the  country, 
men  whose  opinions  are  most  entitled  to 
weight,  and  although  I  do  not  attach  the 
same  importance  that  the  hon.  member 
from  Sarnia  and  his  friends  do  to  the 
petitions  which  have  been  sent  in  here,  I 
•do  attach  very  great  importance  indeed  to 
ihe  expressions  of  opinion   which  have 


come  from  representative  bodies  like  those 
to  which  I  have  alluded  I  have  no 
doubt  whatever,  in  my  own  mind,  that 
very  much  injury  has  been  done  to  the 
cause  of  temperance  by  the  *  intemper- 
ance" of  those  who  have  advocated  it 
There  is  no  doubt  whatever,  that  the 
course  which  has  been  pursued  by  some 
of  the  most  earnest  advocates  of  temper- 
ance, who  would  set  down  everyone  who 
is  not  a  prohibitionist  and  total  abstainer 
as  '*  a  heathen  man  and  a  publican,"  is 
not  the  course  best  calculated  to  advance 
the  cause  they  have  at  heart,  but  because 
the  total  abstainers  are  so  extreme  in  their 
language  towards  those  who  do  not  agree 
with  them,  that  should  not  blind  us  to  the 
magnitude  of  the  evil  which  exists  through- 
out our  country.  It  is  all  very  well  to  say 
that  in  Canada  we  are,  as  compared  with 
other  countries,  a  very  temperate  people. 
I  am  very  glad  and  very  thankful  that  this 
can  be  said  to  any  extent  to  be  the  case, 
but  no  man  can  go  throughout  this  coun- 
try, observant  of  what  is  going  on  around 
him,  and  taking  an  interest  in  the  welfare 
of  the  people — no  one  especially  can  be 
mixed  up  in  any  way  in  our  cities  or 
towns  with  different  societies  and  organ- 
izations for  the  relief  oi  the  distressed 
and  the  poor — without  having  forced 
upon  him  beyond  any  sort  of  contradic- 
tion the  enormous  amount  of  misery, 
crime  and  wretchedness  which  flows  from 
that  one  source  —  intemperance  —  and 
therefore,  I  feel  I  am  not  justified  as  a 
Christian  man  m  offering  obstructions 
to  any  thing  which  may  possibly  offer 
any  remedy  for  this  great  evil  which  I 
know  does  exist  That  is  one  great  reason 
why  I,  though  not  believing  in  prohibition 
as  the  best  mode  of  remedying  this  great 
evil — not  believing  the  Scott  Act  is  going 
to  do  all  that  its  promoters  believe  it  will — 
am  not  willing  to  take  the  responsibility  of 
throwing  anything  in  the  way  of  the  success- 
ful operationof  that  Act  until  there  has  been 
a  reasonable  time  to  show  whether  it  can 
effect  the  objects  that  Parliament  had  in 
view  in  passing  it.  There  is  no  question 
about  it  that  very  much  injury  is  done  to 
the  cause  of  temperance  by  the  extra- 
vagance of  those  who  advocate  it.  Allu- 
sion was  made  to  the  county  of  Simcoe  in 
the  course  of  the  debate  this  afternoon.  I 
happen  to  know  something  of  the  county 
of  Simcoe.     I  have  property  there,  and  I 
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am  there  for  a  very  considerable  part  of  the 
time.  It  was  only  last  year  that  in  one 
small  town  in  that  county  I  saw  no  less  than 
fourtavems,  almost  atthe  four  comersof  the 
principal  street,  and  round  every  one  of 
these  taverns  in  the  middle  of  the  day 
there  were  young  men  loafing  about  who 
had  been  in  for  their  mid-day  drink.  I 
am  only  giving  this  as  the  result  of  my 
observation  in  a  single  instance  in  passing 
through  the  country,  but  I  know  that  this 
sort  of  thing  prevails  in  many  other  places, 
and  although  I  think  the  efifect  of  the  ex- 
travagant language  wliich  has  been  used 
by  the  advocates  of  temperance  has  often 
been  to  tempt  those  who  do  not  agree 
with  them  to  throw  ridicule  on  the  move- 
ment, to  sneer  at  and  make  light  of  it, 
yet,  hon.  gentlemen,  I  put  it  to  you  whether 
we  should  lose  sight  of  the  fact  that  intem- 
perance in  itself  is  a  wrong,  a  sin,  and  a 
crime,  one  which  brings  other  wrongs,  sins 
and  crimes  in  its  train.  Those  who  are 
fortunate  enough  not  to  have  it  come  home 
to  them  in  their  own  personal  experience, 
do  not  often  feel  or  think  of  it  seriously 
enough;  but  ask  the  opinion  of  those  into 
whose  families  the  curse  has  crept,  and 
hear  what  they  say ;  and  when  we  know 
that  that  has  been  the  experience  unfor- 
tunately of  hundreds  in  our  community 
we  cannot  wonder  that  they  are  so  warmly 
in  earnest  in  seeking  a  remedy  which  will 
put  an  end  to  an  evil  of  so  fearful  a  kind. 
Another  reason  which  moves  me  for  the 
present,  at  all  events,  not  to  throw  any 
obstacle  in  the  way  of  the  working  of  the 
Act  is  this :  there  are  hundreds  of  people 
who  will  go  through  the  world  without 
straying  to  the  right  hand  or  to  the  left — 
upright,respectablemembersof  society — so 
long  as  no  temptations  are  put  within  their 
reach.  Put  them  within  the  reach  of 
temptation  and  then  the  mischief  comes. 
Now,  that  was  exactly  the  state  of  the  case 
in  many  of  the  small  towns  and  villages  in 
Ontario  before  the  passing  of  the  Scott  Act 
and  its  adoption  in  some  of  our  counties, 
and  it  is  still  the  case  in  our  large  towns 
and  cities.  I  say  so  advisedly  because  I 
know  it  and  have  seen  it.  There  are 
hundreds  of  men  who  will  go  through  life 
perfectly  upright  honest  citizens  so  long  as 
they  are  not  put  within  the  reach  of 
temptation,  but  when  the  temptation  comes 
they  fall  and  when,  as  is  the  case  in  so 
many  of  our  towns  now  that  the  laboring 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN. 


man  and  the  mechanic  cannot  go  home 
from  his  work  if  he  has  half  a  dozen  streets 
to  pass  through  on  his  way,  without 
encountering  at  every  other  comer  a  tavern 
or  a  saloon  where  he  is  tempted  to  enter 
and  take  a  glass  of  liquor  before  he  reaches 
his  home — so  long  as  such  temptations 
exist  and  are  thrown  in  the  wayof  those  who 
cannot  resist  them,  so  long  shall  we  have 
intemperance  prevailing  with  all  its  attend- 
ant miseries.  But  while  I  say  all  this,  I 
am  perfectly  free  to  admit  that  I  do  not 
think  the  Scott  Act,  whatever  it  will  do  in 
the  country  (and  I  am  not  at  all  persuaded 
that  there  it  will  be  in  a  great  measure 
a  success)  will  succeed  in  towns — 
while  I  am  perfectly  persuaded  of  that 
and  while  I  do  not  think  that  the  working 
of  the  Act  will  turn  out  to  be  satisfactory 
yet  I  am  most  anxious  that  those  who  think 
that  it  will,  shall  have  the  opportunity  of 
having  it  fairly  tried,  and  let  me  assure  this 
House,  notwithstanding  all  that  has  been 
said,  that  they  form  a  very  large  proportion 
of  those  whose  opinions  are  most  worthy 
of  attention  in  the  province  of  Ontario,  at 
all  events.  I  do  not  speak  for  any  part  of 
the  country  outside  Ontario,  but  the  sym- 
pathies of  a  very  large  proportion  of 
earnest  thinking  men  will  go  in  a  great 
measure  with  this  Act,  and  therefore,  I 
desire  to  see  that  it  has  a  full  and  fair 
trial  If  it  breaks  down,  then  it  will  be 
time  enough  for  us  to  see  what  other 
legislation  may  be  adopted.  I  am  perfectly 
aware  the  Act  will  inflict  in  many  places 
— I  do  not  think  it  is  putting  it  too 
strongly — very  serious  injury  and  loss  upon 
some  individuals.  There  is  no  doubt 
about  it,  there  are  many  men  who  have 
invested  their  money  in  breweries  for  inst- 
ance— I  cannot  say  I  have  much  sympathy 
for  the  whiskey  distillers — who  will  suffer 
almost  ruin,  but  bad  as  that  is,  I  do  not 
think  it  istobeareasonforsettingasidethe 
Act  if  it  will  do  all  that  which  its  promot- 
ers are  confident  it  will  do — that  is,  to 
put  down  intemperance  throughout  the 
country,  because  that  is  an  object  which 
it  is  well  worth  making  many  sacrifices 
to  secure.  I  perfectly  agree  with  what 
has  fallen  from  the  hon.  member  from 
Belleville  to-night,  that  what  we  have  to 
look  at  is  not  merely  the  question  of 
pounds,  shillings  and  pence,  but  if  the 
liquor  traffic  brings  ruin  on  the  souls  of 
hundreds,  it  is  a  question  which  this  House 
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ought  certainly  not  to  treat  lightly  ;  it  is  a 
question  which  ought  to  be  approached 
gravely  and  ought  not  to  be  put  aside 
with  a  sneer  or  a  jest  While  I  again  re 
peat,  then,  what  I  said  on  the  first  day 
that  this  Bill  was  brought  into  this  House, 
and  when  I  myself  was  one  of  those  who 
voted  for  amendments  to  it  similar  to  those 
now  before  the  House — while  I  still  say 
I  do  not  think  the  Bill  is  calculated  to  do 
all  that  its  promoters  think  it  will  do,  yet 
I  am  prepared  to  vote  for  it  I  am  pre- 
pared to  give  its  promoters  every  facility 
for  making  the  Temperance  Act  more 
easily  and  thoroughly  worked  until  it  shall 
be  proved  by  time  and  experience  that  it 
is  a  £ulure. 

Hon.  Mr-  CARVELI^— The  hoa 
gentleman  from  York  (Mr.  Allan)  has  told 
us  that  he  will  speak  only  for  his  own 
province,  and  for  the  most  part  the  very 
few  remarks  I  have  to  make  will  relate  to 
the  operation,  or  rather  the  inoperation,  of 
the  Scott  Act  in  the  province  from  which 
I  come.  A  good  deal  has  been  said  on 
this  question  since  the  debate  began,  the 
greater  part  of  which  I  did  •  not  hear 
because  of  my  inability  to  be  present,  but 
I  have  heard  enough  of  it  to  satisfy  me 
that  there  are  other  forms  of  intemperance 
besides  those  arising  from  the  use  of 
intoxicating  drinks;  and  while  the  hon. 
members  from  Samia  and  Trent  division 
assert  that  those  who  are  opposed  to  their 
views  on  this  question  are  intemperate  in 
their  language  and  wander  from  the  point, 
I  can  only  say  that  we  have  had  no 
monopoly  of  that  sort  ot  thing.  They,  at 
least,  have  an  equal  share  with  us.  This 
question  strikes  me  as  being  divided  into 
two  principal  divisions — one,  the  right  or 
expediency  of  legislation  on  the  subject, 
how  far  Parliament  has  a  right  to  deal 
with  it,  how  frur  any  class  of  people  in  the 
country,  be  they  ever  so  numerous,  have 
a  right  to  say  what  their  neighbors  shall 
eat  or  drink,  or  wherewithal  they  shall  be 
clothed.  That  side  of  the  question  has 
been  dealt  with  by  many  hoa  gentlemen 
who  are  better  able  to  discuss  it  than  I 
am  mysel4  but  I  think  it  will  not  be  out 
of  order  if  I  especially  allude  to  the  able 
speech  made  by  the  hon.  the  senior 
member  from  Halifax  this  afternoon.  I 
think  he  treated  that  question  very  ably 
and  very   moderately.    I  will  deal  with 


the  other  great  division,  the  expediency  of 
the  Scott  Act  I  claim  that  the  Scott 
Act  has  failed  entirely  in  the  object  sought 
by  its  friends.  The  question  of  tem- 
perance or  intemperance,  of  men  getting 
drunk  and  being  beggared  and  going  to  the 
lower  re^ons  in  consequence  of  being 
drunk,  has  nothing  more  to  do  with  this 
Act,  as  I  view  it,  than  has  the  question  of 
the  incorporation  of  a  railway  company. 
Thequestion  is,  as  I  say  in  this  second  divis- 
ion of  it,  as  to  the  expediency  or  utility 
of  it  I  say  it  has  been  not  only  an  entire 
failure,  but  worse  than  a  failure,  giving  rise 
to  evils  that  are  worse  even  than  those  ex- 
isting in  our  country  because  of  its  intem- 
perance. In  speaking  on  this  question  two 
years  ago,  I  spoke  of  our  own  province.  I 
happen  to  have  dropped  across  an  official 
statement  as  to  the  working  of  the  Act  in 
Prince  Edward  Island,  and  I  s'and  here 
now  prepared  to  prove  that  noc  only  has 
it  not  sadtd  the  temperance  cause,  but 
that  intemperance  is  greater  to-day  than  it 
was  when  the  Act  was  first  brought  into 
force  in  the  province  of  Prince  Edward 
Island,  that  drunkenness  is  greater,  that 
the  temperance  wave  which  was  sweeping 
over  our  fair  province  then  has  been 
stopped  and  the  reverse  has  followed* 
Our  province  has  been  spoken  of  by  my 
hon.  friend  from  Samia  as  the  banner 
province — as  the  one  which  was  the  first 
to  adopt  the  Scott  Act,  and  the  first  to  re- 
enact  it  We  have  had  the  Scott  Act  in  force 
throughout  the  island  now  for  three  years. 
In  Charlottetown,  where  I  live,  the  Scott 
Act  was  re-enacted  in  August  last  As  to 
the  result  of  its  operation  of  three  years 
we  have  an  official  statement,  the  report  of 
the  stipendiary  magistrate  for  the  year  past 
With  the  permission  of  hon.  gentlemen  I 
will  read  from  that  statement  The  report 
gives  all  sorts  of  breaches  of  the  law, 
headed  by  drunkenness,  for  the  space  of 
eight  years,  1877  to  1884  inclusive.  The 
figures  are  as  follows : — 

1878 729 

1879 357 

1880 231 

1881 256 

The  first  seven  months  of  1881  there 
was  no  Scott  Act :  the  last  five  months  of 
that  year  the  Scott  Act  was  in  force.  The 
two  whole  years  under  the  Scott  Act  give 
these  results. 
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1882. 
1883. 


.218 

.250 


Take  the  two  whole  years  previous  to 
1882  and  1883,  that  is  1879  ^^^  '880, 
and  it  will  be  seen  that  the  number  of 
cases  of  drunkenness  were  almost  equal. 
Hon.  gentlemen  will  see  that  a  worse 
condition,  so  far  as  the  statement  goes, 
prevailed  in  1877.  At  that  time,  as  I 
stated  on  a  former  occasion,  there  was 
good  cause  for  the  temperance  movement. 
It  was  started,  headed  by  the  venerable 
and  estimable  Bishop  of  the  Diocese,  with 
a  number  of  his  clergy  and  other  clergy- 
men throughout  the  city,  county  and 
island.  The  result  of  that  movement 
was,  as  hon.  gentlemen  will  see,  to  reduce 
drunkenness  more  than  one*half.  It  fell 
from  729  in  1877  to  357  in  1878.  The 
next  year  there  was  a  still  further  reduc- 
tion to  231,  and  then  it  goes  on  pretty 
regularly.  Making  a  comparison  between 
the  two  years  1879  ^^^  1880,  when  there 
was  no  Scott  Act,  and  1882  and  1883, 
when  there  was  a  Scott  Act,  the  temper- 
ance wave  was  stopped  ;  and  when  I  tell 
hon.  gentlemen  that  for  the  two  years 
under  the  Scott  Act  the  arrests  were  made 
by  a  police  force  of  only  six,  while  the 
equal  number  of  arrests  made  in  1879 
and  1880  were  made  by  a  police  force  of 
nineteen,  they  will  readily  see  that  there 
was  an  increase  in  the  number  of  cases  of 
drunkenness,  because  19  policemen  would 
arrest  a  greater  number  of  drunkards  than 
six  policemen  would ;  and  I  know  from 
my  own  observation  that  on  the  street 
drunken  men  passing  on  without  arrest 
were  more  numerous  than  I  ever  saw  them 
before — that  is  within  the  six  years — so  I 
think  these  figures  cleat  ly  demonstrate 
not  only  that  the  Scott  Act  has  not  stem- 
med the  tide  of  intemperance  but,  on  the 
contrary,  has  increased  it ;  because,  as  I 
say,  if  the  same  number  only  are  picked 
up  under  the  Scott  Act  by  six  policemen, 
as  compared  with  19  policemen  in  the 
former  years,  it  shows  that  at  least  twice 
as  much  drunkenness  prevails.  Leaving 
Charlottetown  we  go  to  the  eastern  county, 
and  we  find  last  year  a  state  of  things  in 
the  county  town  there  that  has  not  been 
equalled  within  my  recollection,  which 
goes  back  25  years — so  much  drun- 
kenness has  not  prevailed  during 
court     week     in      that      place.        The 

Hon.  Mr.  CARVELL. 


streets  were  taken  charge  of  for  days. 
Going  west,  to  the  bomner  county  of 
Prince,  there  has  been  a  great  deal  of 
drunkenness  there  all  the  time — there  has 
been  no  decrease  of  it  Only  the  other 
day  a  gentleman  engaged  in  the  tanning 
business  in  the  western  part  of  the  island 
told  me  that  they  had  never  been  so 
troubled  with  drunkenness  as  last  year  in 
all  the  years  that  they  have  been  in  busi- 
ness. So,  if  the  Scott  Act  not  only  fails  to 
stem  the  tide  of  intemperance  but  allows 
it  to  increase,  it  is  a  failure ;  and  when  we 
add  to  this  the  habitual  violation  of  the 
law,  the  many  cases  of  perjury  that  arise 
from  it,  the  introduction  of  worse  stuff  to 
drink  than  there  ever  was  before  with  a 
dozen  other  evils  following  in  its  trail,  the 
reasons  for  its  repeal  are,  to  my  mind, 
clear  and  sufficient  I  am  not  fond  of 
speaking  on  this  or  any  other  subject,  and 
it  is  almost  dangerous  to  speak  on  this 
one.  There  was  an  amendment  proposed 
two  years  ago  similar  to  the  one  that  is 
now  before  us,  and  I  ventured  then  to  say 
something  on  the  subject  A  correspond- 
ent writing  from  Prince  Edward  Island  up 
to  the  province  of  Ontario,  some  twelve 
hundred  miles  from  where  I  live,  attacked 
the  Senators  from  Prince  Edward  Island 
generally,  saying  in  his  letter  that  if  the 
readers  of  the  paper  to  which  he  wrote 
knew  anything  of  the  habits  of  the 
Senators  from  Prince  Edward  Island,  very 
little  importance  would  be  attached  to 
anything  they  might  say  in  reference  to 
the  subject.  Again,  \^ith  reference  to 
myself,  he  said  it  was  well  known  that 
being  largely  engaged  in  the  West  India 
trade,  I  would  feel  the  pinch  of  the  shoe. 
The  writer  of  that  letter  either  knew  what 
he  was  writing  about  or  he  did  not.  If  he 
knew  that  I  was  not  in  the  trade,  further 
than  importing  sugar  and  molasses,  he 
wrote  a  deliberate  falsehood ;  if  he  did 
not  know  it  he  was  equally  guilty. 
It  is  only  another  proof  that  a  man 
may  be  a  malicious  slanderer  even 
though  he  writes  the  word  "  Reverend  '^ 
before  his  name.  I  do  not  wish  to  say 
anything  more  on  this  subject  further  than 
to  add  that  I  know  whereof  I  speak  ;  my 
own  observations  are  sufficient  to  satisfy 
me,  and  I  hope  the  statistics  which  I  have 
given  will  be  sufficient  to  satisfy  the  House. 
I  shall  certainly  vote  for  the  Bill  as  it  has 
been  already  amended. 
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Hon.  Mr.  O'DONOHOE— Listening 
to  this  debate,  there  are  two  aspects  in 
which  it  appears  to  me  ;  one  is  the  coer- 
cive character  of  the  Scott  Act,  and  the 
other  the  question  of  temperance.  To  me, 
the  coercive  character  of  the  Act  is 
extremely  objectionable.  Much  has  been 
said  of  it  by  the  different  speakers,  and  I 
feel  that  with  the  views  which  present 
themselves  to  my  mind,  I  would  be 
scarcely  doing  justice  to  myself  if  I  failed 
to  express  my  opinion  upon  that  character 
of  the  Act  and  upon  the  general  question. 
I  hold  it  would  be  entirely  wrong  that 
there  should  be  any  enactment  of  Parlia- 
ment by  any  number  of  the  people 
coercing  any  other  number  of  the  people 
to  do  this  or  to  do  that  out  of  the  natural 
order.  I  believe  if  you  allow  enact- 
ments of  the  character  of  the  Scott 
Act  to  be  placed  on  the  statute  book, 
that  no  one  can  tell  where  the  liberty  or 
the  rights  of  the  subject  shall  end.  If  to- 
day they  can  say  "  you  must  not  drink," 
to-morrow  they  may  say  "you  muse  not 
eat ; "  or  they  may  say  to  you  to-morrow 
what  you  shall  eat  or  what  you  shall 
drink,  or  what  you  shall  not  eat, 
or  what  you  shall  not  drink.  That  I 
hold  to  be  thoroughly  wrong,  and  to  be 
a'proceeding  that  this  House  should  not 
countenance,  and  when  this  measure  is 
before  this  House,  it  does  seem  to 
me  to  be  our  duty  to  eliminate  from  it  its 
objectionable  features.  I  hold  that  it  is 
wrong,  the  Act  itself  ;  that  it  is  crude  as 
to  the  question  of  temperance.  What 
does  it  say,  and  what  are  its  provisions  ? 
One  of  the  leading  provisions  of  the  Act 
is  that  you  cannot  purchase  less  than  ten 
gallons  of  whiskey  to  commence  your 
career  of  temperance.  I  have  been  told 
by  some  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  have 
spoken  here  to-night,  that  beer  contains 
4  per  cent  of  alcohol,  and  that  wines  may 
have  more  than  12  per  cent  \  but  no  hon. 
gentleman  has  ventured  to  say  what  per- 
centage of  alcohol  there  is  in  whiskey, 
with  which  you  can  supply  the  people  to 
the  extent  of  ten  gallons  each,  under  this 
Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN--r-45  per  cent 

Hon.  Mr.  O'DONOHOE— 45  per 
cent  of  alcohol,  the  temperance  men 
permit  you  to  buy,  but  4  per  cent,  they 


forbid  you  from  having.  Is  that  temper- 
ance ?  To  my  mind,  it  is  the  strangest 
method  of  producing  temperance  in  a 
community,  thatever  was  enacted  or  thought 
of.  The  man  who  might  buy  a  gallon  of 
liquor  instead  of  ten  gallons,  is  prohibited 
from  doing  it.  He  who  might  be  able  to 
buy  any  quantity  under  10  gallons,  is  pro- 
hibited ;  but  the  man  who  has  the 
means,  and  requires  it,  is  enabled  to  pur- 
chase ten  gallons  and  take  it  home  to  his 
family  and  friends.  Is  that  temperance  ? 
It  is  the  most  novel  kind  of  temperance 
that  has  ever  been  known,  or  in  regard  to 
which  any  act  has  ever  been  passed.  I 
cannot  conceive  that  to  be  temperance. 
I  cannot  conceive  that,  because  a  man  is 
able  to  buy  ten  gallons  he  is  permitted  to 
buy  it  and  take  it  home  with  him  and 
invite  his  neighbors  and  have  a  good  time 
with  it,  while  he  is  not  permitted  to  pur- 
chase less  than  ten  gallons,  it  is  promot- 
ing the  cause  of  temperance.  The  Act 
reduces  the  quantity  of  beer  that  may  be 
sold  to  eight  gallons,  but  you  can  buy 
nothing  less  than  eight  gallons  under  the 
Scott  Act  Why  make  the  quantity  of 
beer  less  than  the  quantity  of  whiskey  ? 
I  have  never  heard  any  reason  for  that. 
Eight  gallons  of  beer  does  not  contain  as 
much  alcohol  as  one  gallon  of  whiskey, 
and  why  reduce  the  quantity  of  beer  ?  I 
dare  say  that  fifty  gallons  of  beer  would  not 
have  as  much  alcohol  as  ten  gallons  of 
of  whiskey,  and  yet  we  are  denied  the  beer 
on  which  drunkenness  is  rare,  and  allow- 
ed whiskey,  on  which  drunkenness  is  com- 
mon. They  allow  whiskey  which  creates 
drunkenness^  which  fills  the  asylums, 
and  prisons,  and  police  courts,  makes 
families  miserable,  and  brings  ruin  to  the 
masses ;  they  deny  beer,  in  which  there  is 
only  four  or  five  per  cent,  of  alcohol,  of 
which  everyone  in  the  family  can  partake 
without  drunkenness,  without  madness, 
without  frenzy.  If  a  man  is  drunk  on 
beer  he  does  not  become  wild  or  insane. 
What  kind  of  drunkenness  is  \%  that  is  pro- 
duced by  using  too  much  beer  ?  It  is  a 
kind  of  somnolent  drunkenness ;  it  pro- 
duces sleep,  and  makes  the  drinker  harm- 
less. Some  of  those  very  energetic  advo- 
cates of  temperance  tell  us  that  beer  is  of 
no  value  but  for  the  alcohol  that  is  in  it, 
and  if  you  take  the  4  or  5  per  cent  ot 
alcohol  out  of  it,  the  rest  would  be  dirty 
water,  and  it  would  not  be  used  at  all.     It 
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would  be  perfectly  harmless  as  a  drink; 
still  the  temperance  people  insist  that 
instead  of  4  per  cent,  of  alcohol,  or  the 
liquor  containing  4  per  cent,  and 
that  would  make  a  man  sleepy  and  harm- 
less, he  must  take  the  liquor  that  would 
make  him  mad.  That  is  the  advocacy  of 
temperance,  as  I  hear  it.  I  was  very  much 
pleased  to  hear  the  reasonable  and  calm 
manner  in  which  the  subject  was  intro- 
duced by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  York. 
If  the  advocates  of  temperance  in  this 
House  and  elsewhere  could  only  reason 
it  in  a  like  strain,  their  advocacy  would 
certainly  have  more  attraction  for,  and 
greater  affect  on,  the  minds  of  reasoning 
men ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  men  who  rea- 
son with  temperance  advocates  on  the 
subject  are  called  hard  and  harsh  names. 
Why  have  our  temperance  friends  not  the 
common  sense  to  feel  that  those  who  differ 
from  them  on  this  important  question  have 
honest  convictions  as  well  as  themselves  ? 
We  who  are  here  to-day  speaking  of  intro- 
ducing light  wines  and  beer  as  a  bevers^e, 
hold,  and  believe  sincerely,  that  these  are 
more  temperate  beverages  than  whiskey  in 
any  quantity  beyond  ten  gallons,  and  if  we 
do,  why  should  we  be  called  unreasonable 
for  advocating  that  view  of  it  ?  Surely,  we 
ought  to  get  credit  for  sincerity,  as  well  as 
the  advocates  of  temperance  who  hope  to 
be  looked  upon  as  being  sincere.  That  is 
the  view  with  which,  in  my  humble  judg- 
ment, questions  of  this  sort  should  1^ 
presented  to  this  House.  If  the  views 
expressed  by  hon.  gentlemen  here  are  their 
honest  convictions,  and  they  are  expressed 
in  the  public  interest,  they  should  get 
credit  for  sincerity,  no  matter  from 
which  side  they  come.  By  this  Bill,  the 
German  would  be  deprived  of  his  glass  of 
lager.  I  for  one  would  not  deprive  him 
of  it.  On  the  other  side  of  the  line,  and 
in  parts  of  western  Canada,  we  see  the 
thrifty  and  industrious  head  of  a  family 
with  his  wife  and  children  on  a  Sunday 
afternoon,  or  a  Saturday  evening,  enjoying 
himself  in  the  beer  gardens  over  his  glass 
of  lager,  happy  and  contented,  and  going 
home  quietly  and  happily,  to  work  harder 
the  coming  week,  in  the  hope  that  the 
same  day  of  mirth  and  relaxation  will  recur 
on  the  coming  Sunday.  Ought  we  to  take 
that  pleasure  away  from  that  German  fam- 
ily who  have  been  accustomed  to  this  enjoy- 
ment all  their  lifetime  ?  Ought  I  to  assist, 

Hon.  Mr.  O'DONOHOE. 


because  I  have  my  own  peculiar  views,  in 
depriving  that  man  and  his  £a.mily  of  this 
harmless  recreation — a  man  not  known  to 
the  courts  or  to  the  police,  a  hard-working 
man  in  the  field  and  in  the  factory,  de- 
prive him  of  that  beverage  to  which  he  is 
accustomed — his  glass  of  lager  and  his 
pritzel,  and  other  comforts  that  make  him 
happy  and  contented  ?  I  think  it  is  only 
unreasonable  legislation  that  would  de- 
prive him  of  it.  If  I  or  my  family  wish 
for  a  glass  of  beer  or  wine  at  our  table, 
should  any  set  of  men  ask  for  an  Act  of 
Parliament  to  deprive  me  of  that  luxury  ? 
Should  the  man  who  cultivates  his  vines 
in  western  Canada,  and  manufactures  his 
grapes  into  light  wines,  be  prevented  from 
using  the  wine  of  his  vineyard  ?  Should 
I  interfere  with  those  who  buy  his  wine  ? 
God  forbid  that  I  should,  or  that  I  should 
record  my  vote  in  favor  of  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament that  would  deprive  him  of  the 
right  to  do  it.  Some  of  my  hoa  friends 
spoke  of  the  injury  that  this  Act  might  be 
to  certain  interests.  That  is  a  point  worth 
considering.  Should  we,  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament, take  away  the  property  of  men 
who  have  invested  their  all  in  it — ^men 
who  have  planted  those  vineyards,  and 
who  have  built  those  breweries  ?  If  the 
public  want  them,  is  it  not  easier  and  more 
just  that  the  people  at  large  should  put 
their  hands  in  their  pockets  and  contribute 
to  pay  for  the  brewery  or  for  the  vineyards 
than  that  we  should  make  the  whole  loss 
fall  upon  the  man  who  created  it,  and  who 
was  justified  in  creating  it,  and  wMo  has 
had  the  law  on  his  side  in  creating  it  ?  If 
the  public  want  land  for  a  railway,  do  they 
take  it  from  the  farmer  without  compensa- 
tion ?  Not  at  all ;  the  first  thing  that  is 
done  is  to  measure  the  land  that  the  com- 
pany is  entitled  to  take,  but  they  are 
bound  to  pay  for  it.  What  difference  is 
there  in  value  between  that  land,  and  the 
brewery  and  its  attachments?  The 
public  want  the  one,  the  public  want 
the  other.  If  the  public  want  my 
brewery  that  has  cost  me  $100,000, 
it  is  much  easier  for  4,000,000 
of  people,  if  they  want  it  in  the 
interests  of  the  public,  to  put  their  hands 
in  their  pockets  and  pay  for  it  than  to  make 
me,  as  an  individual,  lose  the  all  that  I 
have  invested  in  it,  invested  under  a 
license,  and  under  the  law,  as  I  had  a  per- 
fect right  to  do.     It  is  not  only  the  brewer 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Temperance  Act^  eto.^  [MAY  26, 1886]  Amendment  BUI. 


985 


that  this  Act  affects,  putting  aside  for  the 
moment  altogether  its  coercive  character, 
but  it  interferes  with  almost  every  order  of 
business.  You  find  the  bankers  petition- 
uig  against  it.  They  have  notes  from 
people  who  have  invested  their  all  in 
these  establishments.  The  breweries  have 
in  connection  with  them  the  coopers  who 
make  the  barrels ;  the  men  who  produce 
Che  staves ;  the  saw-mill  that  cuts  the 
wood — they  have  the  whole  system  of 
business  in  connection  with  those  institu- 
tions. Shall  we  throw  all  those  out  of 
business  ?  Shall  we  disturb  the  business 
of  the  country  to  such  an  extent  under 
this  Act  ?  No,  this  Act  will  do  no  good  ; 
what  will  do  good,  and  what  have  been 
doing  good  are  these :  the  platform,  the 
press  and  the  pulpit — these  are  the  proper 
and  natural  means  to  bring  men  to  tem- 
perance. They  have  done  it  Canada  is 
to-day  first  of  all  the  lands  in  the  world 
in  point  of  temperance.  The  people  of 
Canada  are  to-day  the  most  temperate 
people  on  the  earth.  It  may  not  have 
been  so  25  years  ago.  What  has  pro- 
duced the  change? — the  instruments  to 
which  I  refer,  the  press,  the  pulpit  and 
the  platform.  Send  men  forward  in  their 
benevolence  to  speak  to  their  fellow  men 
of  the  danger  of  intemperance ;  let  them 
address  them  in  their  common  humanity ; 
let  them  address  them  in  their  affliction, 
and  in  love  convert  them  from  intemper- 
ance to  temperance,  and  then,  and  not 
till  then,  will  you  have  a  wave  of  temper- 
ance principles  overspread  the  land  as  it 
should  do,  not  producing  an  election  in 
this  county  and  in  that,  but  universal 
temperance.  What  an  anomoly  it  is, 
having  an  election  to-day  in  one  county 
which  adopts  the  Act,  while  the  adjoining 
county  rejects  it !  In  such  cases  you  have 
temperance  in  one  and  intemperance  in  the 
other.  What  sort  of  system  is  that  checkered 
system  that  enforces  temperance  upon  an 
unwilling  people?  You  are  drawing 
people  to  the  polls,  because  temperance 
advocates  tell  us  that  they  spend  lots  of 
money.  Men  who  band  themselves 
together  in  that  way  and  spend  money 
wUl  bring  people  to  the  polls,  whereas 
the  masses  of  the  people  in  those  counties 
arequite  indifferent;  but  by  those  means  the 
Act  is  brought  into  operation  in  some 
manidpalities,  and  the  result  is  we  find, 
in  the  few  counties  in  which  the  Act  is  in 


force,  that  more  liquor  is  sold  and  con- 
sumed than  there  was  under  the  license 
system.  We  find  from  the  returns  pre- 
sented to  Parliament  that  there  has  been 
more  liquor  sold  in  the  county  of  Halton 
since  the  adoption  of  the  Scott  Act  than 
there  was  before  We  find  that  large 
quantities  of  liquor  were  sold  there  in  the 
name  of  medicine,  and  in  every  possible 
illicit  way  liquor  has  been  sold  to  the 
people,  and  the  revenue  has  been 
cheated.  No  money  was  received  for 
license  or  revenue,  but  liquors  were  sold, 
liquors  of  the  worst  kind,  and  in  all  kinds 
of  places.  You  make  smugglers  by  this 
Act ;  you  establish  espionage  by  this  Act ; 
you  make  pimps  and  spies  by  this  Act ; 
you  make  men  go  into  court  and  commit 
perjury  to  save  themselves  from  the  gaol 
and  ruin.  Let  us  substitute  for  the  ten 
gallons  of  whiskey,  eight  gallons  of  beer ; 
let  us  have  the  courage  of  our  convictions ; 
we  are  here  to-day  to  do  our  duty  as 
men.  Our  duty  is  to  give  to  the  people 
sound  light  wines,  and  wholesome  beer, 
and  when  we  have  given  these  and  the 
wine  that  we  produce  in  our  own  country, 
we  will  put  them  under  proper  examina- 
tion and  under  proper  surveillance  by  the 
Government,  and  we  will  let  no  wine  or 
beer  be  sold  that  is  not  up  to  the  standard, 
and  is  not  a  sound  and  wholesome  bever- 
age. I  give  great  credit,  and  shall  always 
give  credit,  for  much  of  the  work  that  has 
been  accomplished  by  temperance  men, 
but  when  they  speak  of  us  who  oppose  their 
Act  as  being  intemperate,  I  take  issue  with 
them.  Who  are  the  temperate  men  ?  I 
say  that  those  who  support  the  introduc- 
tion of  ale  and  light  wines  and  prohibit 
whiskey  are  the  real  temperance  advocates 
— men  who  will  not  forbid  the  use  of 
what  is  reasonable.  I  appreciate  very 
highly  what  the  member  from  Toronto  said 
when  he  spoke  of  the  intemperance  of 
temperance  men.  Who  are  they  who  are 
not  in  favor  of  temperance  ?  Are  there 
any  men  worth  knowing  in  the  Dominion 
who  are  not  in  favor  of  temperance? 
What  matters  it  if  a  man  is  a  moderate 
drinker  himself,  at  home  or  elsewhere,  as 
long  as  he  does  not  abuse  his  liberty  to 
use  liquor?  What  business  has  he  to 
drag  in  his  own  habits  of  life  into  this 
Chamber  ?  We  are  discussing  this  ques- 
tion from  a  public  point  of  view,  and, 
therefore,  what  we  are  urging  to-night  is, 
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the  substitution  of  ale  and  light  wines  for 
whiskey  as  a  beverage,  that  the  people  will 
find  more  healthful,  that  the  advocate  of 
temperance  can  recommend  on  the  plat- 
foim,  and  tell  their  hearers  that  they  can 
take  it  to  their  homes ;  that  there  is  no 
madness  in  it,  and  they  will  bring  about 
a  more  satisfactory  state  of  things  than 
now  exists.  These  frauds  on  the  revenue 
by  smuggling,  the  system  of  espionage 
and  pimping  will  be  banished,  and 
temperance  principles  will  prevail.  Tem- 
perance men,  I  admit,  have  done  a  great 
deal,  but  temperance  men  belong  to  no 
side  in  politics.  They  belong  to  all  sides. 
We  find  every  church  engaged  in  the  good 
work.  We  have  found  gentlemen,  in 
debating  this  question,  citing  the  opinions 
of  learned  men,  theologians  of  great 
experience,  and  men  who  have  travelled 
through  the  world  and  have  observed  the 
habits  of  the  people  of  other  countries. 
The  opinions  of  those  excellent  men  and 
high  authorities  are  against  the  Scott  Act. 
I,  therefore,  produce  none  of  those 
authorities.  They  have  been  well  cited 
by  the  senior  member  from  Hnlifax.  1 
would  take  it  to  be  a  misuse  of  the 
time  of  the  House  to  repeat  those 
authorities.  They  are  reported,  and  will 
appear  in  the  Senate  Debates,  where 
the  public  will  have  an  opportunity 
to  read  ihem,  and  T  consider  that  better 
than  to  repeat  what  has  been  so  well  said 
by  others  before  me.  There  is  one  au- 
thority, however,  to  which  I  would  refer 
on  that  point.  It  is  an  editorial  article 
published  in  the'  Week  of  the  21st  inst : — 

'*  It  cannot  be  too  often  repeated  that  the 
question  is  not  whether  drunkenness  is  sinful 
and  ruinous,  which  nobody  doubts,  nor 
whether  wine  is  wholesome,  but  whether 
coercive  legislation  is  wise  and  just?  If, 
indeed,  \vine  or  beer  were  literally  poison,  it 
would  be  necessary  and  right  to  suppress  the 
sale.  But  who  believes  that  wine  or  beer  is 
literally  poison,  either  to  bod^  or  to  mind  ? 
Certainly  not  Canon  Farrar.  since  he  admits 
that  they  are  drunk  by  millions  who  not  only 
continue  alive,  but  remain  wise  and  virtuous. 
Whole  nations  drink  the  so-called  poison 
daily  without  feeling  themselves  the  worse 
for  it.  Regular  wine  drinkers  often  live  to 
patriarchal  ages.  We  could  ourselves  mention 
some  who  have  reached  their  hundredth  year. 
Cornaro.  the  famous  dietist  and  centenarian, 
drank  the  light  wine  of  his  country.  Mr. 
Gladstone  is  an  illustrious  proof  of  the  truth 
of  the  opinion  prononnced  the  other  day  by 
Dr.  Andrew  Clark,  that  a  glass  of  wine  at  the 

Hon.  Mr.  O'DONOHOE. 


principal  meal  hartA  no  man  in  body,  mind 
or  spirit.  The  man  who  governa  England 
and  leads  the  House  of  Commons  at  seventy- 
six  with  unimpaired — it  might  almost  seem 
with  ever-increasine  vigor — drinks  wine  as  is 
well  known,  every  day  with  his  dinner;  and 
as  we  may  ventuire  to  f>ay  that  he  has  never 
been  gnWty  of  excess  in  his  life,  he  is  also  a 
disproof  of  the  preposterous  assertion  that 
temperate  use  must  lead  to  abuse.  The 
fineer  of  repfobation  is  always  pointed  by 
pronibitionists  at  England,  as  the  great  beer- 
drinking  country  ;  but,  if  beer  is  the  l>everage 
of  a  nation  which  in  almost  every  line  of  great- 
ness leads  the  world,  itseems  to  follow, however, 
scandalous  to  the  prohibitionist  the  inference 
may  be,  that  there  is  no  great  harm  in  drink- 
ing beer.  The  English  navvy,  who  always 
drinks  beer,  can  do  a  harder  day's  work  than 
any  other  man  in  the  world.  What  people 
really  mean  when  they  say  that  wine  or  beer 
is  poison,  is  onl^  that,  in  their  judgment,  it  is 
unwholesome,  just  as  in  the  opinion  of  many 
are  tobacco,  green  tea  and  pastry.  They 
speak,  in  short,  f^uratively,  and  penal  legis- 
lation cannot  be  Mised  on  figures  of  speech. 
After  all,  oueht  we  not,  in  this  as  in  other 
questions  of  diet,  to  make  allowance  for 
difference  of  climate,  individual  temperament 
and  occupation?  The  preachers  and  the 
ladies  who  are  the  most  earnest  workers  in 
favor  of  pi")hil>iiion,  l»ein<:  sedantary  in  their 
iisibitH  uiiij  nut  lining  iiiucli  bo*l>iv  exertion^ 
are  naturally  drinkers  ot  tea.  Is  not  the 
navvy,  the  miner  or  the  stevedore  just  aa 
naturally  a  drinker  of  beer  ?  " 

With  these  observations,  which  I  make 
in  all  candor  to  this  House,  while  the 
Scott  Act  has  had  a  trial  of  eight  years,  I 
trust  that  the  same  generous  trial  which 
was  given  to  it  will  be  extended  to  the 
amendment  proposed  by  this  House  to- 
night I  hope  hon.  gentlemen  will  see 
the  prudence  of  giving  the  amendment 
the  same  trial  as  the  Scott  Act  has  had, 
and  if  in  the  course  of  some  years  it  is 
found  that  better  can  be  done,  and  that 
an  improvement  is  not  made,  this  House 
will  not  be  tied  to  the  opinions  o!  to-day, 
but  can  take  up  the  question  again  and  do 
the  best  for  the  public  that  can  be  done 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— As  there  are 
several  gentlemen  who  desire  to  take  part 
in  this  debate,  myself  amongst  the  number^ 
I  move  that  the  debate  be  adjourned 
until  to-morrow. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— The  House  wUI 
understand  that  this  matter  has  been 
postponed  day  afcer  day  on  the  applica- 
tion of  the  hon.  gentleman  who  now 
moves  for  this  adjournment     He  has  ab- 
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sented  himself  from  the  House  on  several 
occasions  \^hen  the  question  might  have 
been  taken  up  and  settled,  and  I  do  not 
think  it  comes  with  good  grace  from  him 
now  that  the  debate  should  be  adjourned. 
The  House  has  been  sitting  from  the 
early  afternoon  until  half  past  ten  o'clock 
discussing  this  question,  and  I  think  it  is 
trifling  with  the  House  that  the  vote 
should  not  now  be  taken.  There  are  no 
new  arguments  to  be  brought  forward. 
My  hon.  friend  knows  that  there  is  nothing 
to  be  said  that  will  be  particularly  inter- 
esting to  anybody — in  fact,  we  have  been 
told  that  it  is  of  the  greatest  importance 
that  this  Bill  should  not  be  delayed,  in 
the  interests  of  temperance.  Several  days 
ago,  there  was  a  desire  shown  that  the 
House  should  be  forced  to  take  the  final 
stage  on  this  Bill  before  the  recess. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— That  was  be- 
fore the  Bill  was  mutilated. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— I  think  it  comes 
with  equally  bad  grace  from  the  hon. 
member  from  Niagara  to  oppose  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate,  because  he 
addressed  the  House  himself  at  great 
length,  and  he  now  wishes  to  deprive 
those  who  have  not  had  that  opportunity  of 
the  same  privilege  he  exercised  himself. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  beg  the  hon. 
gentleman's  pardon;  I  have  not  taken 
any  part  in  the  debate  on  those  amend- 
ments at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  think  if 
there  are  gentlemen  here  who  want  to 
speak  on  this  subject  and  cannot  do  so 
this  evening,  the  debate  should  be  ad- 
journed to  allow  them  an  opportunity  to 
speak.  Although  I  am  in  favor  of  the 
amendment,  and  opposed  to  this  Act 
totally,  I  am  in  favor  of  adjourning  the 
debate  to  give  all  who  wish  to  take  part 
n  it  an  opportunity  of  expressing  their 
views. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES — I  was  very 
much  surprised,  indeed,  when  six  o'clock 
arrived  that  the  request  that  the  debate 
should  be  adjourned  was  not  complied 
with.  It  is  true  that  the  plea  was  raised 
that  a  number  of  gentlemen  wished  to  go 
home.  Thatmay  bevery  well  for  hon.  gentle- 


men who  live  within  a  few  hundred  miles 
of  Ottawa,  and  who  can  take  a  run  home 
occasionally  and  come  back  again  when 
any  question  in.  which  they  are  deeply 
interested  comes  before  the  House  ;  but 
other  gentlemen  who  have  not  had  an 
opportunity  of  seeing  their  homes  or  their 
families  for  four  months,  feel  that  it  is  a 
hardship,  after  being  idle  for  a  period  of 
two  weeks,  to  be  compelled  to  come  up 
here  this  evening  to  continue  this  debate 
when  there  is  really  no  business  of  any 
consequence  before  the  House  to  prevent 
this  matter  being  debated  to-morrow  or 
next  day.  If  we  were  pressed  for  time  to 
dispose  of  the  business  before  us,  I  could 
then  see  some  good  reason  why  this 
debate  should  be  brought  to  a  close.  I 
have  not  said  anything  on  this  subject,  and 
it  was  not  my  intention  to  do  so  until 
within  the  last  48  hours  when  I  saw  the 
course  that  affairs  were  taking,  and  the 
extraordinm-y  way  in  which  this  question 
is  being  dealt  with,  and  I  now  feel  it  my 
duty  not  to  give  a  silent  vote  on  it. 
The  amendment  before  the  House  was 
proposed  by  the  hon.  member  from 
Halifax,  and  I  was  inclined  to  support  it 
in  the  first  place,  but  after  the  other  extra- 
ordinary amendment  which  will  entirely 
destroy  the  usefulness  of  the  Scott  Act, 
and  do  more  to  retard  temperance  princi- 
ples than  anything  I  know  of — that  is,  the 
exemption  of  light  wines,  ale  and  lager 
beer  from  the  operation  of  the  Act — I  shall 
certainly  be  compelled  to  vote  aginst  that 
amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— There 
are  many  gentleman  who  wish  to  express 
their  opinions  on  this  subject,  and  as  it 
will  take  some  time  to  do  so  it  will  be  in- 
convenient to  keep  the  House  sitting  until 
midnight  when  we  will  have  very  little  ta 
do  to  morrow. 

The  House 'divided  on  the  motion  to 
adjourn  the  debate,  which  was  carried  on. 
the  following  division. 

Contents: 
Hod.  Mepsrs. 


Alexander, 

Alian, 

ArmaDd, 

BaillargeoD, 

BoldaCj 


Hay  thorn  e, 
Kaulbach, 
Leonard, 
Mclnnes, 
Miller  (Speaker), 
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BoQcberviJle  de 

•Chaffers, 

•Ohapaie, 

DeBloiSy 

Ferrier, 

Flint, 

Oiranl, 

■Grant, 


Paquet, 

Pelletier, 

Poirier, 

Power, 

Scott, 

Stevens, 

Vidal, 

Wark.— 26. 


NON-COVTENTS : 

Hon.  Mesere. 


Alinon, 

•Campbel]  (Sir  Alex. 

Carvel  1, 

Clemow, 

■Glaeier, 

Hamilton, 

Lauoete, 

ifcDocald, 

McKay, 

McKindeey, 

McMillan, 


Macdonald, 
,  Madnnefi, 
Montgomery, 
Nelson, 
North  wood, 
U'Donohoe.. 
Ogiivie, 
Plumb, 
Robitaille, 
Smith, 
Turner.— 22. 


Hon.  Mr  PLUMB  called  the  attention 
of  the  Speaker  to  the  fact  that  the  hon. 
member  from  Quinte  had  not  voted. 

Hon.  Mr  READ — I  have  paired. 
CANNED  GOODS  BILL. 

THIRD   READING   POSTPONED. 

The  order  of  the  day  being  read  for 
third  reading  of  the  Bill  intituled  '*  An 
Act  respecting  Canned  Goods,"  as 
amended, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
that  the  third  clause  of  the  Bill  be  struck 
out 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
now  move  to  strike  from  the  5th  clause, 
which  will  now  be  the  4th  clause,  the 
word  "original" 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER— The  motion  is  now 
on  the  3rd  reading  of  the  Bill 

Hon.  Mr.  CARVELL— I  received  a 
communication  this  afternoon  from  a 
gentleman  who  is  largely  interested  in  the 
canned  goods  trade,  and  I  would  ask  the 
Minister  of  Justice  to  allow  the  3rd  read- 
ing of  the  Bill  to  stand  until  to-morrow. 


Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL- 1 
have  no  objection  to  allow  the  3rd  read 
ing  to  stand  over. 

The  order  of  the  day  was  discharged, 
and  it  was  ordered  that  the  Bill  be  read 
the  3rd  time  to-morrow. 

LONDON  LIFE  INSURANCE  CO^a 
BILL 

SECOND    READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (76),  "An  Act  to  amend 
the  Act  respecting  the  London  Life  In- 
surance Company."  He  said :  There  are 
several  sections  in  this  Bill  that  will 
probably  require  the  attention  of  the  com- 
mittee. I  hardly  care  just  now  to  take  up 
the  time  of  the  House  by  referring  at 
length  to  the  different  features  of  the 
Bill,  but  I  think  they  are  all  in  the  direct- 
ion of  proper  legislation,  and  I  would  ask 
that  the  Bill  be  read  the  second  time  and 
referred  to  the  committee. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  10.50  p.m. 


THE  SENATE 

Ottaufa^  Wednesday,  May  2 j thy  1885- 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  chair  at 
three  o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

CANADA  TEMPERANCE  ACT  AND 
LIQUOR  LICENSE  ACT  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

DECLARATION   PRESENTED. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Before  the  peti- 
tions are  read,  I  desire  to  bring  to  the 
notice  of  the  House  the  fact  that  a  decla- 
ration, under  the  statute,  has  been  placed 
in  my  hand,  made  by  Alexander  Mac- 
dougald,  of  Greenfield,  township  of 
Kenyon,  Glengarry,  in  which  he  states 
that  his  name  is  attached  to  the  petition 
praying  that  certain  changes  be  made  to 
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the  Canada  Temperance  Act,  and  that  it 
is  there  without  his  authority ;  that  he  did 
not  give  any  authority  to  attach  hb  name, 
nor  did  he  put  it  there.  I  have  examined 
the  petition,  and  I  find  the  name  A  Mac- 
dougall,  Greenfield,  therein.  The  decla- 
ration is  as  follows : — 

Gavada :  1 

Province  of  Ontario,  >  I,  Albxander  Mo- 
Otnmiy  of  GUngarry,}  Dona  all,  of  Green- 
field, in  the  township  of  Kenyon,  in  the 
county  of  Glengarry,  Postmaster,  do  solemnly 
declare — 

1.  That  I  am  informed  that  a  petition, 
signed,  or  purporting  to  be  signed,  by  about 
600  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  county  of  Glen- 
isarry,  has  been  lately  presented  to  the  Senate 
of  Canada  by  Hon.  D.  McMillan,  praying  that 
the  Canada  Temperance  Act  might  be 
amended  so  as  to  exempt  ale,  porter,  la^er 
beer,  light  wine  and  cider  from  the  operation 
of  the  Act,  and  that,  hereafter,  three-fifths  of 
the  votes  passed  in  an^r  county  must  be  in 
fav^r  of  the  Act  before  it  is  adopted  in  such 
countv. 

2.  That  I  am  informed,  among  other  names, 
appears  the  name  of  A.  Macdougall,  Green- 
field. 

3.  That  I  am  ihe  only  person  of  that  name 
residing  at  Greenfield  in  said  county. 

4.  That  I  have  not  signed  said  petition. 

5.  That  if  my  name  appears  on  said  petition 
as  aforesaid,  it  mjist  nave  been  signed  by 
some  other  person  without  my  knowledge  or 
authority,  and  is  therefore  a  foreery. 

And  I  make  this  solemn  declaration  con- 
scientiously, believing  the  Aame  to  be  true  and 
by  virtue  of  the  Act  passed  in  the  37th  year  of 
Her  Majesty's  reign,  entitled  *<  An  Act  for  the 
Suppression  of  Voluntary  and  Extra-judicial 
oaths.'' 

A.  MoDouGALD. 

Declared  before  me  at 
Township  of  Eenvon 
in  the  County  of  Glen- 

Sirry,  this  26th  day  of 
ay,  A.D.  1885. 

James  Frasbr,  J.P., 

A  Justice  of  the  Peace  in  and 
for  the  County  of  Glengarry. 

I  desire  to  lay  this  on  the  table. 

The  SPEAKER— Perhaps  it  would  be 
as  well  to  have  the  matter  stand  over  for 
a  day  or  two. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— I  presented 
the  petition  to  this  House.  Of  course,  I 
know  nothing  about  whether  Mr.  Mc- 
Dougall  signed  the  petition,  or  whether  he 


authorized  any  one^else  to  sign  it  on  his 
behalf  or  not  However,  Mr.  McDougall 
does  not  say  in  that  declaration  that  he  is 
the  only  man  of  the  name  at  Green- 
field. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— He  does. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN — He  does  not 
say  that  he  is  the  only  McDougall  residing 
in  Greenfield,  but  that  Greenfield  is  his 
post  office. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— He  says  '*  That 
I  am  the  only  person  of  that  name  resid- 
ing at  Greenfield  in  said  county." 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— The  hon. 
gentleman  must  remember  that  there  are 
a  great  many  McDougalls  in  the  county^ 
of  Glengarry.  There  are  a  great  many 
McDougalls  in  the  township  of  Kenyon,. 
and  I  have  no  doubt  there  are  a  great 
many  McDougalls  whose  post  office  is 
Greenfield.  I  am  not  going  to  say  wheth- 
er this  McDougall  signed  that  petition,, 
but  I  will  go  a  little  further  and  say  if  I 
had  been  seeking  names  to  that  petition  I 
would  not  have  asked  him,  because  I 
would  be  perfectly  satisfied  that  McDou- 
gall would  not  sign  an  Anti-Scott  Act 
petition,  although  he  would  not  be  willing 
to  sign  a  petition  favoring  temperance,, 
yet  he  would  be  willing  to  sign  the  Scott 
Act  petition  ;  that  is  his  character. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— There  is  no  impu- 
tation or  any  question  respecting  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  presented  the  petition. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— No,  but  it  is 
going  a  little  out  of  the  way  to  get  up  a 
declaration  of  that  kind.  I  know  in  a 
great  many  instances  the  petitions  that 
were  sent  in  here  in  favor  of  the  Scott 
Act  were  signed  by  two  or  three  individu- 
als, whereas  there  were  two  or  three  hun- 
dred names  to  some  of  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— Would  it  not  be 
well  to  appoint  a  committee  to  look  over 
the  petitions  for  or  against  the  Scott  Act» 
to  inquire  into  the  genuineness  of  the  sig- 
natures? 

The  matter  then  dropped. 
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CANNED  GOODS  BILL. 

THIRD  READING  POSTPONED. 

The  order  of  the  day  having  been  called 
for  the  third  reading  ot  Bill  (U),  "  An  Act 
respecting  Canned  Goods," 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said  : 
The  hon.  gentleman  from  Charlottetown 
asked  me  to  postpone  the  third  reading  of 
this  Bill  until  this  afternoon. 

Hon.  Mr.  CARVE  LL— From  the  time 
I  made  the  request  until  now,  I  have  not 
had  any  opportunity  to  look  at  the  Bill  at 
all,  and  I  do  not  know  whether  I  am  jus- 
tified in  asking  the  House  to  postpone  the 
third  reading  until  to-morrow. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
have  no  objection  to  postponing  it  until 
to-morrow.  I  move  that  the  order  of  the 
day  be  discharged. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  ordered  for  the  third  reading  to- 
morrow. 

CONSOLIDATED    RAILWAY     ACT 
AMENDMENT  BILI. 

DROPPED. 

The  order  of  the  day  being  read,  the 
House  again  in  Committee  of  the  Whole 
on  Bill  (Q),  "An  Act  further  to  amend  the 
Consolidated  Railway  Act  1879," 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said  : 
I  propose,  with  the  consent  of  the  Minister 
of  Railways,  to  drop  this  measure,  and  I 
move,  therefore,  that  the  order  of  the  day 
be  discharged. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
order  of  the  day  was  discharged. 

CANADA  TEMPERANCE  ACT  AND 
LIQUOR  LICENSE  ACT  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

DEKATE   CONCLUDED. 

The  order  of  the  day  being  read  for 
resuming  debate  on  the  Hon.  Mr.  Vidal's 
motion,  viz.: — 


That  (Bill  92),  The  Canada  Temperanoe 
Act,  1878,  and  The  Liauor  License  Act,  1883, 
further  anaendment  Bill  (as  amended)  be  not 
now  read  a  third  time,  but  that  it  he  amended 
by  striking  out  cl'iuse  B,  which  permitH  the 
sale  of  ale,  beer  and  wine  in  counties  and 
cities  where  the  second  |>art  of  The  Canada 
Temperance  Act,  1878,  is  in  force. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  said :  It  was  be- 
cause I  felt  that  the  subject  was  worthy 
of  grave  consideration  and  ought  to  be 
approached  very  thoughtfully,  that  I  had 
to  ask  the  Senate  not  to  vote  on  the 
question  last  evening,  believing  that  by 
giving  it  consideration  even  for  another 
24  hours,  some  of  us  might  think  it 
wise  and  prudent  not  to  act  in  a  way  that 
in  my  judgment  would  be  inexpedient 
The  subject  is  one  I  think  of  sufficient 
importance  to  warrant  a  much  longer 
debate  than  we  have  already  had  upon  it. 
I  think  it  is  due  to  that  very  considerable 
number  of  the  people  of  this  country  who 
have,  in  the  last  two  or  three  years, 
adopted  the  Temperance  Act  of  1878, 
that  they  should  not  be  defrauded  of  the 
right  that  they  believed  they  had  acquired 
under  the  Act  of  Parliament.  The  people 
chiefly  interested  in  the  advocacy  of  the 
measure  of  1878  had  asked  for  a  very 
much  broader  one,  but  Parliament  de- 
clined ;  Parliament  said  the  people  are 
not  all  equally  educated  in  the  various 
parts  of  this  country  on  this  question  of 
temperance,  but  wherever  there  is  a  popu- 
lar vote  in  any  locality  we  will  give  it  to 
them,  and  we  do  so  under  what  is  known 
as  the  local  optio»"  law.  The  law  was 
challenged  at  the  outset.  It  received  all 
the  opposition  that  a  Bill  of  that  sort 
could  meet  with  from  those  interested  in 
defeating  it,  and  hon.  gentlemen  are  not 
quite  correct  in  saying  that  this  Act  has 
had  eight  years'  trial.  It  has  not  had 
three  years'  trial.  It  has  scarcely  had  one 
year's  trial,  because  it  was  only  in  the  year 
1882  that  it  was  finally  decided  by  the 
highest  tribunal  in  the  land  that  this  Par- 
liament had  power  to  enact  that  law. 
Before  that,  convictions  under  the  Act 
were  perfectly  futile ;  it  was  left  until  the 
case  of  Russell  and  the  Queen  would  be 
finally  decided  by  the  highest  Court  of 
the  empire,  the  Queen's  Privy  Council, 
that  it  was  within  the  i>ower  of  Parliament 
to  pass  the  Canada  1  emperance  AcL  i 
say,  therefore,  it  is  not  correct  to  state 
that  the  Act  had  been  on  trial  for  seven 
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or  eight  years;  it  had  been  on  trial  a  little 
over  two  years.  During  that  time,  so  far 
as  the  popular  vote  would  be  an  indication 
of  what  the  popular  feeling  was,  it  has  met 
with  general  favor.  I  have  in  my  hand 
here  the  record  of  its  adoption  all  over 
this  country,  some  of  the  elections  have 
been  held  very  recently,  many  so  recent 
that  the  Act  will  not  be  brought  into  force 
for  another  year.  It  has  received  the  support 
of  over  130,688 — 130,000  of  the  voters  of 
this  country,  not  bogus  names,  but  actual 
voters  at  the  polls.  In  those  contests,  the 
Act  has  been  carried  by  a  very  large  majority 
in  the  aggregate.  I  have  not  analyzed 
every  one  of  them,  but  I  have  taken  some 
of  the  larger  figures  with  which  it 
has  been  carried,  and  I  find  that  in  23 
contests  in  which  that  Act  was  submitted, 
it  was  carried  by  over  1,000  majority. 
I  find  that  in  the  counties  where  the  Act 
has  been  adopted,  the  people  are  repre- 
sented by  no  less  than  75  members  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  We  know  that  in 
some  contests  there  have  been  as  many  as 
six  members  interested,  as,  for  instance,  in 
the  counties  of  Durham  and  Northumber- 
land, and  there  are  other  counties  where 
a  number  of  ridings  are  included.  There- 
fore, I  say  there  are  no  less  than  75  con- 
stituencies in  which  it  may  be  said  that 
this  Act  has  been  carried.  I  ask  hon. 
gentlemen,  is  it  a  light  thing  for  us  to  say 
to  these  people,  after  they  have  gone  to 
all  the  trouble  and  subjected  themselves 
to  the  difficulty  and  embarrassment  under 
sanction  of  an  Act  of  Parliament  to  secure 
the  adoption  of  the  Temperance  Act,  that 
we  are  to  change  this  ?  When  they 
adopted  that  Act,  they  understood  that 
the  use  of  intoxicating  liquors  should  be 
entirely  prohibited  in  those  districts,  but 
it  seems  we  have  received  new  light,  and 
we  now  say  "  you  are  wrong ;  you  do  not 
understand  the  value  of  those  nutritious 
beverages.  We  in  out  judgment  are 
supreme ;  we  are  not  responsible  in  any 
way  to  you,  and  we  say  that  in  the  75 
constituencies  where  this  Act  has  been 
adopted,  there  shall  be  free  trade  in  beer 
and  wine.  Every  man  shall  have  the 
right,  whether  he  has  been  a  grocer  or  a 
tavern  keeper,  to  put  .out  a  sign  *  light 
wine  for  sale  here' ''  The  same  thing  will 
arise  in  those  75  constituencies  that  arose 
in  Switzerland  when  that  mode  of  dealing 
with  this  question  was  adopted  by  them. 


Their  legislature  very  unwisely  swept  away 
all  restrictions  on  the  sale  of  liquor,  and 
what  did  it  lead  to  ?  Absolute  national 
demoralization  and  destruction,  until  peo- 
ple saw  the  evil  and  adopted  the  most 
stringent  legislation  that  has  ever  been 
passed  in  any  part  of  the  world.  They 
were  forced  to  do  that  to  prevent  the 
destruction  of  their  people.  Yet  we 
wish  to  remove  all  restrictions  from  the 
sale  of  liquor,  and  to  say  that  every 
man  in  those  75  constituencies  may 
sell  liquor  without  license,  because 
that  is  what  it  means.  We  have  said 
wherever  this  Act  is  carried  prohibition 
shall  prevail,  and  the  provincial  author- 
ities shall  no  longer  have  power  to  issue 
licenses.  While  that  Act  continues  in 
force,  the  licensing  power  of  the  local 
authorities  shall  be  at  an  end,  because 
the  supreme  power  of  the  Dominion 
jnacts  that  there  shall  be  no  more  licens- 
ing there.  After  the  people  have  adopted 
that  Act,  we  say  that  everybody  may  sell 
beer  and  light  wine  ;  it  requires  no 
license,  and  the  provincial  authorities 
shall  not  come  in  because  they  have  no 
power  to  intervene.  That  is  the  condition 
of  aflfairs  that  the  Senate  proposes  to 
force  upon  the  people  of  Canada — to 
force,  I  say,  because  it  is  against  the  will 
of  the  people.  We  know  that  the  popular 
voice,  represented  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, expresses  a  very  different  conclusion, 
and  is  not  likely  to  accept  the  Senate's 
amendment.  We  are  simply  putting  our- 
selves in  a  false  position  before  the  people. 
We  are  supposed  to  take  a  broad,  reason- 
able, thoughtful  view  of  this  case,  and, 
yet,  how  few  of  us  have,  for  one  moment, 
reflected  on  the  ultimate  consequences  of 
passing  such  a  measure  as  this.  If  it 
could  receive  the  royal  assent,  the  effect 
of  it  would  be  just  what  I  have  described. 
I  do  not  propose  here  to  go  into  the  gravity 
of  the  question,  although  I  have  been, 
certainly,  surprised  at  the  arguments  ad- 
duced by  some  hon.  gentlemen.  The 
hon.  member  from  Halifax  (Mr.  Power), 
certainly,  must  have  his  lines  cast  in  pleas- 
ant places,  if  he  has  seen  no  household  de- 
vastated, and  no  drunkard  going  into  the 
grave,  from  excessive  drinking.  He 
seemed  to  think  that  the  Temi)erance 
Act  was  an  interference  with  the  rights  of 
individuals.  I  ask  are  we  not  every 
day     interfering     with     the     rights     of 
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individuals  ?  Is  it  not  by  common  consent 
that  the  social  system  is  kept  up  by  the 
majority  ?  Certainly,  there  is  no  greater 
evil,  if  I  chose  to  take  time  to  enlarge  on 
the  subject,  than  the  unrestricted  use 
of  intoxicating  liquors.  It  is  unneces- 
sary to  quote  evidence  in  support 
of  what  I  say;  I  feel  it  would  be  like 
reflecting  on  the  intelligence  of  this  House. 
Many  of  us  have  arrived  at  that  time  of 
life  when  our  conclusions  on  a  question  of 
that  kind  should  be  sound.  There  are 
few  of  us  but  have  had  experience  of  the 
evils  resulting  from  the  use  of  intoxicating 
drinks.  We  know  the  opinions  of  judges 
of  the  land,  of  grand  juries  who  have  had 
crimes  brought  under  their  notice,  when 
they  have  felt  that  it  was  largely  owing  to 
the  excessive  use  of  intoxicating  drinks 
that  those  crimes  were  committed.  We 
know  to-day  that  our  asylums  are  filled, 
largely  owing  to  the  improper  use  of 
stimulants ;  we  know  that  it  is  impossible, 
almost,  speaking  for  one  province  more 
particularly,  to  get  an  idiot  asylum  large 
enough  to  accommodate  our  idiots.  It  is 
filled  to  overflowing,  and  the  inmates  are 
largely  made  up  of  the  children  of  drunken 
parents.  Any  man  who  has  studied  this 
question,  who  has  analyzed  the  causes  of 
idiocy,  must  have  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  there  is  no  more  potent  factor  in  the 
creation  of  idiocy  than  drunken  parents. 
It  is  a  question  which  affects  not  us  alone 
but  affects  prosterity ;  it  is  one  not  to  be 
trifled  with  or  lightly  thought  of,  if  we  give 
it  the  attention  which  its  importance 
demands.  Some  hon.  gentlemen  seem  to 
think  that  the  medical  evidence  is  not  in 
favor  of  absolute  restriction  I  have  in 
my  hand  here  the  opinions  of  some  of  the 
most  prominent  medical  men  of  the  day. 
Of  late  years  some  very  strong  declarations 
have  been  made  by  the  leading  men  in 
Great  Britain  and  other  countries.  I 
I  will  quote  a  few  of  them.  There  was 
first  a  declaration  drawn  up  by  Mr.  Julius 
Jeffries  and  signed  by  Sir  H.  Brodie,  Sir 
James  Clarke,  Sir  J.  Eyre,  Dr.  Marshall 
Hall,  Dr.  A.  T.  Thompson,  Dr.  A.  Ure, 
the  Queen's  physicians;  Professor  Part- 
ridge Quain,  Mr.  Travers,  Mr.  Bransby 
Cooper  and  seventy-eight  leaders  in 
medicine  and  surgery. 

**  Thifi  document  declared  the  opinion  to  be 
erroneons  that  wine,  beer  or  spirit  was  bene- 
ficial to  health,  that  man  in  ordinary  health 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


required  no  such  stimulant,  and  could  not 
be  benefitted  hv  the  habitual  employment  of 
such  in  either  farge  or  small  quantities,  that 
even  in  the  most  moderate  doses  alcoholic 
drinks  did  no  good,  while  large  quantities 
(such  as  ma^  be  thought  moderate)  sooner  or 
later  proved  injurious  to  the  human  constitu- 
tion, without  any  exceptions." 

The  second  declaration  was  originated, 
and  the  many  signatures  published,  by 
Mr.  John  Dunlop,  in  1847.  More  than 
2,000  of  the  most  eminent  physicians  and 
surgeons  signed  this,  including  Sir  R. 
Brodie,  Sir  J.  Clarke,  Sir  W.  Burnett,  Su: 
J.  Forbes,  Sir  H.  Holland,  Sir^  A-  Munroe* 
Sir  J.  McGrigor,  Sir  R.  Chfistison,  Dr. 
W.  B.  Carpenter,  Dr.  Copland,  Dr.  Neill 
Arnott,  Dr.  A.  Farre.  Professors  Guy, 
Allen,  Thomson,  Miller,  McLeod,  Easton, 
Anderson,  McFarlane,  Rainey,  Buchanan, 
Paris,  Winslow,  Alson,  Syme,  Henderson, 
Lawrie,  McKenzie,  R.  D.  Thomson, 
Couper  and  Simpson. 

"  This  certificate  sets  forth  that  perfect 
health  is  compatible  with  total  abstmence 
from  all  intoxicating  beverages;  that  all  such 
drinks  can  with  perfect  safety  be  discontinued 
either  suddenly  or  gradually;  and  that  total 
and  universal  amtinence  from  alcoholic 
liquors  and  intoxioatins  beverages  of  all 
sorts  would  greatly  contribute  to  the  health, 
the  prosperity,  the  morality  and  the  happi- 
ness of  the  human  race." 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— They  do  not 
say  anything  as  to  its  beneficial  effects  in 
cases  of  disease. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— They  speak  of  it 
being  useful  in  rare  cases.  The  last  dec- 
laration, which  seems  to  have  been  signed 
by  the  medical  men,  was  on  the  ist  of 
January,  1882.  It  is  quoted  in  the  Lon- 
don Times  of  that  date,  and  I  refer  hon. 
gentlemen  to  the  London  Times  for  the 
names  and  statements  set  forth.  It  is  a 
very  decided  protest  against  the  use  of 
alcohol  in  any  snape.  It  is  signed  by  269 
of  the  leading  members  of  the  medical 
profession.     The  Times  says : 

<<It  is  very  seldom  that  a  great  aocial 
questioni  suoh  as  that  of  the  limits  between  a 
wholsome  and  safe  use  of  alcohol  on  the  one 
hand,  and  the  injurioas  excess  on  the  other* 
evokes  such  a  body  of  witnesses  as  that  sub- 
scribed to  the  medical  protest  in  our  columns.'' 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— You 
see  it  is  against  the  abuse  of  it 
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Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— If  the  hon.  gentle- 
man will  read  the  evidence  he  will  find 
that  the  abuse  consists  in  using  it  even  in 
infinitessimal  quantities. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— No, 
that  is  not  the  abuse,  the  abuse  consists  in 
using  it  in  immoderate  quantities. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Let  us  have  the 
document. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  have  not  got  it 
here,  it  is  in  the  Times  of  January  ist, 
1882. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— It  would  be  ab- 
surd to  talk  about  the  use  of  alcohol  in 
infinitessimal  quantities  being  an  abuse. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOIT— I  should  like  to 
read  the  testimony  of  other  gentlemen. 
We  have  heard  that  the  clergy  are  not  of 
the  opinion  that  anything  more  than 
moral  suasion  should  be  used  in  endeavor- 
ing to  put  down  intemperance.  I  find  the 
Church  of  England  Temi^erance  Society, 
of  which  the  Queen  is  patron,  advocates 
restrictive  legislation.  Canon  Ellison  ap- 
peared before  the  House  of  Lords  in  1880, 
and  speaking  for  that  society,  which  he 
said  embraced  14,000  ot  the  clergy  of  the 
Church  of  England,  he  said  : — 

*•*  I   call  your  lordships*  attention   to  the 

f grayer  of  14,000  clergymen,  fronj  whom  I  be- 
ieve  the  call  for  this  committee  orij^inat^d. 
In  their  memorial  to  the  bishops  they  ask 
thiB :  *  We,  the  undersigned,  clergy  of  the 
Church  of  England,  venture  respectfully  to 
appeal  to  your  lordships,  as  the  only  members 
of  our  order  in  Parliament  as  such,  moi<t 
earnestly  to  support  measures  of  the  further 
restriction  of  the  trade  in  intoxic  iting  liquors 
in  this  country.  We  are  convinced,  most  of 
us,  from  an  intimate  acquaintance  with  a 
people,  extending  over  many  years,  that  their 
condition  can  never  be  greatly  improved, 
whether  intellectually,  physically  or  re- 
ligiously,  so  long  as  intemperance  extensively 
prevails  among  them,  and  that  intemperance 
will  prevail  so  lonj;  as  letnptaiions  to  it 
abound  on  every  side.'* 

That  is  the  ground  on  which  I  have 
always  put  my  advocacy  of  the  Temper 
ance  Act.     He  adds : — 

<*  I  cannot  help  saying,  that  seeing  that  the 
•excessive  drinking  of  this  country  now  is  of 
such  a  wholesale  character,  and  has  its  roots 
'AO  very  deeply  m  the  habits  of  the  population, 
•von  must  attack  it  upon  every  side.  We  believe 
N2 


it  is  like  a  great  fortress-^it  must  be  attacked 
by  investment,  by  mine,  by  sap,  and  by  direct 
attack ;  but  whatever  other  agencies  mav  be 
used,  the  strong  conviction  of  all  those 
who,  like  myself,  have  been  engaged  in 
parochial  temperance  work  for  many  years, 
18,  that  we  can  do  very  little  without  the 
assistance  of  the  legislature ;  and  that  so  long 
(as  this  memorial  says)  as  the  temptations 
exist  to  the  extent  that  they  do  exist  now,  we 
shall  scarcely  be  able  to  make  any  impres- 
sion upon  the  intemperance  of  the  country." 

There  is  a  direct  appeal  to  the  legisla- 
ture to  intervene  and  pass  prohibitory 
measures. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— No,  not  prohibi- 
tory measures. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  is  the  desire 
of  the  society. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— The  society  is  not 
a  total  abstinence  society. 

Hon.  xMr.  SCOTT— Here  is  Arch- 
bishop Benson's  opinion  before  he  became 
Primate.     He  said  that : — 

'<  He  would  gladly  and  anxiously  use  any 
opportunity  which  the  new  position  to  whicn 
Grod  has  called  bim  in  the  Church,  may  give 
him  to  promote  by  legislation  and  other  means 
for  the  cause  of  temperance  in  this  couutry." 

Is  not  that  very  clear  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELl^No, 
that  is  not  prohibitory  legislation. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— He  says,  to 
promote  by  legislation  and  other  means 
the  cause  of  temperance  in  this  country." 
Then,  I  find  that  one  of  the  grounds  on 
which  the  society  is  founded  is  to  promote 
wise  and  remedial  legislation  such  as  is 
found  in  the  Society's  Bill.  I  am  sorry  to 
say  I  have  not  seen  the  Bill,  though  I 
should  like  to  have  it.  It  is  clear  they 
were  convinced  that  moral  suasion  had 
failed  and  thev  asked  Parliament  to  inter- 
vene and  legislate  to  remove  the  great 
evil.  I  shall  now  read  the  opinion  of 
another  divine,  a  distinguished  man  who 
takes  a  deep  interest,  as  we  all  know,  in 
social  reforms  in  England,  and  more  es- 
pecially in  the  city  of  London,  with  a 
population  larger  than  the  whole  of 
Canada — I  mean  Cardinal  Manning.  I 
wrote  to  him  sending  him  a  copy  of  the 
Temperance  Act  of  1878,  and  giving  him 
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some  idea  of  what  we  were  doing  in  le- 
gislating in  this  direction.  He  replied  as 
follows  : — 

**  Arohbishop'b  flonsE» 
Westminster,  April  12th,  1881. 
"  My  dear  Mr.  Scott, — I  thank  you  much 
for  the  papers  you  have  sent  me,  showing  your 
successful  progress  in  temperance  legislation. 
We  owe  you  hearty  thanks,  for  the  example 
of  the  Dominion  has  more  weight  in  the 
Mother  Country  than  any  other  part  of  the 
empire.  We  are  making  way  slowly  because 
much  hindered  by  burnmg  questions  which 
take  precedence,  but  we  have  gained  much, 
thank  God.  The  League  of  the  Cross  is 
spreading  and  saving  many." 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
League  of  the  Cross  is  voluntary. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Cardinal  Manning 
has  been  seeking  to  obtain  similar  legis- 
lation to  the  Act  of  1878.  This  letter 
arises  from  the  Act  of  1878,  a  copy  of 
which  I  sent  him,  and  that  is  the  opinion 
of  the  most  distinguished  divine  who 
speaks  the  English  language. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— If  my  hon.  friend 
will  allow  me,  I  would  call  his  attention 
to  the  fact  that  the  most  radical  legislation 
which  has  been  sought  for  in  England  is 
legislation  which  would  allow  a  two-thirds 
vote  in  a  district  to  prevent  the  sale. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  not  now 
sj)eaking  of  the  proportion.  That  is  a 
mere  matter  of  opinion.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man may  be  right  in  his  view ;  I  have 
always  been  of  the  opinion,  myself,  that 
this  local  option  law  is  of  very  little  use 
unless  supported  by  more  than  a  bare 
majority,  but  to  vary  the  proportion  would 
be  a  departure  from  the  principle  on 
which  our  system  exists.  We  allow  a 
majority  to  control  the  minority  in  matters 
as  important  as  that  A  minority  of  the 
people  in  this  country  0»t^rhaps  a  majority) 
do  not  believe  in  the  N. P.,  yet  it  is  forced 
upon  them  by  the  vote  of  the  majority. 
A  majority  of  the  rate-payers  of  this  city 
have  the  power  to  mortgage  my  property 
for  years  to  support  some  scheme  which  I 
do  not  approve  of  at  all.  The  principle 
runs  through  our  whole  system,  that  the 
majority  shall  govern.  I  do  not  consider 
this  is  a  matter  that  ought  to  be  altered 
in  that  particular.  Though  I  have  never 
hesitated  to  say  that  an  Act  of  thb  kind 

How.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


ought  to  receive  the  support  of  more  than 
an  ordinary  majority  of  the  people ;  I  am 
of  that  opinion  yet,  but  as  showing  that 
this  action  is  a  very  hasty  and  ill-con- 
sidered one,  I  point  to  the  fact  that  in 
1883,  we  passed  another  prohibitory  law^ 
under  entirely  different  auspices,  and 
no  one  rose  in  his  place  and  said 
that  wine  and  beer  ought  to  be 
excluded  from  its  operation.  Under 
the  Liquor  License  Act  of  1883^ 
amended  in  1884,  we  made  the  propor- 
tion three-fifths,  but  we  introduced  a 
prohibitory  clause  in  which  light  wine  and 
beer  were  not  permitted  to  be  sold ;  they 
were  placed  on  the  same  level  as  spirit 
was.  No  one  said  that  light  wines  and 
beer  ought  to  be  excluded  from  the  Act. 
We  went  further  than  that  in  recognizing 
the  principle,  because  we  admitted  that 
in  some  parts  of  this  country  no  license 
should  prevail,  because  the  local  councils 
refused  to  issue  licenses  at  all  The  pro- 
vince of  Quebec,  many  years  ago,  author- 
ized the  different  parishes  to  pass  by-laws 
prohibiting  the  sale  of  liquor  without  any 
legislation  at  all.  Fearing  that  that  might 
be  illegal,  in  1884  we  confirmed  and 
approved  of  that  legislation  in  Lower 
Canada.  Only  last  session,  what  did  we 
say  ?  In  the  Liquor  License  Act  Amend- 
ment Bill  we  added  a  sub-section  ta 
section  45  of  the  Act,  providing  that  in 
the  province  of  Quebec  the  municipal  coun- 
cils "may  by  by-law  restrict  or  prohibit 
within  the  limits  of  such  town,  village, 
parish  or  township,  the  sale  of  intoxicating, 
liquors."  Then,  we  added  another  as  a 
third  sub-section,  providing  that  in  every 
town,  village,  or  parish,  or  township  where 
any  such  by-law  had  been  passed,  we 
affirmed  it,  providing  that  it  was  not  then 
subject  matter  of  litigation  in  the  courts 
— that  is  the  only  exception  we  made. 
We  affirmed  and  approved  of  the  legisla- 
tion there. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— And  that  was  a 
Government  measure. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes,  a  Govern- 
ment measure.  I  ask  this  House  is  it  not 
extremely  inconsistent,  in  the  face  of  that, 
for  us  to  create  all  this  confusion  and 
say  to  the  people,  "  because  you  adopted 
the  Canada  Temperance  Act  of  1878,  we 
shall  create  absolute  confusion  in  your. 
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counties  ?  "  That  is  what  it  will  result  in. 
It  will  be  free  trade  in  liquor.  Any  man  may 
sell  it  He  need  not  be  a  saloon  keeper 
— any  man,  in  trade  or  out  of  trade,  may 
deal  in  wine  and  beer ;  every  shop  along 
the  street  may  be  turned  into  a  beer  and 
light  wines  saloon. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— My 
hon.  friend  must  know  that  that  statement 
is  not  warranted.  My  hon.  friend  from 
Samia  called  on  me  and  suggested  that 
that  was  a  possible  difficulty,  and  I  said  at 
once  if  this  became  law  the  Government 
woald  introduce  a  measure  to  prevent  any- 
thing of  the  kiiid. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Then  I  am  per- 
fectly right  in  what  I  say.  If  my  hoa 
friend's  attention  had  not  been  called  to  it 
by  the  hon.  member  from  Sarnia  the  result 
would  have  been  as  I  have  desribed. 

Hon.  Sir.  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— No, 
that  would  not  have  been  the  result. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Was  I  wrong  in 
the  statement  that  I  made  ?  I  knew  noth- 
ing of  the  conversation  which  had  passed, 
between  the  hon.  gentleman  and  the  hon. 
member  from  Sarnia.  I  am  describing 
what  the  effect  would  be  if  that  Act  were 
passed.  I  am  warning  the  Government, 
and  I  suppose  they  will  take  counsel  even 
from  me,  in  a  case  of  that  kind. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Of 
course  we  would. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  was  my  duty  to 
point  out  what  would  be  the  result  The 
hon.  gentleman  when  he  tried  to  hasten 
this  bill  through  last  night  did  not  suggest 
anything  of  that  kind. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
should  have  done  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— If  I  had  not  risen 
in  my  place  and,  through  the  kind  con- 
sideration of  the  House,  asked  to  have 
another  day  in  order  that  I  might  present 
my  views  on  this  question,  this  bill  would 
have  gone  through  last  night 

Hon.  sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
This  Bill  would  have  been  followed  by 
such  a  measure  as  I  have  spoken  o£ 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  hon.  gentl^^ 
man  made  no  allusion  to  it  whatever 
in  .  the  debate,  and  I  speak,  and  am 
warranted  in  speaking,  from  the  con- 
dition of  things  as  they  are,  and  as  I 
found  them,  and  as  they  were  going  to  be 
until  I  called  attention  to  it,  or  told  my 
hon.  friend  from  Sarnia  to  call  attention 
to  it  But  I  trust  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
not  be  forced  to  intervene.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  the  members  of  the  House  of 
Commons  who  represent  the  popular  feel- 
ing, and  who  are  comparatively  fresh  from 
the  people,  are  going  to  accept  the  amend-, 
ment,  and  therefore  I  regret  all  the  more 
that  the  Senate  has  placed  itself  in  this 
position,  in  attempting,  when  the  Act  was 
under  amendment  on  a  few  technical 
points,  to  completely  subvert  the  original 
intention  of  Parliament,  because  I  call  it 
an  utter  subversion  of  the  Act  The  farce 
of  talking  of  light  wines,  as  if  such  a  thing 
as  light  wine  in  its  purity  could  be  had. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— Hear,  hear. 

Hon  Mr.  SCOTT— The  hon.  gentle- 
man doubts  it  I  tell  him  that  if  he  con-i 
suits  the  London  7/w«,  he  will  find  the 
result  of  an  official  examination  into  the 
purity  of  wines  that  were  brought  into  the 
city  of  Paris.  As  everybody  knows,  a 
most  careful  analysis  of  the  food  and  drink 
taken  into  the  city  of  Paris  is  made,  and 
in  1 88 1  the  Government  analyst  took 
3,ooi  samples  of  wine  and  analysed  them, 
and  what  was  the  result  of  his  examination  ? 
He  found  only  279  out  of  the  3,001  sam- 
ples of  wine  to  be  good,  and  that  in  Paris, 
the  centre,  it  is  supposed,  of  the  great 
country  where  wine  can  be  procured  in 
its  purity,  and  where  it  is  supposed  that 
the  palates  of  those  who  can  afford  it,  at 
all  events,  will  insist  on  having  good  wine. 
Out  of  the  3,001  samples  it  was  found 
diat  there  were  279  good  ;  991  passable, 
and  1,731  bad.  The  bulk  of  them  were 
found  to  be  adulterated  with  tartaric,  acetic, 
tannic,  sulphuric  acids  and  alum,  colored, 
with  leaves  of  cherry,  laurel  and  logwood. 
These  are  the  compounds  that  go  to  make 
up  those  "  pure  light  wines."  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  France  has  been  for  some  four  or 
five  years  importing  more  wine  than  she 
exports.  Owing  to  the  destruction  of  the 
vines  by  the  phylloxera,  France  could  not 
grow  her  own  wine&    The  wine  merchants. 
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did  not  want  to  give  up  their  trade,  how- 
ever, any  more  than  the  brewers  did  when 
the  hops  failed  in  this  country.  They 
found  substitutes  for  wine,  and  so  trade 
went  on ;  customers  were  not  disappointed 
in  giving  their  orders,  but  the  wine  was 
different,  and  the  clever  chemical  com- 
pounds prepared  by  practiced  hands 
to-day  are  difficult  to  detect  as  a  spurious 
article,  and  that  it  is  not  genuine  wine. 
\  might,  myself,  have  no  objection  to  light 
wines — not  the  same  objection  that  I 
otherwise  would  if  we  could  get  the  wines 
that  people  some  forty  or  fifty  years  ago 
used,  before  the  triclcs  of  the  trade  had 
managed  to  make  wines  out  of  chemical 
compounds. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  — 
Before  modern  philosophers  had  made 
everything  uncomfortable. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Before  the  greed 
of  man  had  become  so  insatiable,  and 
science  had  been  called  in  to  its  assistance. 
Money  making  was  the  main  cause  of 
adulteration,  and  when  the  wine  crop 
bailed,  instead  of  waiting  for  another  year, 
without  wine,  the  public  had  to  be  satisfied 
with  wine  made  out  of  compounds  that, 
by  chemical  analysis,  contain  no  pare  of 
the  juice  of  the  grape. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— The  hon.  gentle- 
man is  imposing  on  the  credulity  of  the 
people.     It  is  all  humbug. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  have  an  author- 
ity here.  Mr.  Viztelly,  the  British  Wine 
Commissioner  to  the  Vienna  Wine  Expo- 
sition, who  writes  in  his  "  Wines  of  the 
World,"  (London  1875)  ^  follows : — 

Now-a-day8  spurious  i^ort  is  produced  on  a 
large  scale  at  Tarragon,  in  Spain,  which  im- 
ports considerable  quantities  of  dried  elder- 
berries,  preeumabty  for  deepening  the  color 
if  not  actually  for  adulterating,  the  so-called 
<<  Spanish  Reds."  A  couple  of  years  ago,  I 
tested  scores  of  samples  of  fictitious  ports,  in 
«very  stage  of  early  and  intermediate  develop- 
ment, rough,  fruity,  fiery,  rounded  and  tawny, 
in  the  cellars  of  some  of  the  largest  manuiac- 
turers  at  Cett4>^y  and  saw  some  thousands  of 
pipes  of  converted  Rousillon  wines,  Wing 
readv  for  shipment  to  England,  and  various 
sorthem  countries  as  vintage  ports.'* 

Hon  Mr.  PLUMB— He  made  a  good 
article,  and  it  did  not  hurt  anybody. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— He  says,  later  on, 
about  sherry : — 

"  The  wine,  which  forms  the  bulk  of  the 
better  class  of  sherries  imported  into  England, 
is  of  the  third  quality,  and  is  known  as  raya. 
In  its  natural  state  it  is  sound  and  dry,  ot  a 
pale  greenish-yellow  color,  and  has  no  parti- 
cular character.  Much  of  the  low-olase 
sherry,  shipped  from  Cadiz,  is  blended,  more- 
over,  with  poor  white  wine,  from  the  Contado 
de  Niebla.  When  the  wine  is  designed  for 
shipment,  it  is  sweetened  and  flavor^  to  dis- 
guise itp  deficiencies  of  taste,  and  colored  in 
order  that  it  may  be  palmed  off  as  old  and 
matured — coloring  matter  and  reddish-brown 
Iiauid,  strongly  charged  with  sulphate  of  pot- 
ash ;  then,  to  prevent  fermentation,  proof 
spirits  are  added." 

In  the  leading  article  of  the  London 
Tifnes^  December  loth,  1873,  ^^^i*^  '^  ^>s 
article : — 

''  The  correspondence  which  we  have  lately 
published  on  the  manufacture  of  the  liquid 
sold  in  this  country  under  the  name  of 
**  sherry,"  seems  calculated  to  shake  even 
the  robust  faith  of  the  British  householder  in 
the  merits  of  his  favorite  bevera^je.  The 
correspondence  had  its  origin  in  the  fate  of 
an  unfortunate  gentleman  who  has  found,  by 
the  verdict  of  the  coroner's  jury,  to  have  died 
from  an  over-dose  of  alcohol,  taken  in  four 
gills  of  sherry ;  and,  as  it  proceeded,  it  gradu- 
ally unfolded  some  of  the  mysteries  of  the 
processes  by  which  the  product  called  sherry 
IS  obtained.  In  the  first  place,  it  seems  that 
the  grapes,  before  beine  trodden  and  pressed, 
are  dusted  over  with  a  large  quantity  of 
plaster  of  Paris  (sulpate  of  lime),  an  addition 
which  removes  the  tartaric  and  malic  acids 
from  the  juice,  and  leaves  sulphuric  acid  in 
their  stead,  so  that  the  "  must "  contains 
none  of  the  bitartate  of  potash  which  is  the 
natural  salt  of  the  wine,  but  sulphate  of 
potash  instead,  usually  in  the  proportion  of 
about  two  ounces  to  a  gallon. 

'^  Besides  this,  the  common  varieties  of 
'  must '  receive  an  additional  pound  of 
sulphuric  acid  to  each  butt,  by  being  impreg- 
nated with  the  fumes  of  five  ounces  of 
sulphur.  When  fermentation  is  complete, 
the  wine  may  contain  from  a  minimum  of 
about  14,  to  a  maximum  of  27*5  per  cent, 
of  proof  spirit ;  but  it  is  not  vet  in  a  state  to 
satisfy  the  demands  of  the  English  market, 
neither  can  it  be  trusted  to  travel  without 
undergoing  secondary  fermentation  or  other 
changes.  It  is  therefore  treated  with  a  variety 
of  ingredients  to  impart  color,  sweetneas,  and 
flavor;  and  it  receives  an  addition  of  sufficient 
brandy  to  raise  the  alcoholic  strength  of  the 
mixture  to  36  per  cent,  as  a  minimum,  or  in 
some  cases  to  as  much  as  69  per  cent,  of 
proof  spirit.  When  all  this  has  been  done,  it 
IS  shipped  in  Uie  wood  for  England,  where  it 
is  either  bottled  as  '  pure^  ^  wine,  or  is 
subjected  to  such  further  sophistications  as 
the  ingenuity  of  dealers  may  suggest." 
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Here  is  what  Mr.  Cole,  the  Comptroller 
of  the  Customs  in  the  London  docks, 
says.  We  all  know  that  large  quantities 
of  wine  are  vatted  and  mixed  in  these 
docks.  He  says  of  these  mixtures  him- 
self, in  October,  1850,  they  were  : — 

'*  Spanish  wine,  1,529  gftllons;  of  Ft^ytA 
wine,  544  gallons;  of  French  wine9,  4^92 
gallood;  of  Cape  wines,  689  gallons;  of  Por- 
tugal wine  only  117  eallous,  with  155  gallons 
of  brandy,  the  result  obtained  being  7,524 
^llons,  minus  8  eallons  loss ;  and  the  result 
18  7,533  gallons  of  wine." 

Dr.  Baer  states  that  in  the  adulteration 
of  wines  the  coloring  matters  play  a  deadly 
part: — 

"Not  only  light  wines  but  mixtures,  in 
which  there  has  nerer  been  any  grape  juice, 
are  artificially  dyed  and  brought  into  the  trade 
as  precious  red  wines.  To  this  end  vegetable 
dyes  are  used,  such  as  mallow-bloom,  whortle- 
berries, elderberries,  cochineal,  logwood  *  * 
and  in  modern  times  the  aniline  dye,  fuchsia, 
especially  dangerous,  because  of  the  arsenic 
it  contains.'' 

Mr.  Viztelly,  the  gentleman  from  whose 
work  I  quoted  before,  devotes  some  atten- 
tion to  beer,  and  says : — 

"  The  popular  notion  that  the  intoxicating 
influence  ot  English  beer  is  due  exclusively  to 
its  alcoholic  strength  is  an  erroneous  one,  for 
there  are  many  beers  containing  only  a  very 
small  (]|uantity  of  alcohol,  that  are  highly 
stupefying,  most  likely  due  to  the  use  of 
coccufus  indicus. 

*^  Of  course  the  chief  adulterations  used  for 
beers  are  water  and  salt.  To  conceal  the 
water  dilution,  and  an  substitutes  for  hops,  a 
nutnber  of  bitter  stuffs  are  used — picric  acid, 
aloes,  quassia,  buck  bean,  cocculns  indicus, 
and  gentian,  supply  the  taste  of  hops ;  phos- 
phoric acid  the  nop  aroma ;  and  for  the  head- 
ings or  froths  there  are  concoctions  of  alum, 
copperas,  sweet  wort,  molasses,  and  cocculus 
indicus.  As  a  substitute  for  alcohol,  the 
cocouluH  iniicus  berry  which,  in  its  poisonous 
power,  surpasses  prussic  acid,  is  bein^  im- 
ported in  steadily  increasing  quantities  into 
England," 

So  much  for  the  purity  of  English  wine. 
Now,  what  is  our  own  view  of  spurious 
wines  ?  We  have  had  a  little  legislation 
on  that  ourselves.  I  will  quote  now  from 
the  last  Inland  Revenue  Act,  which  pro- 
vides for  the  manufacture  of  "  com- 
pounded spirits."  The  term  '*  compounded 
spirits  "  is  interpreted  to  mean  and  include 
''  all  articles  containing  Canadian  or  other 
spirits  which  are  enumerated  in  the  sched- 
ule to  this  Act."  The  term  "compounder" 
is  interpreted  to  mean  and  include  "every 


person  who,  by  himself  or  his  agent,  com- 
pounds or  mixes  for  sale,  by  wholesale  any 
of  the  articles  enumerated  in  the  schedule 
to  this  Act"  The  "compounder"  is 
bound  to  take  out  a  license,  and  what  is 
that  compounder  authorized  to  do  ?  He 
is  authorized,  on  a  payment  to  our  Revenue 
Department  of  $50,  to  manufacture  imi- 
tations of  British  or  foreign  wines,  of 
brandy,  rum,  gin,  Old  Tom,  Geneva, 
Schnapps,  British  or  foreign  whiskey,  and 
bitter  liquors  and  cordials  when  containing 
alcohol.  That  is  what  he  is  entitled  to  do 
by  our  own  Inland  Revenue  Act,  and  that 
he  does  it,  there  is  abundance  of  proof  all 
over  the  country,  and  if  you  go  into  an 
^ordinary  tavern  you  will  find — 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Whose  Act  is  the 
hon.  gentleman  quoting  from  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  quoting 
from  the  statute  of  1883,  and  if  the  hon. 
gentleman  does  not  interrupt  me  I  will 
give  him  an  illustration  of  how  it  is  done. 
I  stated  at  the  outset  that  I  was  reading 
from  an  Act  of  the  Parliament  of  this 
country. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  wanted  to  know 
the  year,  because  I  want  to  refer  to  that 
Act 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — I  commenced  by 
stating  what  we  ourselves  authorize.  No 
doubt  an  effort  would  be  made  to  show 
that  we  do  not  get  these  imitation  wines 
in  this  country.  I  tell  you  that  we  au- 
thorize them  to  be  made  here.  The 
manufacturers  do  not  require  a  pound  of 
grapes  in  order  to  make  them  and  we 
allow  them  to  make  just  the  articles 
named  in  the  schedule  of  this  Act 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— There  is  no  such 
thing  as  wine  made  out  of  grapes. 

Hon,  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  very  glad 
my  hon.  friend  has  admitted  that 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— I  say  it  is  the 
sugar  in  the  grape  that  makes  the  wine. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  will  now  read  an 
advertisement  that  I  have  taken  from  the 
Montreal  Gautte  of  recent  date.  It  is  a 
very  important  matter,   bearing  directly 
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upon  the  question  under  consideration, 
and  is  as  follows : — 

CANADIAN  wines! 

Champagnes,  Sauternes,  Clarets,  Vermonth, 
Sherries,  Forts,  Boorgoyne,  Canadian  and 
other  brands  of  guaranteed  perfect  parity, 
excellent  body  and  flavour,  fine  bouquet  and 
otherwise  suitable  alike  for  luncheon,  dinner 
or  ordinary  use.  Supplied  in  any  quantities 
in  wood  or  bottle  by 

BARBB  k  00., 
Mam^faeULren  ojpurt  Canadian  wine*. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— Where  does  that 
firm  do  business  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  house  carries 
on  business  in  Montreal,  at  i86  and  i88 
Fortification  Lane.  I  dare  say  my  hon. 
friend  knows  them.  They  are  a  very 
successful  wine  house,  and  they  have 
authority,  under  that  Act,  by  paying  a 
license  fee  of  $50,  to  manufaaure  and  sell 
imitations  of  British  and  foreign  wines, 
and  that  is  the  compound  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  says  should  be  foisted  on  this 
country  as  a  wholesome  and  nutritious 
beverage. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— What  is  the  date 
of  that  Act? 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— 1883. 


Hon.   Mr.   ALMON- 
strength  of  the  wine  ? 


-What  is  the 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTl'— Does  the  hon. 
gentleman  imagine  that  one-tenth  of  one 
per  cent,  of  the  wines  of  this  country  are 
tested  as  to  their  strength,  except  by  the 
Excise  or  Customs  Officers,  when  they  are 
manufactured  in  or  imported  into  the 
country  ?  I  say  no,  not  a  tenth  of  one 
per  cent,  of  the  wines  are  analyzed  as  to 
strength.  Up  to  late  years  we  have  had 
but  one  analyst  m  the  Dominion,  Dr. 
Edwards,  of  Montreal.  Recently,  we  have 
added  four  others — one  at  Toronto,  one 
at  Halifax,  and  one  at  some  other  im- 
portant points ;  and  does  the  hon.  gentle- 
man mean  to  tell  me  that,  because  we  have 
these  analysts,  they  are  going  to  analyze 
all  the  wines  used  in  the  Dominion, 
from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific  ?  That 
all  the  saloons  and  taverns  in  the 
country    are    going    to    be    visited    oy 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT 


these  five  analysts,  and  that  every 
bottle  and  glass  of  liquor  is  to  be 
subjected  to  their  analysis !  I  am  surprised 
that  a  body  of  this  kind,  gentlemen  who 
have  reached  the  years  of  maturity  should 
imagine  that  anything  so  childish  and 
futile  could  be  expected  by  the  people  as 
that  our  wines  are  to  be  analyzed,  and  that 
a  correct  result  is  to  be  obtained  as  to 
whether  they  contains  more  than  12  per 
cent  of  spirit  We  must  be  very  simple 
indeed  in  our  faith,  if  we  believe  that  the 
people  who  are  authorized  to  deal  in 
wines,  are  going  to  adhere  scrupulously  to 
the  limit  of  12  per  cent  Every  body 
knows  that  it  is  extremely  difficult  to 
control  dealers  in  that  trade  as  to  the 
hours  at  which  they  shall  close  their 
saloons,  hours  which  Parliament  has  from 
time  to  time  forced  upon  the  trade. 
It  has  been  found  to  be  extremely  diffi- 
cult, with  constables  in  all  directions,  to 
keep  saloon  keepers  within  reasonable 
bounds,  and  yet,  we  are  told  that  they  are 
to  be  honest  and  sincere  enough  to  sell 
no  wine  that  contains  more  than  12  per 
cent,  of  alcohol.  Does  any  one  imagine 
for  a  moment,  that  if  this  amendment 
were  passed,  and  liquor  dealers  were  free 
to  sell  wines  of  not  more  than  12  per 
cent  of  alcohol,  that  we  would  not  find 
whiskey  of  all  degrees  of  proof  retailed 
from  hour  to  hour  over  their  counters  ?  I 
am  speaking  to  gentlemen  of  sense  and 
judgment,  and  they  must  admit  that  this  Act 
would  be  evaded,  and  that  liquors  of  a 
strength  and  density  suited  to  the  trade 
and  calling  of  the  men  engaged  in  it,  and 
the  demands  of  their  customers  would  be 
sold.  I  have  shown  pretty  clearly  that 
this  light  wine  proposition  is  a  fallacy.  If 
we  could  get  good  light  wines,  there 
might  be  some  sort  of  justification  for  it. 
If  we  could  get  such  wines  as  were  used 
by  the  people  of  Europe  40  or  50  years 
ago,  there  would  be  less  danger  in  drinking 
them,  and  there  might  be  some  plausi- 
bility about  the  proposition ;  but  when  we 
know  that  the  wine  that  would  be  served 
out  to  the  people  would  be  largely  poison 
— I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  it  is  largely 
poison — I  am  justified  in  calling  upon 
this  House  to  pause  before  they  think  of 
thrusting  upon  the  people  of  this  country 
an  Act  which  would  not  simply  allow 
them,  but  would  mislead  them  into  using 
those  poisons,  because  they  are  entitled  to 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Tempera/n^  Act^  eto.^  [MAT  27,  1886]  Amendmefit  BUI. 


999 


take  the  voice  of  the  Senate  as  a  guide, 
as  a  direction,  and  as  an  example.  And 
when  we  tell  them,  as  we  do  when  we 
adopt  this  amendment,  that  by  permitting 
the  use  of  these  "  light,  wholesome, 
nutritious,  and  comparatively  non-intoxi- 
cating beverages,"  we  are  giving  the 
sanction  of  our  name  to  the  presumption, 
that  the  light  wines  that  can  be  had  here 
are  wholesome  and  nutritious,  and  are 
not  intoxicating  beverages  ?  Are  we  pre- 
pared to  do  that?  If  we  are,  we  are 
prepared  to  do  more,  I  think,  than  even 
the  Senate  of  Canada  are  expected  to  do. 
We  are  told  by  many  hon.  gentlemen  that 
the  Canada  Temperance  Act  is  a  failure, 
and  that  more  liquor  is  sold  where  the 
Act  is  in  force,  than  where  it  is  not  I 
am  free  to  confess  that  I  am  disappointed 
in  the  Act,  not  from  any  intrinsic  defect 
of  its  own,  because  practically  it  was  as 
perfect  as  any  ordinary  Act  of  Parliament 
could  be  made,  passing  through  as  it  did. 
It  was  defective  in  some  of  its  machinery 
only,  but  so  far  as  the  important  portions 
of  that  Act  were  concerned,  it  was 
admirably  suited  for  the  purpose  which 
Parliament  intended  But  no  sooner  had 
we  passed  it,  the  very  year  after  the  Act 
was  admitted  to  be  a  constitutional  one,  in 
1883,  we  passed  this  important  Act  which 
I  have  adverted  to,  the  Liquor  License 
Act,  which  completely  upset  many  of  the 
clauses  of  the  Canada  Temperance  Act 
By  the  decision  of  the  court^^ — at  all 
events,  of  one  of  the  courts,  that  of  New 
Brunswick,  I  believe,  it  took  away  the 
executing  clauses,  and  substituted  others, 
and  made  many  other  important  changes. 
It  altogether  took  away  the  control  of  the 
Act  from  the  provincial  authorities.  My 
own  belief  was  that  the  Act  could  be  put 
in  force  only  by  the  provincial  authorities, 
and  we  left  to  them  the  granting  of 
licenses  under  which  liquor  could  be  sold 
for  medicinal  purposes,  and  arts  and 
manufactures;  but  the  License  Act  of 
1883  stepped  in  and  took  away  from  the 
druggist  the  authority  that  the  provincial 
Government  gave  him  to  sell  liquor  under 
the  statutes,  and  invested  it  in  a  board 
that  was  opposed  notoriously  in  a  large 
portion  of  this  Dominion  to  the  workings 
of  the  Canada  Temperance  Act  As  I 
stated  the  other  day,  as  an  illustration  of 
the  opposition  to  it,  and  the  attempts  to 
make  the  Act  a  farce,  to  ridicule  it  and 


turn  it  into  a  burlesque,  in  the  county  of 
Bruce,  when  the  Act  came  in  force 
recently,  the  tavern  keepers,  whose  powers 
to  sell  under  license,  ceased  on  the  30th 
April,  were  on  the  ist  of  May  authorzed 
by  the  Board  of  License  Commissioners 
to  sell  under  the  License  Act,  with,  of 
course,  a  restrictive  power ;  but  does  any 
body  for  a  moment  imagine  that  they 
would  be  restrained  in  their  sales  ?  The 
temptation  was  too  strong ;  it  is  expect- 
ing too  much  of  human  nature  to  presume 
that  those  men  would  be  tlie  best  guard- 
ians to  sell  under  the  restriction  contained 
in  the  Temperance  Act.  In  many  other 
ways  has  the  Act  of  1878  been  mutilated 
and  destroyed.  It  is  no  longer  the  Act  it 
was  at  first,  and  since  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment took  away  this  power  from  the  Local, 
have  they  attempted  to  put  it  in  force? 
Everybody  knows  that  the  Act  itself  is  a 
lifeless  piece  of  paper  ;  the  temperance 
people  could  do  no  more  than  vote  for 
the  Act,  and  bring  it  into  operation  ;  their 
power  then  ceased.  It  is  an  Act  that  has 
evoked  the  hostility  of  many  of  the  minor- 
ity. It  is  an  Act  that  many  people  do 
not  regard  as  one  of  the  ten  command- 
ments, having  moral  weight  or  power,  or 
like  one  of  the  Acts  passed  for  the  re- 
pression of  crime,  and  there  was  no  one 
especially  interested  in  putting  the  Act  in 
force,  excepting  the  executive  power. 
We  have  practically  removed  that  power 
from  the  Provincial,  centreing  it  in  the 
Federal  authority,  and  the  Act  must  be  a 
failure  under  such  circumstances,  as  it 
cannot  go  into  operation  on  its  own  ac- 
count It  has  no  vitality  of  its  own.  If 
a  man  is  assaulted  he  at  once  brings  his 
case  under  the  notice  of  the  police  magis- 
trate. If  he  is  robbed  he  at  once  lays  in- 
formation, and  the  constables  are  put 
upon  the  path  of  the  robber.  If  his 
house  is  burned,  or  any  wrong  is  done  to 
himself  or  to  his  property,  he  is  interested, 
and  all  society  is  interested  in  enforcing 
the  law  ;  but  there  is  no  such  motive,  no 
such  impulse,  in  a  case  under  the  Tem- 
perance Act,  and  it  is,  no  doubt,  as  des- 
cribed by  the  hon.  gentleman  on  my  right, 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Prince  Edward 
Island,  last  year,  that  free  liquor  is  sold. 
I  say  that  it  is  a  thing  deeply  to 
be  regretted  that  the  Act  should  be 
adopted  in  any  municipality  where 
it  is  not  intended  to  be  put  in  force. 
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You  cannot  say  the  Act  is  a  failure  simply 
because  it  will  not  go  into- operation  of  its 
own  mere  motion.  It  cannot ;  it  must  be 
enforced.  For  two  or  three  years,  at  all 
events,  it  will  require  a  very  considerable 
staff  of  constables,  and  entail  a  good  deal 
of  cost,  but  it  will  remove  the  open 
temptation,  the  open  bar ;  and  our  young 
men  will  not  be  seduced  as  often  as  they 
otherwise  would  be  into  habits  of  tippling. 
After  all  it  is  not  the  old  toper,  the  man 
who  has  passed  the  meridian  of  life,  who 
has  formed  habits  that  it  is  difficult  to 
break,  it  is  the  young  men  who  are  heirs 
to  this  great  heritage  we  are  leaving  them 
that  they  may  be  free  from  the  vice  of 
intemperance.  The  object  of  this  legis- 
lation is  that  they  may  grow  up  and  not 
be  tempted  day  by  day.  What  father  is 
there  that  takes  any  pleasure  or  pride  to 
see  his  son  go  into  a  bar,  even  if  it  is  only 
to  drink  wine  or  beer  ?  Does  he  not  feel 
a  thrill  of  horror  through  him  as  to  what 
the  ultimate  consequence  of  that  may  be  ? 
There  are  few  of  us  who  have  not  seen 
the  skeleton  in  the  closet,  and  every  one 
appreciates  this  matter  when  it  is  brought 
home  to  himself  We  are  here  to  protect 
the  people  from  their  weaknesses  in  that 
direction,  to  save  our  young  men  from  the 
destruction  which  awaits  them  if  this  vice 
is  not  removed.  My  theory  has  always 
been  that,  given  the  opportunity,  you  are 
sure  to  convert  people  into  tipplers.  I 
have  watched  this  question  carefully,  and 
I  have  found  that  the  more  opportunities 
for  drinking,  the  more  drinking  there  will 
be.  Say  there  are  a  dozen  saloons  in  a 
population  of  two  or  three  thousand,  and 
I  venture  to  say  there  will  be  more  people 
entering  those  saloons  than  if  there  were 
only  half  that  number.  I^ast  year,  I 
passed  through  Port  Arthur.  Of  course 
it  was  an  exceptional  place,  but  I  found 
that  the  town  was  demoralized.  They 
had  availed  themselves  of  the  License  Act 
of  the  local  legislature  and  the  License 
Act  of  the  Dominion.  They  had  no  ob- 
jection to  either  of  them ;  and  what  was 
the  consequence?  In  that  little  town 
almost  every  shop  in  the  main  streets 
was  a  saloon  and  every  one  of  them  was 
thronged  with  men  whose  hard  earnings, 
when  they  came  in  to  be  paid,  instead  of 
being  deposited  in  the  savings  bank,  were 
swallowed  up  by  the  tavern  keepers.  The 
town  authorities  were  interested,  too,  I 
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found,  because  they  brought  up  the  men 
every  day  and  fined  them  $i  and  let  them 
ga  So  the  town  got  a  revenue  from  this 
traffic  in  human  degradation.  I  never 
was  more  shocked  in  my  life  and  never 
was  more  struck  with  the  force  of  the  ob- 
servation I  have  made — that  given  the 
opportunity  the  effect  is  fo  create  a  greater 
amount  of  tippling.  It  was  simply  due  to 
the  fact  that  the  open  saloon  was  there 
both  by  night  and  by  day,  at  all  times  and 
in  all  directions.  There  was,  no  doubt, 
light  wine  and  beer  there,  but  it  was  all 
made  up  of  poisonous  stuff.  I  would  a 
good  deal  rather  see  a  man  drink  the  pure 
spirit,  diluted  with  water,  than  those 
poisonous  studs.  But  I  do  not  believe, 
with  the  conventional  taste  of  the  day, 
that  even  Old  Tom  or  Old  Rye  possesses 
the  desired  flavor.  There  is  a  dryness,  or 
some  peculiar  odor,  that  is  needed,  and 
that  can  only  be  imparted  by  chemicals. 
What  has  been  the  effects  of  chemicals  ? 
Let  any  man  read  of  the  drunkenness  of 
fifty  years  ago,  and  compare  it  with  the 
drunkenness  of  to-day.  The  man  who 
got  drunk  fifty  years  ago,  became  jolly. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— Hear,  hear  ! 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes  ;  I  can  re- 
member it  myself.  I  can  remember  how 
men  shook  hands  and  hugged  each  other, 
when  under  the  influence  of  liquor  ;  but 
what  is  the  effect  of  drunkenness  to-day  ? 
It  leads  to  fighting,  the  drawing  of  the 
knife,  the  wounding,  the  killing. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— Is  that  the  effect 
that  wine  had  on  you  when  you  drank  it  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  give  my 
own  personal  experience.  Probably  my 
own  personal  experience  might  be  inter- 
esting to  the  House.  I  speak  of  my 
observation  on  others  as  well  as  on  my- 
self, and  I  say  the  liquor  that  is  drunk 
to-day,  is  different  from  what  was  drunk 
fifty  years  ago,  when  I  was  a  boy. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— I  say  it  is  not,, 
and  I  am  a  judge. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  have  myself 
known  a  man  to  go  to  the  gallows,  who 
before  his  execution  said  that  he  had  no 
recollection  whatever  of  having  done  the 
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act.  He  went  out  one  night  for  a  spree, 
and  unfortunately  had  a  knife  in  his  poc- 
ket He  was  returning  with  his  compan- 
ions, and  in  passing  along  the  street  met 
a  total  stranger  that  had  never  injured  him. 
The  man  jostled  against  him,  and,  quick 
as  thought,  he  drew  his  knife,  struck  back 
and  killed  the  man.  The  murderer  went 
home  to  bed,  and  there  he  was  found  dead 
drunk.  He  was  tried  and  found  guilty. 
Ifr  was  no  justification  for  him  to  say  that 
the  Dominion  of  Canada  derived  a  revenue 
from  the  liquor  he  had  drunk,  or  that  the 
town  in  which  he  lived  received  a  revenue 
from  it.  That  man  was  punished  with 
death,  and  with  his  dying  breath  he  de- 
clared that  he  had  no  recollection  of  having 
struck  that  fatal  blow.  It  was  pure  obliv- 
ion ;  and  I  believed  that  man.  The  effect 
of  liquor  is  to  paralyze  the  brain.  Every 
man's  brain  is  not  equally  strong,  nor  is  all 
liquor  equally  drugged ;  but  the  liquor  of 
the  present  day  has  that  tendency,  and  a 
man  may  be  under  its  influence,  though  it 
may  not  be  noticed  by  the  casual  observer, 
and  he  may  do  things  while  under  its  in- 
fluence which  he  cannot  remember  when 
h^  comes  to  his  normal  condition.  I 
believe  that  to  be  the  fact,  and  it  is  one  of 
the  consequences  of  the  drugs  introduced 
into  the  liquor.  We  ought  to  pause  in  our 
course  to-day,  and  inquire  whether  we  will 
hold  out  to  the  people  of  Canada  that 
those  light  wines  are  pure  and  unadulter- 
ated. We  have  an  awful  responsibility  if 
we  take  that  course.  If  we  have  no  res- 
pect for  the  people  of  our  day,  we  ought 
to  have  some  consideration  for  those  who 
are  to  come  after  us,  for  those  who  are  to 
fill  our  places  when  we  are  gone.  The 
best  legacy  we  can  leave  them  is  our 
opinion  adverse  to  the  use  of  those  light 
vrines,  although  petitioners  may  pronounce 
them  as  nutritious  and  wholesome. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  did  not 
propose  to  take  part  in  this  debate,  but  in 
an  important  matter  of  this  kind  we,  free 
of  prejudice,  should  do  the  right  for  the 
right's  own  sake.  I  believe  that  those  of 
us  who  are  opposed  to  the  Scott  Act  and 
total  prohibition,  are  at  least  as  temperate 
in  all  our  habits,  even  in  our  drinking 
habits,  as  those  who  advocate  the  other 
side  of  the  case,  s^nd  I  believe  that  we  are 
influenced  by  as  great  a  love  for  humanity 
and  all  that  is  good  and  virtuous,  as  they 


are.  In  fact,  if  I  wanted  to  draw  a  com- 
parison at  all,  I  would  show  that  there  is 
more  true  temperance,  virtue,  and  love  for 
all  that  is  good  in  human  nature,  amongst 
the  opponents  of  the  Scott  Act,  ^han  there 
is  amongst  those  blind,  narrow-minded 
extremists  who  would  unduly  restrict  the 
liberties  of  their  fellow. men.  It  would 
seem  that  instead  of  being  animated  by  a 
sole  desire  to  bring  about  temperance  by 
Christian  doctrines,  the  love  of  God, 
humanity,  or  by  their  own  example,  that 
the  promoters  and  supporters  of  the  Scott 
Act  simply  desire  to  rule,  with  but  little 
sympathy  for  the  crushed  and  suffering  of 
our  fellow  creatures.  This  Act  is  inspired 
by  a  sentiment  which  finds  no  basis  in 
Scripture.  We  have  it  from  Holy  Writ,, 
that  we  should  fear  God  and  keep  his 
commandments.  Now,  there  is  nothing^ 
in  the  whole  decalogue  which  says  that  a 
man  shall  not  drink  wine  or  spirituous> 
liquors.  The  great  Creator  Himself, 
who  knew  all  things  from  the  beginning, 
placed  the  use  of  wine  amongst  other 
good  gifts  of  His  providence,  and  partook 
of  it  Himself,  and  from  His  time  down 
through  the  Apostles,  good  men  in  all 
ages  have  shown  us  by  their  example  and 
precepts  that  there  is  nothing  injurious  or 
pernicious  in  the  proper  use  of  wine. 
Paul  advised  Timothy  to  take  a  little  wine 
for  his  stomach's  sake,  and  I  saw  a  lankey 
individual  the  other  day  in  the  garb  of  a 
preacher,  who  came  to  talk  about  this 
question  (no  doubt  he  was  paid  for  it) 
who  would,  I  think,  have  been  benefited 
by  taking  a  little  wine,  and  I  gave  him  St. 
Paul's  advice.  I  know  something  about 
this  Scott  Act  movement  and  the  founders 
of  it ;  I  have  had  some  experience  of  it> 
and  as  far  as  my  knowledge  goes  it  is  a 
curse  that  has  been  inflicted  upon  this 
country.  It  demoralizes  society,  makes 
drunkards,  and  then  hunts  them  to  pun- 
ishment. True  temperance  was  making 
progress  amongst  the  people  of  Canada 
untH  those  would-be  rulers  and  fanatics' 
attempted  to  coerce  the  people  to  deprive 
them  of  their  vested  rights,  their  inherent 
rights  and  liberties  to  do  as  they  please  so 
long  as  they  do  no  injury  to  their  neigh- 
bours. They  were  not  inspired  by  the 
highest  motives  of  humanity,  because  I 
find  them  not  generally  the  most  bene- 
volent, not  the  good  Samaritans  who  will 
pour  in  wine  and  oil  and  help  a  man  when 
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he  is  down;  they  are  as  close-fisted  as 
any  men  in  creation ;  but  they  want  to 
deprive  people  of  what  is  given  them  for 
their  good.  You  may,  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, restrain  the  abuse  but  not  the  use  of 
liquor.  It  will  be  used,  and  the  moment 
you  try  by  law  to  forbid  its  use,  you  lead 
people  to  abuse  it  We  have  the  Scott 
Act  in  the  county  from  which  I  come.  We 
had  a  good  License  Act,  but  those  extrem- 
ists who  would  dictate  to  us  what  we 
should  eat  and  drink  stopped  the  License 
Act  Before  that  everything  went  on  well, 
drunkenness  was  gradually  decreasing  in 
the  county  of  Lunenburg ;  but  the  moment 
the  License  Act  was  abolished  the  vilest 
stuff  was  diffused  throughout  the  county  in 
every  hole  and  corner,  stuff  that  would 
almost  kill  anyone  by  the  smell  of  it  I 
know  when  I  went  to  the  place  where  I 
sometimes  put  up  in  the  country,  the 
house  of  a  man  who  had  been  married 
some  ten  or  fifteen  years,  and  whose 
family  was  growing  up,  I  saw  his  wife  in 
distress,  and  I  pitied  her  condition.  I 
asked  if  there  was  anyone  sick  in  her 
house ;  she  said  no,  but  that  her  husband, 
who  had  never  been  drunk  before,  had 
now  been  away  for  two  days  drinking  in  a 
rum  shanty.  My  hon.  friend  talks  about 
a  man  committing  murder  while  under  the 
influence  of  liquor  ;  that  is  an  isolated, 
a  peculiar  case,  but  the  cases  such  as  I 
speak  of  are  common  enough.  There  is 
no  restraint  to  the  sale  of  liquor  where 
this  Act  is  in  force,  and  the  effect  of  it  is 
to  bring  ruin  on  the  country.  It  was 
never  intended  that  men  should,  by  law, 
attempt  wholly  to  forbid  the  use  of  liquor. 
The  moderate  use  of  liquor  is  not  con- 
demned in  Holy  Writ  I  heard  a  man 
once  say,  I  think  it  was  a  colored  preacher, 
there  is  no  more  good  scratching  on  the 
outside  of  the  bible  than  it  is  on  the  out- 
side of  nature — you  must  reach  the  heart 
—  a  man's  reason  and  his  highest 
faculties.  What  you  cannot  do  through 
education,  by  moral  suasion  and  religion, 
and  temperance  societies,  you  cannot  do 
by  coercive  acts  of  this  kind,  but  you 
rather  increase  the  vice  of  intemperance. 
Everything  is  against  coercion,  and  the 
attempt  to  introduce  it  in  any  country  has 
been  a  failure  Take  the  state  of  Maine 
as  an  illustration.  Since  Maine  over  30 
years  ago  adopted  a  prohibitory  liquor 
law,  we  find  that  state  the  least  prosperous 
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in  the  union.  It  is  not  progressing  with 
other  states  in  wealth  and  population,  and 
the  soil  is  actually  becoming  sterile.  The 
denial  of  the  use  of  proper  stimulants, 
those  which  God  and  nature  tell  us  we 
can  use  with  benefit  and  happiness,  may  be 
the  cause — or  the  tyranny  of  the  law  has 
probably  driven  the  better  class  of  the 
population  out  of  the  country,  and  we  find 
that  pauperism  is  largely  increasing  in  the 
state.  The  people  are  either  driven  out 
by  the  operation  of  this  law,  or  the  denial 
of  the  use  of  what  was  intended  for  their 
benefit  prevents  them  from  multiplying 
and  prospering  on  the  earth.  Everything, 
all  industries,  seem  to  be  paralyzed  in 
that  state.  Yet  they  talk  of  Maine  as  be- 
ing a  great  temperance  country,  and  they 
regret  that  Ontario  is  suffering  from  the 
curse  of  intemperance  for  the  want  of 
legislation  like  the  Maine  Liquor  Law.  It 
is  firom  Ontario  that  all  this  cry  comes, 
and  it  would  seem  as  if  all  the  whiskey 
drinkers  were  there.  Compare  Ontario 
with  the  state  of  Maine,  and  observe  how 
Ontario  has  been  prospering.  It  must  be 
in  consequence  of  their  being  allowed  to 
use  their  wine  and  beer  in  moderation. 
This  prohibition  law  in  Maine  has  worked 
evil,  and  the  consequence  is,  crime  and 
pauperism  have  increased.  Even  Neal 
Dow,  the  temperance  reformer,  says  that 
the  state  is  full  of  lowgroggeries.  There, 
in  the  great  prohibition  state,  the  banner 
state  for  temperance,  the  experience  of  pro- 
hibition has  been  anything  but  desirable, 
and  Maine  is  anything  but  a  pattern  for 
us  to  follow.  They  talk  about  this  Act 
saving  so  many  millions  of  dollars  to  the 
people.  It  was  once  said  by  some  hon. 
gentlemen  that  $12,000,000  a  year 
would  be  saved  to  the  state  of  Maine  by 
prohibiting  the  use  of  liquor,  and  double 
that  amount  by  the  saving  of  time  that 
would  be  lost  through  drunkenness. 
Well,  in  33  years  $24,000,000  a  year 
added  to  the  wealth  of  the  country,  one 
would  suppose  would  make  that  state 
very  rich  and  prosperous,  and  yet  it  is  the 
poorest  and  lowest  of  all  the  states  in  the 
union,  as  far  as  industries  of  any  account 
are  concerned.  Therefore,  it  is  a  delusion 
and  a  snare  to  say  that  an  Act  of  this  kind 
has  done  any  good.  This  is  the  last 
country  in  the  world  that  should  ask  for 
such  a  law.  It  has  been  shown  here  by 
the    hon.    member    from    Halifax    (Mr. 
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Power),  and  it  was  shown  here  a  few 
days  ago  by  the  hon.  member  from 
Amherst  (Mr.  Dickey)  thai  there  is  no 
country  in  the  world  that  is  more  tem- 
perate in  the  use  of  spirituous  liquors 
than  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  yet  we 
have  those  rank  enthusiasts  and  those 
anchorites  who  parade  and  inspire  this 
cause  of  theirs,  who  refuse  God's  gifts  and 
deny  the  grace  and  the  power  which  they 
ought  to  seek  for  to  use  those  blessings 
aright  The  moment  you  adopt  such  a 
course  and  deny  God — the  power  of  God 
and  his  gifts — you  bring  a  curse  upon 
the  country.  The  moment  you  do  away 
with  moral  and  religious  suasion,  you 
depart  from  temperance.  The  only  way 
that  you  can  promote  temperance  is  to  reach 
the  heart  of  man,  and  you  must  reach  it 
by  the  education  and  improvement  of 
society  and  the  grace  of  God ;  you  will 
never  make  a  man  sober  by  coercive  acts 
of  this  kind.  But  this  Act  does  not  stop 
there;  a  man  may  take  lo  gallons  of 
liquor  to  his  house  and  drink  it,  but  he 
diure  not  purchase  a  glass  of  beer  or  cider, 
drinks  which  strengthen  him  for  his  daily 
labor.  He  can  buy  his  lo  gallons  or  a 
puncheon  of  whiskey  and  take  it  to  his 
house  and  demoralize  his  whole  family  as 
well  as  himself  and  his  neighbours,  but 
he  cannot  purchase  a  glass  of  liquor  or  a 
glass  of  beer  or  cider.  It  is  absurd,  it  is 
vicious  to  adopt  this  Act,  because  it  is,  in 
itself,  pernicious  and  makes  men  law 
breakers.  Instead  of  ennobling  a  man  and 
making  him  virtuous,  I  believe  it  has  the 
effect  of  demoralizing  him.  I  believe 
that  this  attempt,  by  temperance 
extremists,  to  introduce  prohibitory 
legislation  is  engendering  other  vices. 
Under  the  cloak  of  temperance 
some  of  those  enthusiasts  indulge  in  other 
vices.  Some  are  notorious  sinners.  They 
may  abuse  themselves  in  any  way  that 
men  can,  and  because  they  are  what  they 
call  **  temperance  men,"  they  plume  them- 
selves on  being  patterns  of  sanctity  and 
morality ;  in  that  respect  they  are  a  fmud 
on  the  community.  Let  us  look  at  this 
very  act  and  see  what  it  means ;  the  form 
of  warrant  to  be  made  against  a  man  for 
selling  liquor  is  in  conformity  with  the  act 
3S  introduced  here.  It  provides  that  pure 
native  wine,  made  from  grapes,  grown  and 
produced  by  a  man  in  his  own  vineyard  in 
•Canada  shall  not  be  sold  in  less  quantity 


than  lo  gallons.  My  hon.  friend  from 
Ottawa  spoke  of  the  pure  juice  of  the 
grape.  I  say  we  have  pure  wine  produced 
in  this  country,  but  this  Act  is  calculated 
to  strike  at  a  great  and  valuable  industry — 
at  the  vineyards  skirting  our  inland  lakes. 
A  man  is  allowed  to  buy  whiskey  to  the 
amount  of  lo  gallons  or  a  puncheon  and 
take  it  to  his  home  and  use  it  there,  while 
he  is  prevented  from  purchasing  a  glass  of 
pure  native  wine,  made  from  grapes  grown 
in  the  country.  The  producer  is  not 
even  allowed  to  sell  it  How  farcical,  how 
absurd,  how  ridiculous  it  must  be  to  men 
of  sense  to  listen  to  such  twaddle  and 
nonsense,  that  in  a  country  like  ours  we 
are  not  allowed  to  use  the  pure  juice  of 
the  grape  which  the  Almighty  has  allowed 
us  to  grow,  and  which  he  blessed  and 
used  himself  and  gave  to  others  to  use, 
and  which  he  expects  us  to  use  like  all 
his  other  gifts  and  not  to  abuse.  You 
can  find  no  law  of  God  to  prevent  the 
use  of  liquor.  You  find  the  abuse  of 
ever3rthing  and  anything  condemned,  and 
it  is  the  abuse — the  inordinate  use— of 
liquor  only  which  should  be  condemned 
and  legislated  against  I  yield  to  no  one 
in  my  desire  to  promote  temperance ;  I 
yield  to  none  in  my  opposition  to  and 
abhorrence  of  intemperance ;  but  I  will 
never  be  a  party  here,  or  outside  of  this 
House,  to  advocating  a  law  like  this, which 
is  intended  to  deprive  a  man  of  his  inher- 
ent right  to  use  everything  in  temperance 
and  moderation  which  God  has  given 
him  for  his  use.  This  law  is  opposed 
entirely  to  the  Divine  command,  because 
these  temperance  people  are  setting  up 
for  themselves  doctrines  that  are  not  in 
accordance  with  the  Divine  example  or 
the  example  of  those  godly  men  who  have 
set  up  as  patterns,  and  they  are  in  vain 
teaching  for  doctrines  the  commandments 
of  men  instead  of  giving  us  the  wholesome 
beverage  which  the  Giver  of  all  things  gave 
us  for  our  good,  and  instructed  us  to  use 
but  not  to  abuse.  The  moment  you  pass 
this  law  you  are  saying  that  the  Divine 
Instructor,  the  ministers  appointed  to 
guard  you  and  your  families  by  moral 
suasion,  your  education,  your  societies  for 
the  promotion  of  temperance,  are  of  no 
use  in  this  community.  You  must  have 
an  extreme  tyranical  law  put  upon  you 
and  the  moment  that  is  done  you  abnegate 
all  the  moral  and  religious  functions  which 
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should  be  at  work  to  put  down  evils  that 
may  exist  in  the  country.  Therefore,  you 
bring  vice,  misery  and  degradation  instead 
of  the  virtues  which  ought  to  adorn  us. 
Instead  of  making  us  feel  that  we  should 
be  governed  by  a  high  standard  of  moral 
action,  you  are  taking  it  all  away  and  you 
are  placing  the  moral  improvement  of  the 
people  in  the  hands  of  persons  who  call 
themselves  "  temperance  men,"  but  who 
by  their  actions  and  words  show  that  they 
are  undeserving  of  the  name.  People  will 
only  laugh  at  the  man  who  tells  them  that 
he  will  force  them  not  to  use  liquor.  The 
hon.  member  from  Sarnia  talked  about 
the  petitions  that  have  been  presented  in 
favor  of  this  Act  The  whole  basis  of  this 
matter  is  a  fraud,  because  when  we  look 
at  the  petitions  which  are  being  presented 
here  what  do  we  find  ?  I  have  read  over 
many  of  them,  and  I  find  as  many  as  two 
or  three  hundred  names  signed  by  the  one 
hand.  Anyone  who  is  a  judge  of  hand- 
writing at  all  can  see  that  in  every  petition 
the  names  are  all  signed  by  two  or  three 
individuals.  We  generally  find  a  man  and 
woman,  probably  the  heads  of  the  family, 
and  then  two  or  three  of  the  same  name 
beneath  them,  all  members  no  doubt  of 
the  same  family.  I  am  told  of  a  case  in 
which  that  was  done,  and  not  only  the 
man  and  woman  and  the  children  down 
to  two  years  of  age  signed,  but  even  the 
name  of  another  by  anticipation,  and  to 
make  it  right  they  called  it  Francis  because 
that  would  do  for  either  sex.  There 
is  a  great  deal  of  that  in  all  those 
petitions;  they  are  largely  bogus  and 
they  should  not  be  allowed  in  such  cases 
to  come  before  Parliament  I  think  that 
those  who  presented  those  petitions  here 
are  responsible  for  what  they  have  done. 
I  say  it  is  not  right  to  present  petitions 
here  containing  tiie  names  of  children  who 
are  too  young  to  know  anything  about  the 
subject  of  the  petition.  These  are  the 
petitions  which  the  advocates  of  this  legis- 
lation prate  about  I  say  they  are  a  fraud. 
They  are  absurd  and  lidiculous,  and  the 
House  should  not  listen  to  them.  I  be 
lieve  in  the  right  of  petition ;  it  is  the 
right  of  every  British  subject  to  petition 
Parliament ;  but  when  it  is  degraided  by 
bringing  such  documents  as  these  be- 
fore Parliament,  the  effect  is  simply  to 
bring  the  cause  which  these  people  advo- 
cate, into  contempt,  and  to  cast  ridicule 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH. 


upon  the  valued  and  cherished  right  of 
petition.  The  hon.  member  from  Ottawa 
singled  out  one  name  attached  to  the 
petitions  in  favor  of  this  amendment,, 
which  happened  to  be  the  same  as  that  of 
another  man  in  the  same  place,  and  he 
denounced  it  as  a  fraud  ;  but  look  at  Uie 
way  in  which  the  temperance  petitions  are 
signed  1  They  are  fraudulent  from  begin- 
ning to  end !  I  ask  hon.  gentlemen  to 
look  at  the  petitions  which  have  been 
produced  here  lately,  within  the  last  week,, 
signed  by  50,000  names,  asking  that  light 
wines  and  lager  beer  and  cider  be  excluded 
from  the  operation  of  the  temperance  Act  t 
Look  at  those  petitions  and  compare  them 
with  the  petitions  on  the  other  side,  and 
draw  your  own  conclusions.  These  are 
the  petitions  of  honest  men,  electors  of 
the  country,  who  have  a  right  to  petition 
Parliament  These  petitions  have  been 
drawn  up  and  signed  within  a  few  days,, 
and  presented  spontaneously  by  the  people, 
and  they  demand  from  us  far  greater  con- 
sideration than  the  petitions  presented  on 
the  other  side.  What  would  the  hoiu 
member  from  Sarnia  usk  us  to  do  ?  After 
a  long  and  exhaustive  debate  upon  this 
question,  in  which  it  was  discussed  in  all 
its  aspects,  this  amendment  was  adopted 
in  an  almost  full  House,  by  42  in  favor 
of  it  and  only  20  against  it.  We  had  three 
days'  deliberation  upon  the  question  be- 
fore it  was  raised  again,  and  the  House 
affirmed  the  decision  of  the  committee  in 
another  vote  by  a  large  majority,  and  now 
we  have  a  gentleman  who  has  the  auda- 
city to  come  forward  and  ask  us  to  stultify 
ourselves  and  reverse  our  former  deliber- 
ate action  not  only  in  committee  but  in 
the  full  House — to  ask  us  to  go  back  on 
our  record  and  stultify  ourselves  before  the 
country.  I  ask  even  those  who  voted 
against  the  amendment  on  that  occasion 
to  stand  by  us  and  not  sanction  such 
humiliation  as  this.  The  hon.  gentleman's- 
proposition  if  adopted,  would  make  us  the 
laughing  stock  of  the  whole  country. 
Nothing  could  have  a  worse  effect,  and  I 
hope  the  House  will  not  permit  itself  Xx> 
be  cajoled  into  doing  anything  of  the 
kind — to  bring  contempt  and  ridicule 
upon  the  Senate  I  am  surprised,  I  must 
confess,  at  the  speech  of  the  hon.  member 
from  Charlottetown.  A  stronger  speech 
in  opposition  to  the  Scott  Act  and 
prohibition     never     was     delivered     in 
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the  Senate.  There  was  never  a  more 
able  speech  delivered  in  this  House. 
I  am  surprised  to  find  that  although  he 
believes  this  Act  to  be  pernicious  in  every 
respect,  and  he  has  shown  the  reason  why 
and  where  it  is  pernicious  and  demoraliz* 
ing  in  its  tendencies,  he  still  supports  this 
measure.  I  think  I  understood  him  to 
say  that  although  he  believes  the  Act  to  be 
demoralizing  in  its  effect,  and  calculated 
to  produce  intemperance,  that  it  is  better 
to  have  it  on  our  statute  book  than  to 
have  no  law  at  all  to  regulate  the  sale  of 
liquor,  and  therefore  he  prefers  this  evil 
to  a  greater  one — ^the  unrestricted  sale  of 
liquor  throughout  the  Scott  Act  counties. 
I  believe  that  we  had  better  have  no  Act 
than  an  Act  like  this,  that  has  not  the 
support  of  the  people  A  law  that  has  not 
the  moral  support  and  backing  of  the 
people  is  more  injurious  in  its  effect  than 
no  law  at  all  The  hon.  gentleman  from 
Halifax  also  made  an  able  speech  to  the 
same  effect  yesterday,  showing  the 
iniquity  of  this  Bill,  yet  we  find  him 
telling  us  to-day  that  he  is  going  to  sup- 
port the  Scott  Act  Amendment  Bill  as  it  is 
before  us  now.  I  cannot  see  where  his 
consistency  comes  in.  His  whole  argu- 
ment, strong  and  convincing  as  it  was,  in 
every  way  tended  to  show  that  this  is  a 
vicious  Bill  and  ought  not  to  be  before  the 
House.  I  was  a  little  surprised  at  my 
hoa  friend  from  York.  He  told  us  yes- 
terday that  he  did  not  believe  in  the  Act ; 
that  he  drank  his  wine  like  most  of  us, 
but  because  he  believed  intemperance  was 
an  evil,  he  was  going  to  vote  with  the  pro- 
moters of  this  Bill — a  bill  which  allows 
you  to  buy  ten  gallons  of  whiskey,  but  not 
a  glass  of  beer.  We  all  know  that  intem- 
perance is  an  evil,  yet  my  hon.  friend  who 
does  not  believe  in  this  Act  as  having  a 
beneficial  effect,  is  going  to  vote  for  it, 
because  he  is  in  favor  of  temperance,  and 
because  he  is  a  churchman.  I  cannot  see 
his  consistency.  The  Church  of  England 
does  not  believe  in  the  Scott  Act.  It  has 
nev^  declared  itself  through  its  general 
meetings  as  an  advocate  of  an  Act  of  this 
kind  We  believe  in  the.  efficacy  of 
die  doctrines  of  our  church,  and  in 
the  inspired  word  of  God.  We 
believe  in  the  commandments,  and 
that  there  is  in  them,  if  observed, 
sufficient  to  keep  men  sober,  moral, 
and  religious,  and  that  this  Temperance 


Act  is  a  farce.  The  Roman  Catholic 
Church  does  not  believe  in  prohibition  at 
all ;  they  believe  it  would  be  going  con- 
trary to  the  inspiration  of  the  Bible  if  they 
favored  total  prohibition.  They  preach 
and  practice  temperance,  but  they  deny 
that  we  should  coerce  people  into  temper- 
ance ;  that  prohibition  is  subversive  of 
temperance.  I  have  said  enough,  I 
think,  to  show  that  this  Act  is  pernicious 
in  every  respect ;  that  it  has  destroyed, 
and  yet  threatens  to  destroy,  vested  rights, 
and  cannot  be  a  benefit,  but  a  curse  to 
the  community.  Even  the  permissive 
Bill  in  England,  promoted,  I  believe,  by 
Sir  Wilfred  Lawson,  declares  that  at  least 
two-thirds  of  the  whole  electorate  shall  be 
in  fyivoT  of  the  Bill  before  it  is  passed. 
I  believe  that  able  politician,  Mr.  Goschen, 
considered  that  two  thirds  of  the  whole 
electorate  would  not  be  a  sufficient  back- 
ing to  a  Bill  like  this  to  give  it  moral 
support,  power  and  efficiency  in  the  com- 
munity. He  believed  that  it  required  a 
three-fourths  majority.  Then  we  have 
Mr.  Bright,  who  says  that  the  men  en- 
gaged in  the  liquor  traffic,  men  engaged 
in  the  vineyards,  and  those  who  have  their 
business  in  and  from  this  traffic  have 
vested  rights,  and  are  as  much  entitled  to 
compensation  as  meu  in  any  other  indus- 
try when  it  is  interfered  with  by  Act  of 
Parliament  What  are  we  doing  here? 
We  are  putting  the  country  to  immense 
expense  in  elections  under  this  Act, 
which  is  not  only  vicious  in  its  tendency 
but  a  waste  of  public  money.  The  so- 
called  temperance  men  do  not  seem  to 
care  about  the  expense  as  long  as  it  does 
not  come  out  of  their  own  pockets.  You 
go  to  them  and  ask  them  for  a  sub- 
scription for  charitable  purposes,  and 
you  get  the  cold  shoulder;  it  is  their 
character — 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— And  cold  waten 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— They  do 
not  care  how  much  we  try  this  experi- 
ment of  temperance  at  the  expense  of  the 
whole  countiy,  and  the  effect,  as  we  have 
seen,  is  to  demoralize  the  people  and 
increase  the  use  and  abuse  of  liquor 
instead  of  making  mtn  sober.  I  repeat — 
such  an  Act  as  this  would  be  a  curse 
instead  of  a  blcKsing  to  the  Dominion  at 
large. 
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Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  do  not 
propose  to  detain  the  House  at  any  length 
for  the  reason  that  I  have  already  address- 
ed it  on  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill, 
but  I  wish  to  define  my  position  on  the 
question  as  it  stands  at  present.  It  seems 
to  me  that  the  course  which  has  been 
taken  by  the  opponents  of  the  Scott  Act, 
is  not  well  calculated  to  produce  a  favor- 
able effect  upon  the  public  mind.  Those 
who  take  the  view  entertained  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Halifax  and  others 
who  have  moved  amendments  to  the  Scott 
Act,  I  think,  should  have  acted  differently 
from  the  manner  in  which  those  gentleman 
have  acted.  It  would  have  been  better  to 
have  moved  for  the  repeal  of  the  Act  alto- 
gether, and  to  have  proposed  something 
which  should  replace  it  without  its  objec- 
tionable features.  That  is  one  of  my 
great  reasons  for  refusing  to  consent  to  any 
of  those  extemporised  amendments 
brought  up  by  what  we  may  call  not  ex- 
actly irresponsible  individuals,  because 
though  they  are  not  responsible  for  the 
general  government  and  general  welfare 
of  the  country,  they  are  responsible  as 
individual  members  of  Parliament,  but  no 
further.  This  question  of  temperance  or 
intemperance  is  one  which  ought  to  be 
handled  by  the  Government  and  none 
other.  That  is  the  view  I  take  of  the 
question,  and  should  I  find  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day,  whether  it  be  the 
present  Government  or  any  other  Govern- 
ment coming  forward  and  moving  for  a 
repeal  of  the  Scott  Act,  and  intimating 
their  intention  to  bring  in  another  as  a 
Government  measure  upon  which  their 
tenure  of  office  will  depend,  then,  I  say, 
we  shall  have  commenced  upon  the  right 
track  to  obtain  proper  temperance  Ic^ 
lation  for  the  country.  Another  reason 
why  I  opposed  those  separate  amend- 
ments— particularly  the  one  which  is  be- 
fore the  House  now — fe  that,  in  my  pro- 
vince, should  the  Canada  Temperance 
Act  of  1878  be  repealed  or  be  rendered 
inefficient,  it  has  been  intimated  that  we 
would  then  be  without  any  law  governing 
the  sale  of  liquor,  and  under  those 
conditions  it  is  probable  that  there 
would  be  a  great  accession  of  intem- 
perance in  that  province — at  all  events 
that  the  sale  of  liquor  would  be 
without  any  law  to  control  it  These  two 
reasons  alone,  to  my  mind,  are  sufficient 


to  justify  me  in  voting  against  the  other 
hostile  amendments  wUch  have  been 
proposed  to  this  House,  though  I  should, 
probably,  have  felt  greater  difficulty  in 
opposing  the  amendment  that  was  dealt 
with  yesterday,  than  I  do  the  one 
which  forms  the  subject  of  our  debate 
this  evening,  and  upon  that  I  have  no 
hesitation  whatever.  I  shall,  therefore, 
give  my  support  to  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Samia,  in  the  amendment  which 
has  been  moved  this  afternoon.  I  wish 
to  make  a  very  few  remarks  upon  some 
other  points  which  have  been  brought  up 
in  this  debate.  I  regret  to  hear  that  the 
advocates  of  temperance  in  this  House,, 
have  made  some  reflections  upon  the 
liquors  which  are  sold,  and  have  en- 
deavored to  create  the  impression  that 
they  are  villainous,  adulterated  stuff,  in- 
jurious to  everybody.  I  think  the  whole 
tenor  of  the  speech  which  has  been  de- 
livered this  evening,  in  very  eloquent  and 
very  impressive  language,  by  my  hon. 
friend  from  Ottawa,  went  to  prove,, 
not  the  injurious  effects  of  proper 
wines  and  beers,  but  to  prove  the  injurious 
effect  of  the  imitation  of  those  liquors. 
The  remedy  then,  certainly,  should  not 
be  the  Act  which  he  proposed,  but  should 
be  one  controlling  the  sale  of  liquor  by 
proper  legislative  enactments,  causing  a 
rigid  inspection,  and  preventing  the  issue 
of  licenses  to  mcompetent  and  unsuitable 
persons,  and  preventing  the  .sale  of  liquor 
under  any  circumstances,  to  drunkards 
and  to  minors.  I  certainly  sympathized 
with  the  hon.  gentleman  when  he  spoke 
of  the  father's  feelings  when  he  sees  his 
son  enter  a  bar  room,  and  call  for  liquor  ; 
but  my  feelings  as  afkther  would  be  much 
more  acute,  if  I  saw  my  son  enter  into  an 
unlicensed  shebeen  where  liquors  were 
sold,  and  other  pursuits  even  worse  than 
the  sale  of  liquor  were  carried  on.  I  say 
that  the  remedy  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  advised  for  the  cure  of  those  evils, 
is  really  no  remedy  at  all.  His  Act 
certainly  constrains  conscientious  individ- 
uals to  respect  the  law  because  it  is  the 
law,  but  it  does  not  constrain  the  man  who 
is  devoted  to  drink,  and  who  will  have  it 
cost  what  it  may,  and  who,  besides  in- 
dulging his  own  vicious  propensity,  drags 
down  with  him  other  men  to  p^ition^ 
wlio  would  earn  an  honest  living  if  diey 
Gouldi  but  who  are  prevented  from  doing 
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so  by  this  very  law.  It  cannot  be  denied 
that  when  the  Government  undertook  to 
introduce  a  law  to  promote  temperance  in 
Canada,  it  ought,  at  all  events,  to  have 
been  a  law  which  would  be  operative  in 
all  its  parts,  and  which  would  inflict  no 
new  and  additional  hardship  in  the  way  of 
trade,  or  throw  any  stumbling  blocks  in 
the  way  of  honest  men,  as  this  law  has 
done,  and  is  doing  every  day.  These  are 
points  which  we  had  a  clear  right  to  de- 
mand in  any  law,  for  which  was  claimed 
the  support  of  the  people  of  Canada.  I 
attach  sufficient  importance  to  the  great 
number  of  signatures  which  have  been 
appended  to  petitions  in  favor  of  this  Act ; 
but  we  must  recollect  that  circumstances 
have  within  a  few  days  materially  changed, 
and  that  the  other  side  has  now  been 
heard  to  a  very  considerable  extent,  and 
in  a  very  short  time.  That  other  side 
tells  an  entirely  different  story,  and  I  think 
we  are  entitled  to  attach  at  least  as  much 
importance  to  the  petitioners  who  have 
expressed  their  opinions  against  the  Scott 
Act,  as  to  those  who  have  petitioned 
in  its  favor,  more  especially  as  the  peti- 
tions against  the  Act  have  only  of  late 
begun  to  come  before  this  body.  There 
were  some  things  that  fell  from  hon.  gen- 
tlemen, for  whom,  personally,  I  have  the 
greatest  respect,  and  whose  sincerity  I  do 
not  for  a  moment  intend  to  challenge,  but 
who,  instead  of  attempting  to  convince  us 
with  solid  and  sound  argument,  began  to 
tell  us  that  our  favorite  beverages  are  in- 
jurious and  filthy.  Now,  that  displays  a 
vast  deal  of,  I  cannot  suppose,  wilful  ignor- 
ance ;  yet  to  hear  an  hon.  gentleman  talk- 
ing about  the  pithiness  of  the  beer  that 
we  are  accustomed  to  drink  is  some- 
thing, to  anyone  who  understands  the 
subject  at  all,  so  utterly  absurd  that  one  is 
almost  inclined  to  smile  at  the  ignorance 
which  will  impute  so  much  credulity  to  this 
House  and  the  public  generally  that  they 
would  believe  such  a  thing  for  a  moment. 
It  is  a  fact  well  known  to  the  Englishman 
who  is  accustomed  to  the  brew  houses  of 
the  English  farms,  and  English  breweries, 
that  absolute  cleanliness  in  every  article 
that  is  used  in  that  manufacture,  and  in 
the  utensils,  is  most  essential  The  very 
purest  of  water,  the  cleanest  of  malt,  the 
best  and  purest  of  hops  are  the  only 
articles  that  can  be  used  by  any  man  who 
has  a  reputation  as  a  brewer,  and  the 


brew  house  on  every  farm  must  be  kept  as 
clean  and  sweet,  and  every  article  in  it,  as 
the  dairy  and  the  dairy  utensils.  Can  we 
say  anything  more  in  support  of  the  abso- 
lute purity  of  the  article  that  we  are 
accustomed  to  consume  as  beer  ?  I,  my- 
self, believe  that  there  are  no  better  pro- 
moters of  temperance  in  the  world  than 
the  great  English  brewers  have  been. 
They  have,  as  is  notorious,  taken  advan- 
tage of  every  discovery  which  science  and 
skill  can  devise  to  produce  the  very  best 
and  purest  article  that  can  be  manufac- 
tured, and  their  success  is  so  well  known 
that  English  beer  is  to  be  found  not  only 
in  Europe  and  America,  but  in  India 
and  China. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX. CAMPBELL— Then„ 
why  not  let  us  have  it  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  think 
those  English  brewers  are  the  men  who 
have  conduced  most  to  the  temperance  of 
the  community. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Then,  why  don't 
you  let  us  have  their  beer  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  have 
given  very  good  reasons  why  I  object  to 
vote  against  my  hon.  friend's  amendment,, 
but  I  have  a  right  to  state  my  opinion^ 
because  I  do  not  wish  to  be  misunder- 
stood If  I  were  to  vote  with  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Sarnia,  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Belleville,  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Ottawa  here;  it  might 
be  held  that  my  opinions  were  identical 
with  theirs,  which  is  not  the  case,  and  I 
am  seeking  now  to  prevent  any  miscon- 
ception as  to  my  opmion  on  this  point. 
I  have  here  the  means  before  me  of  con- 
futing some  of  the  ordinary  misconceptions 
with  regard  to  alcohol,  and  of  refuting 
some  of  the  favorite  fallacies  which  are 
put  forward  by  the  temperance  gentlemen 
on  their  platform  with  regard  to  alcohol. 
I  have  here  an  article  from  the  National 
Review.  It  is  supported  by  reference  to 
several  well  known  public  documents, 
upon  the  authority  of  the  learned  Professor 
Leone  Levi,  and  Professor  Jevons,  mem- 
bers of  the  British  Association,  and  it  must 
be,  therefore,  apparent  to  the  House  that 
the  authorities  are  unexceptional : 
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MISCONCEPTION    ABOUT   ALCOHOL. 

The  consumption  of  alcoholio  drinks  is  all 
but  universal.  The  great  total  iH  made  up  of 
the  very  small  quantities  individually  con- 
f^Timed  day  by  dav  by  36.000,000  of  consumers. 
For  though  the  20,000,000  of  adulu  drink  the 
greater  part  of  it,  almost  everyone  is  a  con- 
sumer more  or  less.  Alcohol  is  the  common 
remedy  in  sudden  faintness  or  pain,  the  com- 
mon stimulant  in  exhausting  illness.  Medi- 
cines are  prepared  in  it,  wounds  are  dressed 
with  it,  toothaches  cured  by  it,  chilblains 
rubbed  with  it,  clothes  cleaned  with  it;  the 
housekeeper  uses  it  in  preserving,  and  the 
cook  in  flavoring.  Small  matters  separately, 
but  all  of  them  multiplied  by  vast  numberis, 
and  all  included  in  the  general  consumption. 
And  when  times  are  bad,  it  is  the  thrifly  and 
sober  people  who  spend  less  in  alcohol.  The 
drunkard  sacrifices  every  other  comfort 
first.  This  simple  truth,  a  truth  so 
simple  and  obvious  that  it  is  impossible 
to  dispute  it  when  once  put  into  words, 
is,  nevertheless,  entireljr  overlooked  or  for- 
gotten. Any  decrease  in  the  consumption, 
whenever  it  occurs,  is  treated  as  if  nothing 
could  produce  it  but  a  decrease  in  drunken- 
ness! In  like  manner,  it  is  the  sober  and 
frugal  who  have  been  pinching  themselveH  by 
drinking  water  or  small  beer,  when  times 
were  bail,  who  begin  to  live  a  little  better  as 
soon  as  they  can  afford  it,  and  the  increased 
consumption  which  follows  is  chiefly  theirs. 
Everyone  engaged  in  the  sale  of  alcohol  knows 
that  this  is  true,  and  it  needs  but  little  ac- 
quaintance with  human  nature,  to  see  that  it 
must  be.  Those  who  can  reflect  reasonably 
upon  these  things,  will  see  how  perfectly 
they  accord  with  and  explain  the  fact,  that 
while  drunkenness  has  almost  disappeared 
among  the  educated  classes,  and  has  been 
greatly  lessened  among  a  large  portion  of  the 
rest,  the  average  consumption  of  alcohol  per 
l)ead  is  slightly  greater  now  than  it  was  thirty 
or  forty  years  ago.  The  variations  that  occur 
show,  with  great  precision,  the  comparative 
rise  and  fall  of  general  prosperity;  but  they 
tell  us  notiiing  whatever  aliout  drunkenness, 
Kill) ply  because  the  quantity  consumed  as 
ordinary  diet  is  so  enormously  greater  than 
the  quantity  consumed  by  drunkards,  that 
any  changes  in  the  latter  are  too  small  in 
proportion  to  be  perceived.  This  statement 
would  be  accepted  as  a  truism  by  ordinary 
observers  of  English  life,  if  no  efforts  had 
been  made  to  disguise  the  truth.  Conclusive 
proof  of  it  will  be  given  furtheron,  but  I  shall 
tirst  give  some  examples  of  the  manner  in 
which  qnestions  of  fact  are  habitually  treated 
by  the  U)tal  abstinence  party  and  their  politi- 
cal friends.  The  National  Drink  Bill,  as  it  is 
called,  is  constantly  put  before  the  public  a« 
a  national  disgrace.  The  money  paid  for 
alcoholic  drinks,  apiiroaches  £130,000.000  a 
year.  It  is  assumed  that  this  is  the  cost  to 
the  nation  ;  that  it  is  an  extravagant  amount ; 
and  that  most  ut  it  is  paid  for  vicious  self- 
indulgence.      The  first  and  third  of    these 
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assumptions  are  absolutely  untrue;  and  the 
second  is  equally  eo»  if  alcohol  is  used  at  all 
as  a  national  beverage  The  £130,000,000, 
which  changes  hands  every  year,  consists  of 
three  distinct  portions.  The  first  is  taxation, 
which  is  collected  by  the  dealers  in  alcohol. 
It  amounts  to  £30,000,000.  The  second  is  the 
real  oostof  the  beer,  wineand  spirits  themsel  ves, 
which  is  about  £45,000,000.  The  third  is  the 
cost  and jprofitof  distribution,  which  is  between 
fifty  and  sixty  millions.  This  subject  has 
been  examined  and  the  results  determined  on 
the  beat  information  available  by  a  committee 
of  the  British  A.^sociation.  Professor  Leone 
Levi  and  the  late  Professor  Jevons  were 
members  of  the  committee.  Its  two  reports 
drawn  up  by  Professor  Levi,  are  printed  in 
the  Association  volumes  for  1881  82,  and  give 
the  most  authentic  account  the  nation  poe- 
sesses  of  the  particulars  of  its  expenditure. 
The  above  figures  are  taken  in  rounn  numbers 
from  these  reports.  The  real  cost  to  the  na- 
tion, as  the  committee  point  out,  is  only  the 
second  of  the  three  portions— the  £45,00'0,000 
which  the  beer,  wine  and  spirits  themselves 
have  really  cost  The  £30,000,000  of  taxes 
must,  of  course,  be  collected  in  some  way. 
The  sum  paid  for  distribution  is  paid  to  the 
nation  itself,  and  is  only  a  transfer  of  so  much 
income  from  one  hand  to  another,  for  capital 
used  and  services  rendered.  It  constitutes  the 
income  of  nearly  two  millions  persons  em- 
ployed in  or  dependent  on  the  trade;  and  if 
the  trade  were  suddenly  stopped  the  national 
effect  would  be,  not  that  the  nation  was  richer 
by  this  sum,  but  that  the  income  of  two  mil- 
lion people  was  taken  from  them  and  dis- 
tributeil  among  the  rest.  These  two  million 
being  thus  made  destitute,  would  endeavour  to 
do  something  else;  and  if  they  could  become 
producers  instead  of  distributiirs,  without  dis- 
placing any  other  producers,  or  lessenins 
their  production,  the  national  income  would 
then  be  increased  by  the  change.  But  we 
have  alrea.ly  a  surplus  of  people  who  would 
be  producers  if  they  could,  or  who  would  pro- 
duce more  if  they  were  wanted.  The  labour- 
market  is  always  over-stocked,  and  the  nation 
has  no  power  of  enriching  iixelf  by  turning 
distributors  into  producers.  The  real  cost  of 
alcohol  to  the  nation  as  one  of  its  bevera^^e  is, 
therefore,  £45,000.000  inf»tead  of  £130,000,000, 
with  the  addition  of  anything  that  might 
be  added  to  its  produce  by  any  other 
use  of  the  capital  employed ;  and  as  capital 
itself  is  superabundant,  and  can  lie  had 
in  any  quantity  when  there  is  a  chance 
of  profitable  use,'  the  addition,  if  any,  could 
he  trifling  only.  The  amount  paid  for  the 
distribution  of  alcohol  shows  that  the  trade, 
as  a  who'e,  is  not  a  specially  lucrative  one. 
It  is  about  £30  per  head  for  the  people  de- 
pendent on  it,  which  is  very  nearly  the  general 
average  income  of  the  nation  at  large.  That 
the  expenditure  is  extravagant  in  amount  is 
untrue,  if  beer,  wine  and  spirits  are  used  at 
all  as  national  beverages.  This  is  shown 
conclusively  when  the  details'  of  consump- 
tion are  considered ;   but,  in  the  meantime. 
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the  fact  that  the  quantity  used  is  practical ly 
the  same  in  all  civilized  nations,  disproves  the 
charffe  of  extravagance  on  general  grounds, 
for  the  term  cannot  properly  be  applied  to  an 
expenditure  universally  and  persistently 
adopted.  Nor  is  the  cost  excessive  when 
compared  with  that  of  other  articles.  Bread 
coste  £60,000,000;  meat  and  fii'h,  nearly 
XIOO,000,000 ;  tea,  coffee  and  sugar,  $35,000,- 
000 ;  potatoes,  fruit  and  vegetables,  £50,000,- 
000.  I  am  giving  the  actual  eosU  not  the 
sums  paid  by  the  consumers,  which  are,  of 
course,  much  more.  The  cost  of  dress  ex- 
ceeds £120,000,000.  If  every  person  consumed 
a  pint  of  milk  a  day,  which  is  in  fact  a  com- 
mon allowance  among  those  who  can  afford 
it,  the  annual  payment  for  milk  alone  would 
be  £100,000,000,  and  the  actual  cost  more 
than  half  of  this.  The  assumption  that 
alcohol  IS  chiefly  used  for  purposes  of  vicious 
self-indulgence  is  absolutely  untrue.  When 
a  man  dnnks  a  glass  of  beer  or  wine  with  his 
dinner  there  is  no  more  self^indulgende  than 
when  he  puts  su^ar  in  his  tea,  or  butter  on 
his  bread,  or  milk  in  his  porridge.  He  is 
Fimply  taking  such  diet  as  he  finds  pleasant 
and  suitable,  and  the  great  bulk  of  the  con- 
sumption is  always  of  this  kind.  The  pub- 
He  are  merely  imposed  upon  by  the  hardihood 
with  which  such  statements  are  made  and  by 
the  effect  of  large  numbers,  the  true  import  of 
which  is  carefully  concealed.  AH  numbers 
become  large  when  they  are  multiplied  by 
thirty-five  millions,  and  the  quantity  of  an^ 
article  in  universal  use  in  a  great  nation  is 
necessarily  an  enormous  quantity. 

I  believe,  hon.  gentlemen,  that  the  sub- 
stance of  what  1  have  now  read  to  the 
House  is  literally  and  exactly  true,  and  is 
well  worthy  of  attention.  It  clearly 
shows  the  misconceptions  which  are  put 
in  circulation  even  on  temperance  plat- 
forms, and  it  is  a  matter  very  much  to  be 
regretted  that  hon.  gentlemen,  with  the 
^ood  cause  they  have  if  they  would  only 
advocate  it  rightly,  should  have  recourse 
to  such  unwarrantable  expedients.  I 
heard,  yesterday,  I  think,  an  hon.  gentle- 
man referring  to  the  majorities  by  which 
the  Canada  Temperance  Act  has  been 
carried  in  many  distiricts,  and  challenging 
gentlemen  of  opposite  views  to  explain 
how  that  anomaly  came  to  exist.  If  the 
people  of  any  district,  in  which  the 
Temperance  Act  was  proposed,  were  not 
clearly  in  its  favor,  how  comes  it  that  those 
districts  should  have  adopted  the  Act? 
That  is  the  question  that  is  put  to  us.  I 
think  there  is  an  explanation  not  hard  to 
give,  and  not  discreditable  at  all  to  the 
numerous  people  who,  I  am  confident, 
acted  upon  this  inspiration,  which 
1     am    now    aboiu    to    suggest,    as    a 
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reason  for  those  majorities.  They 
are  simply  the  reasons  which  have  in- 
fluenced, and  would  influence,  honest 
minds,  and  did  influence  me  just  as  long 
as  I  believed  that  the  Canada  Temperance 
Act  was  what  it  professed  to  be,  a  remedy 
for  the  intemperance  of  the  country.  As 
long  as  I  believed  that  to  be  the  case  I 
could  not  as  a  conscientious  man  go  to  the 
polls  and  vote  against  it.  I  believe  that 
hundreds  of  others  voted  for  it  in  the 
same  light  aiKl  for  the  same  reason ;  they 
were  willing  to  %\ye  this  Act  a  trial  and  a 
chance  to  operate  as  it  was  intended  to 
operate  throughout  the  country ;  but  our 
opinions  have  changed  of  late  since  we 
have  witnessed  the  failure  of  the  Act  to 
perform  the  work  for  which  it  was  intended 
by  its  authors.  This  is  the  explanation  I 
have  to  offer  for  the  successes  which  in 
many  instances  have  attended  the  sub- 
mission of  the  Canada  Temperance  Act  in 
the  different  municipalities,  and  it  is  not 
one  which  is  at  all  discreditable  to  those  who 
have  acted  in  the  way  I  have  suggested, 
either  by  absenting  themselves  from  the 
polls,  or  actually  voting  in  favor  of  the  Bill 
Such  line  of  conduct  it  seems  to  me  ought 
to  be  followed  by  every  upright  and  con- 
cientious  man.  I  could  not  fail  to  be 
touched  myself,  I  admit  I  was  very  much 
so,  by  the  appeal  made  by  my  hon.  frieild 
from  Ottawa  when  he  spoke  of  the  experi- 
ence of  judges  and  juries  and  the  melan- 
choly death  of  a  criminal,  but  all  these 
things  suggest  to  me  another  course 
than  the  maintenance  of  the  Canada 
Temperance  Act.  That  Act  has  evi- 
dently failed  of  its  purpose,  and  if  it 
were  hopeless  for  this  Dominion  to  adopt 
any  other  course  than  that  we  have  pursu- 
ed, our  case  would  mdeed  be  melancholy ; 
but  my  belief  is  this,  that  if  the  question 
was  grappled  with  by  a  strong  and  vigor- 
ous Government,  and  even  though  we 
should  enroach  upon  the  liberty  of  the 
subject  in  a  way  made  necessary  by  the 
circumstances  of  the  country,  and  in  a  way 
that  would  reach  the  guilty  without  inter- 
fering with  the  harmless,  then  I  say  the 
evils  of  interference  with  the  liberty 
of  the  subject  would  vanish  as 
they  ought  to  vanish  when  the  public 
interest  requires  it  I  for  one  would  raise 
no  objection  to  a  large  interference  with 
private  liberty  in  the  matter  nf  securing 
respectable  places  where  liquor  should  be 
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sold.  I  for  one  would  sanction  any  neces- 
sary outlay  to  secure  the  absolute  purity 
of  the  articles  which  are  retailed  in  those 
places.  My  hon.  friend  from  Ottawa  has 
spoken  very  freely  indeed  of  the  immense 
amount  of  spurious  liquor  manufactured 
and  sold  even  in  wine  countries.  1  will 
not  attempt  to  challenge  the  statement  of 
my  hon.  friend,  but  I  merely  say  it  points 
to  more  caution  on  our  part  and  less 
interference  with  an  honest  trade  in  liquor. 
For  example,  when  we  have  districts  in 
Canada  producing  a  bevwage  eminently 
suited  for  the  wants  of  our  people,  why 
should  we  place  obstacles  in  the  way  of  its 
circulation  and  sale?  Should  we  not 
rather  endeavor  by  all  possible  means  to 
promote  and  extend  the  cultivation  of  the 
vine  in  this  country,  and  the  manufacture 
of  such  wholesome  and  reputable  ales 
as  won  for  the  English  their  reputation 
and  trade  over  the  wide  world  ?  These 
are,  in  my  judgment,  the  remedy  for  in- 
temperance ;  it  will  not  be  found  in  pro- 
hibition. Prohibition  is  eminently  im- 
possible in  a  country  like  ours.  Suppose, 
just  for  an  instant  or  two,  that  we  could 
carry  the  Canada  Temperance  Act  in 
every  municipality  and  in  every  province, 
what  then  ?  Does  it  follow  that  liquors 
of  a  worse  kind  would  not  fmd  their  way 
into  the  country?  Does  it  follow  that 
they  would  not  be  smuggled  into  the 
country  and  manufactured  in  private  stills 
all  over  the  country,  thereby  debasing  the 
population?  I  think  these  evils  would 
naturally  follow.  In  some  years,  great 
deficiency  has  occurred  in  the  wine  pro- 
ducing countries,  such  as  France  and 
other  parts  of  Europe.  The  ravages  of 
the  phylloxera  have  been  pretty  general, 
but  it  does  not  follow  at  all  that  such 
ravages  are  to  be  perpetual.  It  indicates 
simply  a  cause  very  similar  lo  that 
which  affected  our  own  wheat  crops  in 
Canada.  We  have  heard  of  the  fly 
injuring  our  spring  wheat  and  injuring  our 
crops  until  they  were  scarcely  worth 
harvesting  at  times.  We  studied  that 
question,  and  we  found  that  it  was  greatly 
to  be  attributed  to  the  lingering  growth 
from  which  the  plant  suffered  in  conse- 
quence of  the  abstraction  of  their  natural 
food  from  the  soil.  We  know  that  grape 
culture  has  been  going  on  for  centuries  in 
Europe,  and  great  objections  have  been 
entertained  to  applying  ordinary  manure 
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to  the  vines.  I  have  known  cases  in 
which  they  not  only  refuse  to  apply 
manure,  but  will  not  allow  them  even  to 
be  watered  at  certain  seasons,  and  the 
failure  of  the  vine  is  nothing  more  than 
we  may  expect  in  countries  where  it  has 
been  cultivated  for  centuries  on  the  same 
land.  When  these  things  come  to  be 
investigated,  a  remedy  will  be  found,  and 
Europe  may  once  more  contribute  to  the 
supply  of  America ;  but  we  have  sources 
of  our  own  whence  wholesome  and  non- 
injurious  liquors  may  be  derived,  and  to 
these,  I  think,  our  attention  ought 
chiefly  to  be  directed.  One  thing 
I  wish  to  make  a  remark  upon> 
which  is  that  legislators  are  largely  respon- 
sible for  the  evils  of  these  adulterated 
liquors.  As  my  hon.  friend  showed,  and 
I  think,  with  great  force,  the  evils  attend- 
ing a  law  at  present  on  the  statute  book,  to 
which  he  referred;  I  should  call  it  a  scand- 
alous law,  and  I  think  ihe  sooner  it  is  remov- 
ed the  better  and  more  reputable  it  will 
be  for  Canada  ;  but  for  periods  long  an- 
terior to  that,  we  have  been  enacting  ex- 
cise laws,  dealing  with  liquors  of  all  kinds, 
raising  our  revenue  from  them,  raising 
obstructions  to  their  free  transport  from 
one  country  to  another  ;  encouraging 
their  importation  from  one  place,  and  for- 
bidding them  entering  our  country  from 
another.  These  laws  have  been  in  exist- 
ance  even  in  Canada  as  well  as  in  the 
Mother  Country,  and  to  these  are  mainly 
due  the  first  idea  of  making  money  by- 
mixing  and  adulterating  liquors.  For 
these  things  we  are  clearly  responsible. 
We  are  reaping  now  the  evils  of  what  our 
forefathers  and  ourselves  have  done  in 
former  years,  and  I  think  they  should  be 
a  lesson  to  us  in  our  time,  to 
exercise  all  the  possible  caution  in 
our  power  in  reference  to  our  future 
action  in  these  matters.  I  believe^ 
myself,  that  the  liquor  traffic  is  one  able  to 
bear  a  very  large  burden  in  the  shape  of 
inspection,  and  for  the  safety  and  security 
of  the  public  it  is  perfectly  right  and  pro- 
per that  no  expense  should  be  spared  in 
order  to  secure  the  health  of  the  public  in 
this  important  matter. 

I  regret  that  I  should  have  been  in- 
duced to  speak  at  such  length,  and 
I  feel  it  necessary  to  apologize  to  the 
House  for  this  intrusion — for,  I  feel  it  to. 
be  such  after  having  addressed  the  House 
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at  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill — but  I 
feel  strongly  on  this  point,  and  I  felt  that 
my  position  was  one  which  required  ex- 
planation No  one  in  this  House  feels 
more  strongly  than  I  do  in  favor  of  tem- 
perance properly  so  called,  and  no  one 
will  go  further  to  promote  it  by  proper 
legislation,  but  I  will  not  consent  to  take 
any  part  in  the  destruction  of  the  Canada 
Temperance  Act  by  what  I  myself  must 
consider — I  leave  other  gentlemen  to  de- 
cide for  themselves — improper  methods. 

The  Senate  divided  on  the  amendment, 
which  was  rejected  by  the  following  vote: — 

CoHTEirrs : 
Hod.  Messrs. 


Alexander, 

Leonard, 

Allan, 

McClelan, 

Bellerose, 

Mclnnes, 

Chaffers, 

Miller  (Speaker), 

GhajMiis, 

Pelletier, 

Ferrier, 

Power, 

Flint, 

Scott, 

Girard, 

Stevens, 

Grant, 

Vidal, 

Haythome, 

Wark.— 20. 

NoN-CoNTEirrs : 

Hon.  Messrs. 

Almon, 

McKay, 

Baillargeon, 

McEindsej, 

Bolduc, 

McMillan, 

Botsford, 

Macdonald, 

Boucherville, 

de,         Maclnnes, 

Campbell  (Sir 

Alex.),  Montgomery, 

Carvell, 

Nelson, 

Clemow, 

Northwood, 

Cochrane, 

O'Donohoe, 

DeBIois, 

Ogilvie, 

Dever, 

PAquet, 

Glasier, 

Poirier, 

Guevremont, 

Bobitaille, 

Hamilton, 

Smith, 

Eanlbach, 

Turner.— 31, 

McDonald, 

The  SPEAKER- 
on  the  motion  for 
the  Bill. 


—The  question  is  now 
the  third  reading  of 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  rise  for  the  pur- 
pose of  calling  the  attention  oi  the  Minister 
of  Justice  to  the  fact  that  as  the  House 
has  adopted  this  very  important  amend- 
ment, I  think  it  will  be  the  duty  of  the 
Government,  and  his  duty  as  leading  this 
House,  to  make  such  further  amendments 
as  will  render  the  Act  workable.  As  has 
been  pointed  out  by  the  hon.  gentleman 


from  Ottawa,  the  effect  of  the  adoption  of 
the  amendment  which  has  just  been  voted 
upon — ^that  is  the  amendment  allowing  the 
sale  of  wines,  ale  and  lager  beer,  in  the 
counties  where  the  Scott  Act  is  in  force, 
will  be  that  that  sale  will  take  place  with- 
out any  regulation  whatever ;  that  there  is 
to  be  unlimited  free  trade  in  these  drinks, 
that  the  sale  of  them  will  not  be  affected 
by  the  license  laws  of  the  provinces,  be- 
cause the  Scott  Act,  so  called,  provides 
that  as  soon  as  it  has  been  adopted  the 
local  license  laws  cease  to  have  any  effect. 
It  seems  to  me,  therefore,  that  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  Minister  now  to  provide  that 
henceforth,  as  far  as  the  sale  of  wine,  ale 
and  lager  beer  is  concerned,  the  local 
license  laws  shall  operate. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
hoa  gentleman  probably  did  not  hear  me 
say  in  reply  to  the  hon.  member  from 
Ottawa,  that  I  would  take  care  if  the  Bill 
passed  that  the  necessary  provisions]should 
be  made. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  did  not  hear 
that. 

The  Senate  divided  on  the  motionffor 
the  third  reading  of  the  Bill  which  was 
agreed  to  by  the  following  vote  : — 


COHIBHTB  S 

Hon, 

Messrs. 

Almon, 

McEindsey, 

Baillargeon, 

McMillan, 

Bolduc? 

Macdonaldy 

Botsford, 

Maclnnes, 

Boucherville,  de 

Montgomery, 

Campbell  (Sii 

Alex.) 

Nelson, 

Carvell, 

Northwood, 

Clemow, 

O'Donohoe, 

Cochrane, 

Ogilvie, 
P&quet, 

DeBIois, 

Dever, 

Plumb, 

Glasier, 

Poirier, 

Gu6vremont, 

Power, 

Hamilton, 

Robitaille, 

Eaulbach, 

Smith, 

McDonald, 

Turner.— 33. 

McKay, 

N0K-C0NT«NTS: 

Hon. 

IMdssrs. 

Alexander, 

Leonard, 

Allan, 

McClelan, 

Bellerose, 

Mclnnes, 

Chaffers, 

Miller  (Speaker), 

Chapais, 

Pelletier, 
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Ferrier, 

Scott, 

Flint, 

Stevens, 

Gimid, 

Vidal, 

Grant, 

Wark.^19. 

Hajthorne, 

'    The  Bill  was  then  read  the  third  time 
and  passed. 

'    The  Senate  adjourned  at  six  o'clock. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Thursday y  May  28th,  1885* 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 
THIRD  READING. 

Bill  (76),  "An  Act  to  amend  the  Act 
respecting  the  London  Life  Insurance 
Company"  (Mr.  Plumb),  was  reported 
through  Committee,  read  the  third  time 
and  passed  without  debate. 

THE  REBELLION  IN  THE  NORTH- 
WEST. 

2MOTION* 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER  moved— 

That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
His  Excel  leAoy  the  Governor  General ;  pray- 
ing that  His  Excellency  will  be  pleamd  to 
cause  to  b^  laid  before  this  House,  copies  ot 
the  letters  addressed  by  His  Lonlship  the 
Anglican  Bishop  of  Saskatchewan,  and  His 
Grace  Archbishop  Tache,  to  the  Dominion 
Government,  between  the  month  of  July  and 
October,  1884,  in  reference  to  the  alarming 
manifestation  of  discontent  at  that  period, 
amongst  the  ELalf-Breeds  and  others  on  the 
Saskatchewan. 

He  said :  In  rising  to  move  for  this 
return,  I  assume  from  the  latest  account 
received,  that  the  armed  insurrection  of 
half-breeds  and  others,  at  and  around 
Prince  Albert,  has  now  been  virtually 
suppressed.  AH  agree  that  there  will  be 
no  more  bloodshed,  and  no  one  can 
question  the  propriety  of  full  parliamentary 
inquiry  now  into  the  whole  matter.  The 
outbreak  has  been  quickly  and  success- 


fully checked  throv^h  the  admirable 
prudence  and  judgment  displayed  by 
General  Middleton,  in  handling  the  small 
force  placed  under  his  command;  and 
everyone  bears  testimony  to  the  unwaver- 
ing steadiness  and  valor  of  our  citizen 
soldiers  in  every  one  of  the  conflicts  which 
have  taken  place.  But  the  Dominion  has 
to  mourn  over  an  unexpectedly  large  list 
of  killed  and  wounded,  amongst  whom 
are  many  young  men  of  great  promise, 
and  who  were  highly  esteemed  in  their 
respective  districts.  This  will  long  con- 
tinue to  be  a  sorrowful  memory  in 
connection  with  this  struggle.  But  the 
House  will  agree  with  me  that  Parliament 
is,  at  this  moment,  imperatively  called 
upon  to  inform  itself  by  the  most  search- 
ing inquiry  as  to  what  were  the  grievances 
which  drove  those  half-breeds  to  have 
recourse  to  arms.  In  the  interests  of  the 
future  peace  and  progress  of  the  country, 
this  searching  investigation  should  now  be 
made,  before  Parliament  rises.  No  one 
would  venture  to  justify,  under  any  cir- 
cumstances, open  recourse  to  arms, 
and  the  subversion  of  law  and  order,  but 
if  any  of  the  members  of  this  Government, 
or  the  officials  appointed  by  them,  have  by 
inattention  to,  or  wanton  neglect  of,  their 
duties,  brought  about  such  an  irritation 
and  exasperation  of  feeling,  that  their  con- 
duct has,  in  a  large  measure,  fomented  the 
spirit  of  resistance,  and  called  forth  a 
breach  of  the  law — I  say,  such  members 
of  the  Government  and  such  prominent 
officials  should  be  punished.  If  their 
wanton  neglect  of  duty,  or  supercilious 
bearing,  or  cold,  selfish  indifference, 
sometimes  proceeding  from  the  plenitude 
of  their  power,  or  from  the  possession  of 
wealth — perhaps  improperly  got — I  say  if 
such  have,  in  any  measure  or  degree,  led 
to  this  insurrection,  Parliament  ought  not 
to  hesitate  to  impeach  such  members  of 
the  Government  or  such  officials.  This 
insurrection  has  brought  deep  sorrow  and 
distress  into  the  households  of  a  large 
number  of  our  most  valued  citizens.  It 
has  required  two  or  three  thousand  of  our 
industrious  bread  winners  to  leave  their 
daily  calling,  impairing,  perhaps,  the  pros- 
pects of  some  of  them  in  life. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  rise  to  a  ques- 
tion of  order.  The  hon.  gentleman  is 
reading  his  speech  word  for  word 


Digitized  by 


Google 


The  BebMion  in  [MAY  28,  1885.]  the  North-  West. 


1013 


Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— The  hon. 
gentleman  will  be  kin4  enough  not  to  in- 
terrupt me, 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— The  hon.  gentle- 
man is  reading  his  speech.  1  believe  it  is 
well  understood  that  it  is  not  convenient 
for  hon.  gentlemen  to  read  their  speeches 
before  a  deliberative  body  like  this,  and 
certainly  it  is  against  the  rule  in  the  House 
of  Commons  in  England,  and  here,  when 
attention  is  called  to  it 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— It  has 
been  a  constant  practice  in  this  House 
and  in  the  House  of  Commons. 

The  speaker— There  can  be  no 
question  with  regard  to  the  rule  which 
governs  us  in  this  matter.  It  is  not  in 
order  for  any  member  to  read  his  speech. 
It  is  true  it  is  sometimes  permitted  to  hon 
gentlemen  in  both  houses,  to  read  their 
speeches,  but  when  the  point  of  order  is 
raised  here,  it  is  my  duty  to  rule  against  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— Then,  I 
would  like  to  ask  the  permission  of  the 
House  to  read  this  speech  that  I  have 
prepared,  as  it  is  on  a  subject  of  vital  im- 
portance to  the  country,  and  it  is  one  on 
which  every  word  should  be  carefully 
weighed  and  uttered.  I  will  take  the 
opinion  of  the  House  on  this  question. 

The  SPEAKER— My  ruling  is  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  is  not  in  order  in 
reading  his  speech.  Against  that  ruling 
he  has  a  right  to  appeal ;  otherwise  he 
cannot  address  the  house,  except  on  a 
motion  appealing  against  my  judgment. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— May  I 
not  appeal  as  to  whether  the  majority  of 
this  House  will  permit  me  to  read  my 
speech  ?  If  the  House  says  I  am  not 
permitted  to  do  so — 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— 
I  do  not  think  there  is  any  appeal  from 
the  ruling  of  the  Speaker,  but  there  might 
be  a  motion  made  that  the  hon.  gentle- 
man be  allowed  to  read  his  speech. 

The  speaker— There  is  an  appeal 
from  my  ruling.  My  ruling  may  be  im- 
proper, and  it  is  for  the  House  to  decide  ; 


but  in  this  case,  I  say  that  the  rule  is  so 
plain  that  there  can  be  no  doubt  about  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— This  House  would 
only  be  stultifying  itself  to  decide  against 
the  ruling  of  the  Speaker,  because  our  rule 
is  a  plain  and  simple  one  that  no  member 
can  read  his  speech,  but  I  think  it  is  per- 
fectly competent  for  any  gentleman  to 
make  a  motion  that  a  member  may,  for 
certain  reasons,  read  his  speech.  For  in- 
stance, a  few  nights  ago  a  motion  was  made 
for  an  hon.  gentleman  who  was  not  in  a 
good  state  of  health  that  another  hon, 
gentleman  should  be  allowed  to  read  his 
speech  foi;  him,  and  it  was  permitted. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— That  was  an  un- 
usual thing. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Whether  a  motion 
could  be  made  which  is  immediately  an- 
tagonistic to  the  order  of  the  House, 
is  a  question  which,  of  course,  I  am 
not  at  this  moment  prepared  to  speak  on ; 
whether  we  can,  ourselves,  except  by 
uni/ersal  consent,  agree  to  a  reversal  of 
the  rule  of  order  is  a  point  which  I  have 
not  considered ;  still,  we  have  hitherto  al- 
lowed a  good  deal  of  latitude  to  gentlemen 
who  have  read  their  speeches  on  different 
occasions  in  this  House.  In  the  recent 
debate  a  number  of  gentlemen  read  from 
very  copious  notes  and  the  point  of  order 
was  not  taken ;  so  that  it  is  not  a  rule  that 
is  absolutely  enforced  on  all  occasions. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— The  rule  is  al- 
ways  enforced  when  the  attention  of  the 
Speaker  is  called  to  the  fact.  Very  often 
gentlemen  are  permitted  to  read  their 
speeches  because  no  notice  is  taken  of  it, 
but  if  the  attention  of  the  Speaker  is  called 
to  it,  it  is  perfectly  out  of  order  to  read  a 
speech.  The  hon.  member  prepares  his 
diatribes  and  fulminates  them  against 
members  of  this  House  outside,  and  then 
comes  in  here  and  reads  them  so  that  they 
shall  go  on  the  record. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  do  not 
speak  from  manuscript ;  I  generally  speak 
on  the  inspiration  of  the  moment,  what- 
ever I  have  to  say,  but  in  many  cases  the. 
reading  of  a  speech  might  be  allowed. 
Some  hon.  gentlemen  may  be  infirm  or  in 
poor  health,  or  for  other  reasons  might  be 
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allowed  to  read  their  speeches.  But  when 
an  hoa  gentleman,  in  full  possession  of 
health,  speaking  against  the  good  sense  of 
the  House,  cooly  prepares  and  writes  out 
his  speech,  attacking  certain  members  of 
the  House,  talking  of  ill-gotten  gains,  and, 
under  the  cloak  of  a  motion  for  a  return, 
attacks  some  hon.  members,  the  whole 
sense  of  the  House  must  feel  that  we  must 
rigorously  adhere  to  our  rules,  and  not 
allow  those  inuendoes  to  be  uttered. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  make  no 
inuendoes.  I  say  straightforwardly  what 
I  have  to  say. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— It  is  con- 
trary  to  the  dignity  of  the  House,  that 
such  proceedings  should  be  permitted, 
and,  therefore,  I,  as  one  member,  must 
enter  my  protest  against  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— There  is  no 
doubt  about  the  rule  laid  down  by  his 
honor  the  Speaker ;  and  I  was  struck  my- 
self by  the  fact  that  on  this  occasion  the 
hon.  member  from  Woodstock  was  delib- 
erately reading  his  manuscript  word  by 
word  The  hon.  gentleman  is  a  sufficient- 
ly old  parliamentarian  to  know  that  he 
could  not  do  that,  and  surely  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  shrewd  enough  to  be  able  to 
attain  his  end  without  violating  the  rule. 
There  is  nothing  to  hinder  him  from  glanc- 
ing at  his  manuscript  occasionally,  and  I 
think  in  that  way  he  can  do  all  he  wants. 
I  wish,  however,  to  correct  a  statement 
which  he  made,  to  the  effect  that  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  read  a  speech  in 
the  other  House  the  other  day.  I  happen- 
ed to  be  there  at  the  time,  and  I  can  say 
that  he  did  not  read  his  speech.  He  had 
copious  notes  to  which  he  referred,  but  he 
did  not  read  his  speech.  If  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Woodstock  would  follow  the 
example  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
in  that  respect,  he  would  be  strictly  within 
the  rule. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— I  happened  to  be 
present  in  the  gallery  of  the  House  of 
Commons  on  the  occasion  to  which  the 
hon.  member  from  Halifax  refers,  and  I 
am  prepared  to  assert  that  Mr.  Blake  did 
read  his  speech.  I  saw  him  reading  it 
and  turning  over  the  manuscript  leaf  by 
leaf. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH. 


Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  was  pro- 
ceeding to  enumerate  the  different  evils 
which  must  result  from  this  rebellion.  It 
must  cause  an  enormous  waste  of  public 
money,  and  must  injure  for  a  time  the 
prospects  of  immigration  flowing  into  our 
North-West  Then,  as  a  matter  of  course, 
it  blights  for  a  time  the  prospect  of  our 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  which,  for  con- 
struction, has  already  added  $70,000,000 
to  the  debt  of  the  country.  And  what  a 
misfortune  to  our  Dominion,  that  that 
happy  and  peaceful  confidence  which  has 
hitherto,  in  the  past,  been  entertained  by 
the  Indian  races  towards  the  Queen 
Mother  and  her  Canadian  subjects,  should 
thus  have  been  unnecessarily  disturbed. 
This  insmrection,  although  small  in  its 
proportion,  is  an  unfortunate  break  in  the 
onward  progress  of  the  Dominion,  and 
must  affect  deeply  the  whole  of  its  public 
interests.  I  say  small  in  proportion,  be- 
cause, if  we  leave  on  one  side  the  Indians 
who  were  only  drawn  into  sympathy  after- 
wards, the  disaffected  half-breeds  do  not 
appear  to  have  numbered  more  than  300, 
all  told.  I  have  several  times  asked  my- 
self the  question,  and  I  now  ask  this  hon- 
ourable House  the  question :  Is  it  really 
the  case  that  had  the  Government  last 
autumn  acted  with  a  proper  sense  of  their 
responsibilities  when  they  sent  down  to 
Fort  Carleton  a  large  number  of  the 
mounted  police — ^and  when  they  were  at 
the  same  time  receiving  earnest  admoni- 
tion from  the  Anglican  Bishop  of  the 
Saskatchewan,  and  from  Archbishop 
Tach^  as  to  the  urgency  of  their  no  longer 
trifling  with  and  neglecting  so  grave  a 
matter,there  would  have  been  no  outbreak? 

If  the  Government  had  then,  or  even 
during  several  months  afterwards,  done 
their  duty  in  having  a  proper  adjudication 
of  the  claims  of  those  three  hundred  half- 
breeds,  involving  merely  the  consideration 
of  a  few  thousand  acres  of  land,  we  should 
have  been  saved  the  bloodshed  and  all  the 
horrors  of  the  civil  war.  Those  families 
that  have  been  plunged  into  sorrow  and 
mourning  and  distress  would  have  been 
spared  all  the  afflictions  with  which  they 
have  been  visited,  and  which  everyone 
feeb  has  been  brought  upon  them  by  the 
wanton  neglect  of  public  duty,  chiefly  on 
the  part  of  the  two  Ministers  of  the  Interior. 
Those  two  Ministers  of  the  Crown  openly 
profess  a  joint  responsibility  as  regards 
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the  Department  of  the  Interior.  At  the 
very  moment  that  those  half-breeds  were 
sending  to  Montana  for  Riel  to  come  and 
advocate  their  rights,  and  when  the  demon 
of  insurrection  was  rapidly  raising  its  head, 
the  present  Minister  of  the  Interior  went 
off  to  the  Rhine  for  his  own  private 
pleasure,  and  to  other  parts  of  Europe. 
While  all  this  was  transpiring,  the  acting 
Minister  of  the  Interior,  Sir  John  Mac- 
donald,  was  remaining  at  Riviere  du  l/oup, 
thinking  he  had  done  all  that  was  neces- 
sary in  sending  down  to  Fort  Carleton  a 
certain  number  of  mounted  police.  I  ask 
this  House,  when  they  look  into  the  facts 
of  this  insurrection,  can  they  come  to  any 
other  conclusion  than  that  it  has  arisen 
from  the  most  culpable  neglect  of  duty  on 
the  part  of  those  two  Ministers  of  the 
Crown?  They  now  stand  arraigned  at  the 
bar  of  public  opinion,  chargeable  with 
having,  by  neglect  of  duty,  brought  on,  in 
some  degree,  the  loss  of  life  that  has  taken 
place  at  Fish  Creek,  at  Cut  Knife  Creek, 
and  at  Batoche. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOTSFORD— I  rise  to  a 
point  of  order;  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
reading  his  speech. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  have  a 
right  to  refer  to  my  notes, 

Hon.  Mr.  BOTSFORD— The  hoa 
gentleman  is  reading  his  speech,  and  I  call 
him  to  order. 

The  speaker— The  hon.  gentleman 
has  been  cautioned  that  it  is  not  in  order 
to  read  hb  speech. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— I  think  for  our 
own  sakes  we  should  dispense  with  the 
rule,  and  let  him  read  his  speech.  He 
loses  more  time  when  he  does  not  read  it 
He  puts  me  in  mind  of  the  big  Grenadier 
who  was  licked  by  his  little  wife.  When 
asked  why  he  allowed  her  to  thrash  him, 
he  replied,  "  it  pleases  her,  and  does  not 
hurt  me."  If  the  hon.  gentleman  wishes 
to  read  his  speech  it  will  please  him,  and 
will  not  hurt  anybody. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— They  are 
charged  with  having  been  indirectly  the 
cause  of  the  bloodshed  and  loss  of  life  that 
has  taken  place  in  the  North-West     It  is 


very  easy  to  excite  a  feeling  with  regard 
to  the  half-breeds.  No  one  would  justify 
them  in  having  recourse  to  arms.  Cer- 
tainly, no  one  would  justify  any  white 
population  taking  such  a  course,  but  we 
can  hardly  be  surprised  after  the  experi- 
ence we  have  had  in  this  House  on  differ- 
ent occasions  of  the  unbearable  and  tyran- 
nical manner  in  which  they  endeavor  to 
exercise  their  power  (because  they  have  a 
majority  here)  over,  individual  mdepen- 
dent  members — we  can  hardly  be  surprised 
at  their  acting  in  the  same  way  towards 
the  poor  half-breeds  of  the  North- West 
Those  people  have  sent  delegations  here 
at  an  expense  to  themselves,  stating  their 
claims  with  regard  to  their  lands,  and  if 
they  were  sent  away  in  the  same  manner 
that  we  are  answered  here,  it  is  not  sur- 
prising that  they  became  exasperated 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— If  they  acted  in 
the  same  way  that  the  hoa  gentleman 
does,  they  would  deserve  to  receive  an 
exasperating  reply. 

Hon.  Mr-  ALEXANDER— I  have 
nothing  to  feel  sorry  for  in  what  I  have 
said  here  in  discharge  of  my  duty.  I  do 
not  wish  to  recall  one  word  that  I  have 
ever  uttered  on  the  floor  of  this  House  in 
defending  the  rights  of  the  people.  I  say 
that  the  Government  have  not  only  been 
the  means  of  bringing  insurrection  on  the 
country,  but  they  are  trying  now  to  per- 
petuate their  power  by  corrupt  acts,  by  a 
tyrannical  measure  which  they  know  they 
can  force  through  the  other  House  and 
which  they  trust  to  be  able  to  carry 
in  the  Senate,  a  measure  which  may  bring 
about  an  insurrection  in  Upper  Canada. 
I  have  heard  some  leading  men  of  this 
province  say,  within  a  few  days,  that  if  we 
are  to  have  a  Government  ruling  the 
country  by  corrupt  practices  it  will  drive 
them  to  leave  the  Dominion  and  go  to 
the  United  States. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOTSFORD— It  would  be 
well  for  the  country  if  some  did  go. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— No  Gov- 
ernment can  exist  that  holds  power  only 
by  common  trickery,  by  using  the 
patronage  of  the  Crovm  to  corrupt  the 
members  and  the  electorate  of  the 
country. 
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Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
think  the  hon.  gentleman  is  out  of  order. 
Surely,  it  is  not  in  order  to  say  that  the 
Government  are  corrupting  members  of 
Parliament.  It  is  a  direct  accusation 
against  every  hoa  member  who  hears  him. 

Hon.  Mr.  SPEAKER— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman is  not  in  order.  He  cannot 
insinuate  anything  like  corruption  against 
members  of  Parliament. 

Hon,  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  am  quite 
veil  aware  that  within  the  last  two  years  a 
course  of  action  has  been  pursued  against 
some  members  of  this  House  which  was 
never  known  here  before,  and  is  not  known 
in  the  other  Chamber. .  I  am  prepared  to 
submit  to  it,  but  I  will  find  means  of 
giving  my  views  to  the  public,  views  which 
will  meet  with  the  approval  of  all  except 
those  to  whom  the  Government  have 
promised  ofSce,  and  the  press  they  have 
bought  up  to  support  their  policy.  I  can 
only  add  that  the  Government  are  not  only 
chargeable  with  those  evils  to  which  I  have 
alreadyreferred;butarealsochargeablewith 
all  the  disastrous  results  of  that  outbreak. 
The  prevailing  sentiment  of  the  country 
at  this  moment  is  that  they  have,  by  their 
trifling  with  this  grave  matter,  brought  the 
direst  calamity  on  the  country  which 
could  possibly  befall  it  If  they  set  up  the 
defence,  that  the  officials  of  their  Depart- 
laent  have  been  derelict  to  their  duties,  let 
them  say  so.  But  Parliament  is  bound 
by  every  consideration  of  duty  to  investi- 
gate the  whole  matter,  and,  as  the  prelude 
to  further  action,  I  move  the  resolution  of 
which  I  have  given  notice. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT  —  No  one  can 
regret  more  than  I  do  that  the  hon. 
member  from  Woodstock,  uses  such  very 
violent  language  when  he  rises  to  speak  in 
this  House.  I  am'  sorry,  indeed,  to  think 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  cannot  restrain 
himself  so  as  to  place  his  views  before  the 
House  and  the  country.  He  should  en- 
deavor, as  far  as  possible,  to  use  proper 
language  in  addressing  the  House. 

Now,  with  reference  to  the  subject 
before  the  House,  it  is  possible  that  the 
Government  may  be  to  blame  ;  I  will  not 
say  whether  chey  are  to  blame  or  not ; 
that  is  a  question  to  be  decided  hereafter. 
It    is    unfortunate,     however,    that    the 


troubles  in  the  Nbrth-West  have  been  of 
such  a  character  as  to  involve  a  large 
outlay  and  very  considerable  loss  to  the 
country.  Taking  everything  into  consi- 
deration, notwithstanding  that  the  men 
who  have  gone  from  their  homes  and  their 
daily  labors  to  fight  the  battles  of  their 
country,  have  had  to  endure  privations 
and  hardships,  particularly  those  who  went 
out  first,  in  getting  to  the  scene  of  action, 
and  notwithstanding  all  the  difficulties 
which  have  been  encountered  in  sup- 
pressing the  rebellion,  I  think  it  will  tend 
to  the  very  best  interests  of  Canada.  We 
may  lament  that  there  has  been  a  rebel- 
lion,  either  with  or  without  cause,  but  we 
should  feel  thankful  that  it  is  now  nearly 
brought  to  a  close  The  country  can  well 
afford  to  spend  whatever  the  suppression 
of  the  insurrection  may  cost,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  obtaining  the  success  which  has 
been  achieved  by  our  gallant  volunteers 
under  the  command  of  General  Middle- 
ton.  Whether  the  Government  is  to. 
blame  or  not,  I  think  the  country  will  gain- 
in  some  respects.  In  the  first  place,  we 
shall  have  a  vexed  question  settled  in  the 
North- West;  it  will  be  settled  now  in  a 
manner  that  will  save  us  trouble  from  it 
in  the  future.  It  will  also  help  to 
settle  that  country — to  fill  it  with  large 
numbers  of  emigrants  from  other  parts  of 
the  world,  who  will  be  in  a  position  to  till 
the  soil  in  peace.  I  believe,  further,  that 
it  will  have  this  effect,  that  it  will  show  to 
that  horde  of  Fenians,  who  live  in  the 
United  States,  and  who  threaten  us  with 
tuouble  from  time  to  time,  that  we  have 
the  pluck,  and  the  energy,  and  the  men, 
if  necessary,  to  drive  them  back,  if  they 
come  across  our  borders,  or  to  send  them 
to  the  other  world.  We  know  the  ex- 
perience we  have  had  in  the  past,  in  con- 
nection with  the  Fenian  attempts  on  this 
country.  It  was  said,  then,  that  our 
militia  was  composed  of  a  pack  of  boys 
who  could  not  stand  before  an  enemy, 
and  so  on,  but  now  the  fact  has  been 
proved  that  we  have  got  citizen  soldiers 
who  are  not  ashamed  to  show  themselves 
in  time  of  trouble.  I  recollect,  as  a  boy, 
in  the  war  of  1812  and  1815,  that  the 
militia  of  Canada  had  the  credit  of  being 
fully  equal,  if  not  superior,  to  many  of  the 
regular  troops  that  came  to  this  country. 
Their  spirit  of  daring  was  such  that  they 
were  not  afiaid  to  take  their  lives  in  their 
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hands,  in  defence  of  thenr  home  and  their 
country.  Now  that  this  rebellion  has 
been  crushed  out,  I  trust  that  there  will 
be  no  more  bloodshed,  and  I  trust  that 
we  shall  actually  be  gainers  by  it.  What 
is  the  expenditure  of  a  couple  of  millions 
(rf  dollars,  in  comparison  with  the  settle- 
ment of  this  difficulty,  and  having  it  go 
abroad  that  we  are  aWe  to  protect  our- 
selves, and  ready  even,  if  necessary,  to 
help  the  Mother  Country?  Whatever  the 
claims  of  these  half-breeds  may  be,  they 
are  being  settled  by  a  commission,  and 
the  only  thing  that  I  regret  is,  that  they 
are  being  paid  in  scrip,  which  they  dispose 
of,  as  fast  as  they  get  it,  to  speculators. 
I  have  suggested  to  the  Minister  that 
some  course  ought  to  be  taken  to  put  a 
stop  to  it  What  is  the  use  of  the  Gov- 
ernment giving  them  scrip  for  land,  if 
,  ihey  trade  it  away  to  speculators  immedi- 
ately after  they  get  it?  It  would  be  a 
great  deal  better  if  they  were  to  get  land 
instead  of  scrip.  They  could  not  trans- 
fer the  land  so  easily  to  speculators 
as  they  do  the  scrip  and  then  put  in  claims 
for  more.  I  hope  that  the  few  words  I 
have  spoken  on  that  subject  will  direct  the 
attention  of  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  to 
this  matter,  and  that  he  will  see  that 
something  is  done  to  stop  the  sale  for  a 
trifle  of  this  scrip  that  is  given  to  satisfy 
the  claims  of  the  half-breeds,  and  that  an 
effort  will  be  made  to  prevent  it  from 
getting  into  the  hands  of  speculators.  I 
am  sorry  that  my  hon.  friend  from 
Woodstock  is  so  very  strong  in  his  language 
When  he  rises  to  address  the  House.  I 
hate  to  see  him  sat  upon  by  the  members 
of  the  House,  and  I  do  hope  that  he  will 
take  it  for  granted  in  the  future  that  it  is 
better  to  be  moderate  in  his  tone  and 
voice,  and  try  to  speak  with  that  candor 
that  is  necessary  in  order  to  secure  the 
attention  of  the  House.  He  will  find 
that  interfering  with  and  abusing  the 
Ministers  on  personal  grounds  will  do  no 
good. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  desire  to 
say  a  few  words  in  reply  to  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Trent  divisioa 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Order,  order. 

The  SPEAKER— The  hon.  gentleman 
has  a  right  to  reply. 


Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— The  hon. 
gentleman  has  preferred  a  charge  against 
me  as  to  my  using  strong  and  plain 
language.  I  want  to  know  after  what  has 
transpired  in  this  House,  what  is  the  use 
of  handling  those  gentlemen  with  gloves 
on  ;  it  will  have  very  little  effect  on  men 
who  act  as  they  do.  But  circumstances 
that  have  transpired  in  this  House  have 
led  me  to  use  the  language  that  I  have 
used  and  only  used  when  applied  to  the 
gentlemen  who  are  Ministers  in  this  House. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX  CAMPBELL- How 
good  of  him. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  is  to  be  re- 
gretted that  the  hon.  gentleman  who 
moved  this  resolution  did  not,  as  his 
friend  behind  him  has  suggested,  use  a 
little  milder  language.  I  do  not  think  it 
is  at  all  necessary  to  use  strong  language 
in  order  to  convey  a  strong  impression. 
If  one's  arguments  are  strong,  the  fact  that 
they  are  couched  in  moderate  language 
never  weakens  them  at  all,  and  I  think 
the  hon.  gentleman  very  often  gets  him- 
self into^difficulty  that  he  might  avoid  if 
he  used  milder  language. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— His 
arguments  are  not  strong;  he  has  no 
argument 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  Minister 
does  not  like  the  arguments  probably. 
I  do. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— He 
has  never  used  an  argument  in  his  life ; 
never. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  it  is  to  be 
regretted  that,  in  his  speech  of  to-day 
which  ought  to  be  a  statesmanlike  speech, 
and  which  is  to  a  considerable  extent  so, 
the  hon.  gentleman  imports  personal  mat- 
ters that  detract  very  seriously  indeed 
from  the  value  of  his  remarks.  I  wish  to 
say  with  respect  to  the  motion  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  made,  that  I  think  it 
is  a  perfectly  reasonable  and  proper  one. 
It  cannot  be  said  now  that  there  is  any 
danger  that  the  Indians  will  have  the  hon. 
gentleman's  speech  read  to  them  in  the 
North- West,  as  was  suggested  to  us  some 
time  ago  with  respect  to  a  former  speech ; 
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and  if  the  speeches  were  read  to  them 
they  would  not  do  any  harm  now,  as  the 
Indian  difficulty  is  about  over. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— This 
-speech  could  never  do  any  harm. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— Order. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  House  has 
got,  I  am  afraid,  to  look  at  this  subject 
from  a  point  of  view  which  is  not  as 
serious  as  it  should  be.  The  truth  is,  that 
there  is  a  great  deal  of  force  in  the  argu- 
ments of  the  hon.  gentleman. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— What  argument  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— Order. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  is  if  his 
premises  are  correct.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man has  asked  to  have  copies  of  letters 
brought  down  alleged  to  have  been  written 
by  His  Grace  Archbishop  Tach^  and  by 
His  Lordship  the  Anglican  Bishop  of 
Saskatchewan  last  summer,  in  which  those 
prelates,  who  were  presumably  well  in- 
formed of  what  was  going  on  In  their 
respective  jurisdictions,  informed  the 
Government  of  the  danger  that  threatened. 
If  it  be  true  that  those  letters  were 
written,  then  the  Government  are  certainly 
open  to  the  charge  of  very  serious  neglect 
of  duty  in  not  having  acted  on  those 
letters. 


Hon. 
hear ! 


Mr.    ALEXANDER  —  Hear, 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  does  seem, 
from  all  one  can  gather,  that  long  before 
the  beginning  of  the  present  year  the 
impression  had  become  general  in  that 
part  of  the  country  that  danger  was  threa- 
tening; and  surely  the  officials  of  the 
Government  up  there — ^the  Lieut 
Governor  and  the  other  officers  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, and  of  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  and  the  Indian  Department — 
must  have  been  aware  that  danger  was 
threatening,  and  they  must,  in  discharge 
of  their  duties,  have  reported  that  fact  to 
their  superior  officers.  If  those  reports 
were  made,  then  the  Government  have 
been  very  culpable  in  not  having  acted 
on  the  reports.     I  think  that  is  something 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER 


so  dear  that  it  cannot  be  controverted. 
It  is  true  that  some  hon.  gentlemen  here 
do  not  seem  to  think  it  is  a  very  serious 
matter,  and  they  do  not  think  that  the 
Government  were  to  blame,  but  we  have 
this  fact,  that  throughout  the  country  the 
independent  press — I  do  not  speak  now 
of  the  party  newspapers,  but  of  the  papers 
which  are  generally  looked  upon  as  inde* 
pendent  papers,  some  of  them  with  strong 
conservative  leanings  and  others  with 
leanings  in  the  other  direction,  but  still 
papers  known  asindependent  papers — have 
all  spoken  in  the  same  way,  and  have  all 
held  that  the  Government  are  to  blame 
for  not  having  acted  earlier  and  more 
effectually. 

HON.MR.KAULBACH— What  paper? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— There  are  three 
or  four  independent  papers  in  Toronto, 
and  there  are  independent  papers  in 
Montreal. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— What  are  they? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— There  is  the 
Toronto  JVeek^  for  instance,  which  is  inde- 
pendent, with  no  leaning  in  the  direction 
of  the  Reform  party. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— And  the 
Montreal  Sfar. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— There  are  two 
or  three  papers  in  Montreal,  and  I  think 
you  will  find  that  almost  all  the  press 
which  is  independent  and  which  is  not 
subsidized  has  taken  the  same  line.  The 
Government  cannot  afford,  and  the  sup- 
porters of  the  Govoimient  cannot  afford, 
to  ignore  that  general  expression  of  feeling ; 
and  the  best  evidence  we  have  that  the 
Government  really  had  information  which 
led  them  to  believe  that  there  were  griev- 
ances in  the  North-West  and  that  danger 
was  threatening  is  the  fact  that  when  the 
difficulty  first  assumed  an  acute  form,  they 
issued  a  commission,  which  should  have 
been  issued  years  before,  for  the  purpose 
of  adjusting  the  claims  of  the  half-breeds. 
If  the  commission  had  been  issued  on  die 
ist  of  January,  instead  of  on  the  30th 
March,  this  outbreak  would  not  have  taken 
place  at  all. 
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Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— How  does  the 
hon.  gentleman  know  it? 

Hon.  Mr,  POWER— It  is  perfectly 
clear.  As  soon  as  the  hadf-breed  outbreak 
was  put  an  end  to,  the  Indians  immedi- 
ately discontinued  hostilities ;  and  if  this 
commission  had  been  issued  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  year  and  those  half-breed 
claims  had  been  adjusted  then,  there 
would  have  been  no  half-breed  outbreak, 
and  no  Indian  outbreak.  I  think  thb  is 
so  clear  that  he  who  runs  may  read.  Then, 
there  was  another  circumstance.  Like 
my  hon.  friend  on  my  left  (Kaulbach)  I 
am  speaking  without  preparation. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— From 
the  "  inspiration  of  the  moment'' 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Without  prepara- 
tion. There  was  another  circumstance 
which  was  calculated  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Government  very  seriously  to  the 
outbreak  there,  and  that  is  the  entry  of 
this  man  Riel  into  that  North-West  coun- 
try. I  think,  when  that  firebrand  was 
flung  into  the  midst  of  the  combustible 
material  which  the  Government  must 
have  known  to  exist  there  at  the 
time,  that  the  administration  were 
guilty  of  the  grossest  neglect  of 
duty  in  not  having  taken  steps  at 
once  to  have  Riel  removed  from  that 
country,  or  the  cause  of  complaint  reme- 
died. That  also  is  common  sense.  The 
hon.  gentleman  from  Woodstock,  and  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Trent,  have  both 
referred  to  one  very  striking  feature  in 
connection  with  the  outbreak,  and  that  is 
the  admirable  way  in  which  the  troops 
were  led,  and  the  admirable  way  in  which 
the  volunteers  that  were  sent  out  bore  the 
hardships,  and  fatigue,  and  dangers  that 
they  had  to  undergo ;  and  I  think  it  is  my 
duty  as  a  member  of  the  community  to 
express  also  here  on  the  first  occasion  that 
is  offered,  the  feeling  that  the  militia 
Department  deserve  a  great  deal  ot  credit 
for  the  way  in  which  they  have  conducted 
this  campaign.  I  think  that,  when  one 
considers  that  this  is  really  the  first  strain 
that  the  Militia  Department  has  been 
subjected  to  since  Confederation,  and 
when  one  looks  at  the  mishaps  and  break- 
downs that  have  occurred  in  the  Military 
Department  of  the   Mother  Country  in 


her  various  campaigns — a  country  that 
has  been  carrying  on  war  for  hundreds 
and  hundreds  of  years — we  cannot  feel 
too  thankful  to  the  Department  for  the 
admirable  way  m  which,  on  the  whole,  it 
has  managed  its  business.  The  hon. 
gentleman  from  Trent  division  seems  to 
think  that  perhaps  after  all,  this  war  is 
something  which  we  ought  to  congratulate 
ourselves  upon.  I  do  not  think  this  is 
the  case  at  alL  It  is,  no  doubt,  a  gratify- 
ing thing  to  be  assured  of  what  perhaps 
we  might  not  have  felt  quite  certain  of  be- 
fore, that  our  young  men,  when  they  did 
meet  the  enemy  would  behave  themselves 
in  a  way  worthy  of  their  ancestors; 
although  I  do  not  think  there  was  much 
doubt  about  it  in  anybody's  mind.  Still, 
it  has  been  at  a  loss  of  several  lives,  and 
at  a  loss  of  health  to  many  volunteers, 
and  at  a  great  expenditure  of  money.  In 
addition  to  the  direct  cost  of  the  war, 
the  money  that  has  been  spent  in  getting 
the  troops  out  there  and  feeding  and 
arming  them,  there  is  the  loss  that  the 
country  has  suffered  firom  the  withdrawal 
of  all  those  young  men  from  peaceful 
pursuits.  All  parts  of  the  country  have 
suffered  in  that  way ;  and  there  is  this 
other  and  possibly  more  important  evil 
resulting  from  the  war,  that  the  effect  of 
this  outbreak  will  be,  I  am  afraid,  to  re- 
tard the  settlement  of  that  country  for 
several  years.  No  doubt,  people  in  the 
province  of  Ontario  will  not  be,  to  any 
great  extent,  deterred  from  going  in  there, 
because  of  this  outbreak  ;  but  I  think  the 
necessary  effect  of  this  difficulty  will  be  to 
prevent  emigrants  from  going  in  there  from 
Europe  for  some  considerable  time  to 
come.  No  doubt  it  has  had  some  effect 
that  way  already  this  season.  For  the 
next  three  or  four  years  the  number  of 
emigrants  from  Europe  into  that  part  of 
the  country  will  be  comparatively  small. 
The  hon.  gentleman  from  Trent  Division, 
spoke  of  the  desirability  of  having  this 
matter  finally  settled,  even  though  at  the 
cost  c^  a  couple  millions  of  dollars  and  a 
few  lives.  Inasmuch  as  the  matter  might 
have  been  settled  more  satisfactorily  with- 
out loss  of  life  by  the  issuing  ot  a  commis- 
sion and  the  granting  of  a  few  thousand 
acres  of  land  a  few  months  ago,  I  do  not 
think  that  the  settlement  by  war  is  a 
matter  for  congratulation.  Then,  the  hon. 
gentleman  said  it  was  desirable  that  the 
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Fenians  on  the  other  side  of  the  border 
should  know  the  kind  of  men  they  had  to 
meet  if  they  came  across  our  border  to 
trouble  us.  On  that  point,  I  think  if  the 
Fenians  were  likely  to  trouble  us  at  all, 
they  would  have  selected  a  time  when  we 
had  trouble  in  the  North- West  for  an  at- 
tack ;  and  as  they  have  not  done  so,  they 
are  not  likely  to  c'o  it  hereafter ;  and  so, 
that  is  not  a  very  serious  consideratioa 
I  presume — I  do  not  know,  because 
there  is  no  intimation  of  opinion  from  the 
Government  as  to  what  they  proposed  to 
do  about  this  resolution. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  think 
there  is  anjrthing  amusing  about  that.  I 
think  it  is  a  perfectly  proper  request  for 
information,  that  is,  if  it  is  in  the  hands  of 
the  Government,  and  I  think  the  request 
that  it  should  be  laid  before  the  House  is 
a  perfectly  proper  one 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— The:r  are 
afraid  to  give  it — they  dare  not  give  it. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^-We 
have  not  had  an  opportunity  of  saying 
whether  we  would  or  not. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  was  going  to 
say,  when  the  hon.  member  from  Niagara 
laughed  at  my  suggestion,  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  no  doubt  bring  down  the 
papers  if  they  have  them  in  their  posses- 
sion. 

Hon.   Mr.  KAULBACH— I  do  not 

think  it  is  necessary  for  them  to  bring 
down  the  papers  at  all,  because  my  hon. 
friend  seems  to  be  familiar  with  everything 
they  are  supposed  to  contain.  He  says 
there  are  such  papers,  and  he  has  animad- 
verted upon  the  the  Government  for  not 
properly  attending  to  the  administration 
of  affairs  in  the  North- West  It  is  very  easy 
for  him  to  be  wise  after  the  event,  but  it 
seems  to  me  he  has  prejudged  this  case. 
If  there  are  such  papers  I  think  he  should 
wait  until  they  come  down  and  see  what 
they  contain.  If  there  are  letters  from 
the  Bishop  of  Saskatchewan  and  Arch- 
bishop Tache,  in  that  country,  speaking  of 
alarming  discontent  existing  there,  I  say 
it  will  be  time  enough  when  those  letters 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER. 


are  before  us  and  we  hear  the  answer  to 
them,  to  animadvert  on  the  Government, 
but  to  tell  us  now,  after  the  event  has 
happened,  what  should  have  been  done  it 
seems  to  me  is  not  an  indication  of  great 
wisdom.  I  do  not  know  what  those  re- 
ports from  the  North-West  contain,  and  I 
should  be  very  sorry  to  give  an  opinion 
as  to  whether  the  Government  have  been 
supine  or  negligent,  or  whether  they  are, 
as  has  been  stated,  almost  criminally 
liable  in  this  matter.  The  hoa  member 
from  Woodstock  says  that  if  the  Govern- 
ment had  given  a  few  thousand  acres  of 
land  to  those  men  there  would  have  been 
no  trouble.  I  say  the  Government  would 
have  done  wrong  if  they  had  given  one 
acre  of  land  to  anyone  who  was  not  en- 
titled to  it  They  had  no  more  right  to 
give  land  to  half-breeds  who  were  not  en- 
titled to  it,  than  to  give  it  to  white  men 
who  had  no  claim  to  it  The  Govern- 
ment are  merely  custodians  of  the  public 
domain,  and  until  such  time  as  it  was  set- 
tled that  the  half-breeds  were  entitled  to 
land  they  should  not  receive  an  acre  of  it 
If  the  matter  was  brought  to  the  notice  of 
the  Government,  and  they  failed  to  inquire 
into  it,  or  took  no  proper  steps  to  redress 
wrongs,  then  they  are  responsible,  but  un- 
til such  time  as*  we  have  information  to 
that  effect  laid  before  us,  I  say  it  is  not 
fair  or  right  to  prejudge  the  case  and  as- 
sume that  they  have  been  guilty  of  ne- 
glect. Suppose  the  Government  have  been 
criminally  negligent,  this  is  no  time  to 
condemn  them  before  we  know  for  a  fact 
that  they  have  done  wrong.  I  am  very 
glad  to  unite  with  the  hon.  member  from 
Halifax  in  praising  the  braver)'  of  our 
volunteers,  and  the  head  of  the  Militia 
Department  for  his  energy  and  ability  in 
placing  the  militia  in  a  state  of  efficiency 
on  such  short  notice.  I  remember  how 
the  Government  were  censured  for  en- 
deavoring to  make  our  militia  effective, 
and  to  organize  A  ar^d  B  Batteries  ;  I  re- 
member what  ridicule  was  thrown  on  the 
Government  because  they  were  endeavor- 
ing to  establish  what  was  termed  a  stand- 
ing army.  The  country  realizes  to-day 
the  benefit  of  having  a  trained  militia 
force.  They  have  seen  our  volunteers 
stamping  out  a  rebellion  in  the  North- 
West  which  threatened  at  one  time  to 
over-run  the  whole  of  that  great 
country.     I  join  in  the  congratulations 
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on  the  heroism  and  patriotism  displayed 
by  our  young  men  throughout  the 
country.  Notwithstanding  expressions 
of  opinion,  not  on  the  part  of  organs  sup- 
porting the  Government  of  the  day,  that 
the  young  men  in  the  east  have  nothing 
to  do  with  the  North-West  and  no  interest 
in  volunteering  to  suppress  the  insurrec- 
tion— notwithstanding  efforts  that  were 
made  to  discourage  them  from  volun- 
teering to  take  part  in  putting  down  the 
rebellion — I  am  glad  to  know  that  they 
responded  so  readilv  to  the  call  which 
was  made  upon  them,  and  that  they  have 
shown  such  willingness  to  go  to  any  part 
of  the  Dominion  where  it  is  necessary  for 
the  safety  of  the  country  generally  that 
they  should  appear.  The  men  who 
appealed  to  sectional  prejudices  and 
would  have  kept  them  at  home  have  )}een 
frustrated  by  the  manner  in  which  our 
young  men  went  to  the  front  I  hope  it 
may  yet  turn  out  that  the  same  censure 
cannot  be  bestowed  on  them  for  foment- 
ink  the  agitation  in  the  North-West  We 
have  reason  to  believe  that  the  discontent 
there  is  largely  due  to  newspaper  articles 
inspired  by  the  Opposition  here.  I  unite 
with  the  hon.  member  from  Halifax  m 
hoping  that  the  troubles,  which  are  now 
happily  ended,  will  not  retard  the  settle- 
ment  of  the  North-West.  I  wish  the 
same  feeling  had  animated  the  Opposition 
in  the  past,  and  I  hope  that  the  same 
feeling  will  animate  them  in  the  future, 
because  we  know  well  that  the  difficulty 
in  settling  that  country  is  largely  due  to 
the  manner  in  which  the  Opposition  have 
decried  it.  This  trouble  may  temporarily 
check  the  settlement  of  that  great  country. 
But  when  people  see  the  command  we 
have  there  and  the  manner  in  which  we 
can  so  readily  snuff  out  an  insurrection  ; 
as  soon  as  it  is  known  that  our  young  men 
feel  that  they  have  a  stake  in  that  country 
and  are  ready  to  maintain  the  authority  of 
the  Government  there,  and  when  the 
attention  of  the  world  is  directed  to  that 
country  and  it  is  known  what  a  magni- 
gcent  heritage  we  possess,  I  believe  that 
the  result  will  be  a  benefit  to  the  Domin- 
ion and  will  tend  to  the  rapid  settlement 
of  our  North-West  Territorites. 

Hon.  Mr-  READ— I  think  it  is  quite 
time  for  us  to  judge  of  this  matter  when 
we  have  the  evidence  before  us.    We  can 


hardly  suppose  that  the  Government  have 
had  information  which  those  on  the  spot 
did  not  possess.  It  will  be  in  the  recol- 
lection of  many  that  after  the  first  fight  at 
Duck  Lake,  there  was  a  gentleman  whose 
store  was  raided  there.  He  said  he  knew 
Riel ;  saw  him  every  day,  almost ;  that 
he  came  to  his  store  with  other  half-breeds, 
and  he  was  as  much  surprised  as  anyone 
could  be,  when,  one  day,  he  was  ordered 
up-stairs.  That  was  the  first  intimation 
he  had  that  there  was  trouble,  when  he 
was  ordered  up-stairs,  and  his  store  was 
sacked.  He  made  his  escape  from  the  build- 
ing, and  got  away.  That  is  the  information 
he  gave,  and  he  was  on  the  spot  He  said 
he  saw  some  little  sign  of  discontent,  but 
nothing  to  arouse  his  suspicion,  and 
nothing  was  further  from  his  thoughts 
than  to  suppose  that  an  outbreak  was  about 
to  occur.  This  winter,  a  gentleman,  who 
had  lived  several  years  at  Prince  Albert, 
was  at  the  Russell  House.  I  had  many 
conversations  with  him,  and  he  told  me 
that  he  had  been  doing  business  at  Prince 
Albert,  and  along  the  Saskatchewan,  for 
some  time,  and  that  he  knew  the  people 
in  that  district  well,  and  he  gave  me  infor- 
mation as  to  the  person  who  brought  in 
Riel.  He  said  there  was  a  little  grumbl- 
ing there,  but  it  did  not  amount  to  any- 
thmg.  I  met  this  same  man  at  Perth,  as 
I  was  going  home,  the  morning  after  the 
fight  at  Duck  Lake,  and  I  showed  him 
the  paper.  He  was  surprised  to  hear  that 
trouble  had  occurred,  and  he  could  not 
understand  how  this  bad  blood  had  come 
about,  and  how  the  two  parties  had  come 
to  fire  upon  each  other.  Now,  if  these 
men,  who  were  living  on  the  spot,  and  in 
communication  with  the  people  there 
every  ^^y,  did  not  anticipate  this 
outbreak,  I  should  like  to  know 
how  the  Government  would  have  in- 
formation more  direct  or  conclusive  ? 
However,  there  are  always  plenty  to  find 
fault  We  are  assured  by  the  hon.  mem- 
ber from  Halifax  that  it  was  advisable  to 
remove  Riel  from  the  country  as  soon  as 
he  came  here.  I  should  like  to  know 
how  we  could  do  that  He  was  banished 
for  five  years,  and  after  the  expiration  ot 
that  time  it  was  his  right  to  return,  and  I 
should  like  to  know  what  the  Government 
could  do  with  him  so  long  as  he  conformed 
to  the  laws  of  the  land  No  Government 
should  be  allowed  to  act  on  such  advice ; 
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Riel  had  been  banished  and  he  returned 
only  when  it  was  his  right  to  return,  and 
therefore,  I  do  not  think  thehon.  member 
from  Halifax  could  have  been  serious  in 
advocating  any  such  course.  When  the 
time  arrives  I  have  no  doubt  the  Govern- 
ment will  have  to  assume  the  responsibility 
of  their  policy,  and  if  they  are  to  blame 
the  country  will  judge  them  accordingly. 

Hon.  Sir  DAVID  MACPHERSON 
— There  is  no  objection  to  the  address, 
but  I  think  it  is  my  duty  to  tell 
the  House  that  I  am  not  aware  of  the 
correspondence  referred  to.  I  have  made 
enquiry  and  I  cannot  learn  that  letters 
as  described  here,  or  similar  to  them,  have 
been  received,  but  if  there  are  any  such 
they  will  be  brought  down.  The  hon. 
gentleman  who  moved  the  address  seemed 
to  found  his  speech  upon  what  he  repre- 
sented to  be  the  contents  of  letters  which 
I  have  reason  to  believe  do  not  exist,  and 
never  were  written.  But  the  motion 
serves  very  well  the  hon  gentleman's 
purpose,  which  was  to  make  an  attack 
upon  members  of  the  Government,  as  he 
usually  does.  The  House  is  aware  that 
for  a  long  time  I  have  taken  no  notice  of 
his  gross  personal  attacks  upon  me.  I 
thought  I  was  acting  more  in  accordance 
with  the  sense  of  the  House  and  in 
deference  to  the  wishes  of  the  House  by 
not  noticing  his  abuse.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man began  the  session  by  accusing  me  of 
what  was  utterly  untrue,  and  making  a 
grossly  slanderous  attack  upon  me,  and 
though  the  untruthfulness  of  that  attack 
was  proved  at  the  moment  to  the  satis- 
faction of  the  whole  House,  yet  he  has 
never  had  the  manliness  or  honesty  to 
apologize  for  his  conduct  or  language. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  rise  to  a 
question  of  order.  The  hon,  gentleman 
is  out  of  order ;  he  is  straying  from  the 
subject;  he  is  talking  about  another 
matter  altogether ;  he  is  not  speaking  to 
the  motion  before  the  House,  but  he  is 
saying  that  I  have  brought  charges  against 
him. 

Hon.  Sir  DAVID  MACPHERSON— 
I  shall  not  refer  at  any  greater  length  to 
these  attacks  on  me.  I  consider  them 
unworthy  of  notice,  because  I  do  not 
consider,  as  I  have  had  to  state  here  be- 
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fore,  that  the  hon.  gentleman  is  altogether 
accountable  for  what  he  says.  I  shall 
not  enter  at  any  length  into  the  debate 
upon  the  subject  of  the  haU-breed  insur- 
rection. The  papers  have  not  yet  been 
brought  down,  and  it  would  be  premature 
to  produce  them ;  but  there  are  two  or 
three  facts  that  I  may  state,  and  which  it 
is  perhaps  desirable  should  be  known, 
that  is  that  the  half-breeds  had  no  griev- 
ance whatever  in  relation  to  their  lands  or 
any  other  matter.  No  half-breed  was 
ever  disturbed  or  threatened  with  distur- 
bance in  the  occupation  of  his  lands,  not 
in  one  solitary  case.  No  half-breed  dele- 
gation came  to  Ottawa  to  complain  of  ill- 
treatment,  or  disturbance  in  relation  to 
their  lands.  No  complaint  on  behalf  of 
half-breeds  was  ever  made  on  the  floor  of 
Parliament.  No  grievance  existed,  and 
that  will  be  made  manifest  when  the 
papers  are  brought  down.  The  hon. 
gentleman  from  the  Trent  division  ex- 
pressed regret  that  scrip  should  be  given 
to  the  half-breeds  because  they  sell  it  for 
less  than  its  value.  That  is  quite  true, 
and  it  is  very  unfortunate,  but  the  Gov- 
ernment became  satisfied  that  nothing 
would  meet  the  view  of  the  half-breeds  in 
the  territories  except  to  be  settled 
with  precisely  on  the  same  terms  as 
the  half-breeds  in  Manitoba  were  settled 
with,  and  that  is  what  is  being  done  by 
the  commission.  The  heads  of  half-breed 
families  get  each  scrip  for  $i6o,  redeem- 
able in  land,  the  children  of  half-breeds 
get  240  acres  of  land.  They  are  settled 
with  on  precisely  the  same  terms  as  were 
the  half-breeds  of  Manitoba,  and  they  are 
quite  satisfied  It  is  true  that  they  part 
too  readily  with  their  scrip.  They  are 
followed,  I  believe,  by  speculators  who 
induce  them  to  sell  out  as  cheaply  as  they 
can.  They  are  the  victims  of  those  specu- 
lators to  a  large  extent  There  never  was 
any  reason  to  apprehend  an  outbreak.  The 
hon.  gentleman  opposite  me  (Mr.  Read) 
had  told  what  was  the  general  impression 
in  the  country,  that  there  was  no  appre- 
hension of  a  rising,  and  when  the  papers 
come  down  that  also  will  be  proved  The 
hon.  gentleman  from  Halifax  said  that  if 
a  commission  had  been  issued  in  Decem- 
ber last  it  would  probably  have  prevented 
the  outbreak.  I  suppose  my  hon.  friend 
is  not  aware  that  the  commission  was  de- 
termined by  order-in-council  in  January 
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last,  and  half-breeds  in  Prince  Albert  dis* 
trict  were  notified  of  it  on  the  4th  of  Feb- 
ruary, six  weeks  before  there  was  an  out- 
break But  it  would  seem  that  the  very 
knowledge  that  the  Government  had  de- 
termined on  settling  with  the  half-breeds 
for  the  extinguishment  of  their  interest  in 
the  Indian  title — ^for  that  is  what  it  is — ^it 
would  seem  as  if  people  interested  in  pre- 
venting an  amicable  settlement  precipitat- 
ed the  uprising.  Who  those  were  I  hope 
we  may  discover.  I  understand  that  RiePs 
papers  have  been  saved,  and  I  hope  that 
some  of  the  correspondence  will  bring 
the  guilt  home  to  the  guilty  parties. 
I  fear  diere  will  be  found  among 
them  more  than  redskins.  I  fear  that  un- 
friendly whites,  disloyal  whites,  men  of 
the  Farmers'  Union  class,  have  had  a  good 
deal  to  do  with  precipitating  this  half- 
breed  rebellion.  Until  Kiel  arrived  in  the 
country  there  was  no  disturbance.  Riel  is 
an  incendiary,  and  he  had  great  influence 
with  the  half-breeds.  From  the  moment 
he  arrived  in  the  country  he  was  endeavor- 
ing, no  doubt,  to  excite  them  to  dis- 
content But  there  was  not  the  slightest 
apprehension  of  that  discontent  taking  any 
form  more  serious  than  words  until  the 
outbreak  took  place.  I  shall  always  regret 
that  I  was  prevented  visiting  the  North 
West  last  summer.  I  went  as  far  as  To- 
ronto, late  in  August,  intending  to  visit 
that  country.  I  might  not  have  discovered 
what  others  failed  to  discover,  but,  being 
the  official  head  of  the  Department  of  the 
Intererior,  it  is  possible  that  communica- 
dons  might  have  been  made  to  me  which 
would  have  been  useful.  But  I  was  pre- 
vented going,  and  hoa  gentlemen  know 
how  I  was  prevented.  When  the  papers 
are  brought  down  I  have  no  doubt  that 
Parliament  and  the  country  will  acquit 
the  Government  of  all  blame  in  connect- 
ion with  this  unfortunate  rebellion  ;  lor  I 
look  upon  it  as  unfortunate,  although  I 
agree  with  my  hon.  friends  who  say  that 
good  will  result  from  it  eventually.  Still, 
at  the  moment,  it  is  unfortunate ;  but  I 
have  no  doubt,  the  result  will  be  good,  at 
home  and  good  abroad.  Ourselves  and 
our  children,  from  the  Atlantic  to  the 
Rock^  Mountains,  and  even  to  the  Paci- 
fic, wdl,  I  have  no  doubt,  be  more  united, 
and  feel  that  we  have  a  common  bond  of 
union  and  a  common  heritage,  which  we 
fiiiled  to  feel  to  the  extent  that  we  ought 


to  have  fdt  before  this  outbreak  occurred. 
It  will  be  felt  abroad  in  countries  whence 
immigrants  come  that  Canada  is  not  a 
place  where  they  will  be  left  to  be  scalped  by 
Indians,  but  that  it  is  a  country  able  and 
resolved  to  protect  every  one  of  its  citizens 
wherever  he  may  be,  that  the  arm  of  law 
will  reach  to  the  most  remote  portions  of 
the  Dominion  and  protect  the  law-abiding 
and  peaceable  citizens.  There  is  another 
fact  which  serves  as  a  silver  lining  to  the 
dark  cloud,  and  that  is  the  conduct  of  our 
volunteers.  I  do  not  believe  that  in  his- 
tory can  be  fbund  the  narrative  of  a  cam- 
paign more  creditably  and  more  worthily 
conducted  than  that  which  has  been  en- 
gaged in  by  our  volunteers  under  the  abl& 
command  of  General  Middleton. 

Hon.    Mr.    POWER— And    Colonel 
Otter. 

Hon.  Sir  DAVID  MACPHERSON— 
Within  24  hours  of  being  known,  that 
rebellion  had  raised  its  head  in  the  far 
North- West,  in  one  of  the  most  remote 
portions  of  that  vast  country,  our  volun- 
teers were  on  the  march  to  suppress  it 
We  know  that  they  were  subjected  to- 
great  hardships  and  suffering,  but  their 
endurance  and  their  spirit  were  more  than 
enough  to  enable  them  to  overcome  all 
these  difficulties,  and  I  may  say  that  we 
have  had  no  complaint  from  them.  I 
have  heard  nothing  but  their  praises  ;  their 
general  has  praised  them,  and  everyone 
who  has  witnessed  their  achievements,  has 
praised  them.  They  were  proved  to  be 
brave  and  self-reliant,  beyond  what  could 
have  been  expected  from  volunteers — men 
unused  to  the  whistling  of  bullets.  In 
the  first  engagement,  at  Fish  Creek,  Gen- 
eral Middleton  was  the  only  soldier  on 
the  field  who  had  ever  been  under  fire,, 
and  he  showed,  by  his  gallantry,  and  by 
the  way  in  which  he  exposed  himself  to 
the  bullets  of  the  enemy,  that  he  was 
worthy  to  lead  the  gallant  volunteers 
whom  he  commanded  A  British  officer 
— I  may  mention  his  name,  Lord  Mel 
gund — who  has  just  returned,  and  was 
present  at  Fish  Creek,  and  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  battle  of  Batoche,  could  speak, 
of  nothing,  when  in  conversation  with  me 
the  other  day,  but  of  the  marvellous 
bravery,  the  marvellous  intelligence,  of  our 
young  soldiers.      He  said  that  he  had 
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never  seen  such  material  for  soldiers. 
AVhile  we  must  grieve  for  those  who  fell, 
and  those  who  were  wounded,  yet,  as  a 
people,  we  must  rejoice  that  our  gallant 
young  men,  the  volunteers  of  the  country, 
have  proved  themselves  so  worthy  of  their 
sires,  and  so  worthy  of  their  country. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

CANNED  GOODS  BILL.' 

THIRD    READING. 

Hon.  Sir.  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  third  reading  of  Bill  (U),  "An  Act 
respecting  Canned  Goods."  He  said: 
I  postponed  the  third  reading  of  this  Bill 
on  two  occasions  at  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Prince  Edward 
Island  (Mr.  Carvell),  but  he  has  since  told 
me  that  he  does  not  desire  to  make  any 
change  in  the  measure. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— I  would 
like  to  ask  if  the  hon.  Minister  of  Justice 
has  consulted  the  Minister  of  Inland 
Revenue  about  the  changes  I  referred  to 
some  days  ago — ^that  is  about  the  standard 
weight  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
•clause  has  been  struck  out  altogether. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

THE  PRINTING  OF  PARLIAMENT. 

SEVENTH      REPORT     OF     THE     COMMIITEE 
ADOPTED. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ  moved  the  adoption 
of  the  seventh  report  of  both  Houses  on 
the  Printing  of  Parliament.  He  said : 
This  report  recommends  that  certain  docu- 
ments be  printed,  and  that  certain  other 
documents  be  not  printed ;  a  list  of  them 
appears  on  our  minutes  of  yesterday.  It 
also  recommends  that  $20,000  be  placed 
on  the  supplementary  estimates  towards 
defraying  the  cost  of  the  Printing  of 
Parliament,  for  the  year  1884-85.  This 
recommendation  was  adopted  by  the 
House  of  Commons  on  the  13th  of  this 
month. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  re- 
port was  adopted.  ' 

Hon.  Sir  DAVID  MACPHERSON. 


WEIGHTS  AND  MEASURES  BILL. 


THIRD    READING. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (118),  "An 
Act  further  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to 
Weights  and  Measures." 

In  the  Committee,  on  the  second  clause, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said : 
The  second  clause  is  a  re-enactment  of  the 
present  17th  section  of  the  Act,  adding 
the  words  **  bituminous  coal,  70  lbs." 
The  other  day,  when  the  Bill  was  up  for 
second  reading,  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Halifax  thought  that  this  was  a  mistake  to 
allow  coal  to  be  sold  by  measure,  but  I 
think  the  general  opinion  of  the  House 
was  that  it  was  not  so,  and  that  it  is  a  pro- 
tection to  those  persons  who  buy  coal  by 
the  bushel. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER—On  further  con- 
sideration and  information  I  may  say  that 
I  withdraw  the  objection  that  I  then  ex- 
pressed to  the  measure,  because  the  clause 
contains  a  provision  that  a  bushel  by 
measure  may  be  specially  agreed  upon, 
and  that  will  get  over  the  difficulty. 

The  clause  was  agreed  to. 

On  the  third  clause, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— It 
was  suggested  that  some  difficulty  might 
arise  because  a  barrel  of  apples  as  defined 
here  is  not  identical  with  a  barrel  of  apples 
as  it  is  in  the  United  States,  but  I  find 
that  it  is,  and  there  is,  therefore,  no  diffi- 
culty about  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  am  very  glad 
that  the  Government  have  defined  what 
an  apple  barrel  shall  be.  I  think  it  is  very 
much  in  the  interests  of  the  farmers  and  of 
the  consumers.  The  character  of  our 
fruit  growers,  has,  I  think,  suffered  in  the 
markets  of  the  United  States  and  of  Eng- 
land, just  because  the  barrels  have  not 
been  of  the  same  size,  and  very  often  have 
contained  less  fruit  than  they  should. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Whatis  the 
capacity  of  a  barrel  ? 
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Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
same  as  that  cf  a  flour  barrel 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— That  is  2^4 
bushels.  I  believe  the  American  barrel 
is  2  bushels. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
definitioa  of  a  barrel  for  apples  is  in  the 
3rd  clause,  and  I  am  told  that  it  is  the 
same  as  the  American  barrel. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ,  from  the  Com- 
mittee, reported  the  Bill  without  amend 
ment 

The  Bill  was  then  read  the  3rd  time 
and  passed. 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  JUSTICE  IN 
THE  NORTH-WEST  TERRITOR- 
IES BILI- 

third  reading. 

The  House  resolved  itself  in  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (V),  "  An  Act 
respecting  the  Administration  of  Justice 
and  other  matters  in  the  North-West 
Territories." 

In  the  Committee,  on  the  first  clause, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said  : 
This  amendment  removes  the  limitation 
upon  the  power  of  the  North-West 
Council  to  impose  fines.  By  the  Act  as 
it  now  exists  the  Council  cannot  impose  a 
fine  or  penalty  exceeding  $100.  Mr. 
Richardson,  the  stipendiary  magistrate 
there,  thought  this  limitation  threw  some 
doubt  upon  their  right  to  impose  imprison- 
ment as  a  penalty,  but  it  was  pointed  out 
to  him  that  that  power  is  given  by  the 
order-in-council  and  that  there  could  be 
no  doubt  as  to  their  right  to  punish 
ofiences  by  imprisonment  The  restric- 
tion, however,  I  think,  is  an  unnecessary 
one  in  view  of  the  large  powers  which  the 
Xorth-West  Council  have,  and  ought  to 
be  stricken  out. 

The  clause  was  agreed  ta 
P2 


On  the  second  clause, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^-The 
object  of  this  amendment  is  to  make  it 
clear  that  the  North-West  Council  had 
power  to  pass  the  school  ordinances  which 
they  passed  at  the  last  session  of  the 
Council ;  and  hon.  gentlemen  will  notice 
that  to  remove  all  doubt  it  is  provided 
that  these  amendments  shall  relate  back 
to  the  date  when  the  North-West  Terri- 
tories Act  came  into  force.  There  is 
correspondence  from  the  Lieut-Governor 
of  the  North-West  Territories  on  this  sub- 
ject, and  I  had  myself  been  in  receipt  of 
letters  from  Mr.  Richardson,  the  stipend- 
iary magistrate,  with  respect  to  the  matter. 
The  doubt  is  raised  because  in  some 
places  in  the  Territories  there  is,  as  y.et, 
no  system  of  taxation. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— Will  the 
hon.  gentleman  explain  why  it  has  been 
made  retroactive  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL—Be- 
cause  some  of  these  taxations  have  been 
compounded  and  not  collected. 

The  clause  was  agreed  to. 

On  the  third  clause, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— This 
clause  is  to  remove  a  doubt  as  to  dealing 
with  electoral  districts  after  they  arc 
created. 

By  the  15th  section  of  the  North-West 
Territories  Act,  the  Lieutenant-Governor 
may  erect  into  an  electoral  district  any 
portion  of  the  North-West  Territories,  not 
exceeding  an  area  of  one  thousand  square 
miles,  which  contains  a  population  of  not 
less  than  one  thousand  inhabitants  of 
adult  age,  exclusive  of  aliens  or  unenfran- 
chised Indians. 

By  the  19th  section,  it  is  provided  that 
when  such  electoral  district  contains  two 
thousand  such  inhabitants  the  Lieutenant- 
Governor  shall  issue  his  writ  for  the  elec- 
tion of  a  second  member  for  such  elec- 
toral district  The  Lieutenant-Governor 
is  of  opinion  that  having  once  constituted 
an  electoral  district  he  is  not  able  to 
change  it  and  in  that  view  we  have  agreed 
with  him. 
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Mr.  Jackson,  one  of  the  members  of 
the  Council,  spoke  to  Sir  Hector  Lange- 
vin  about  the  matter  when  he  was  out 
there  and  asked  to  have  the  law  so 
changed  that  the  boundaries  of  an 
electoral  district  could  be  altered 
The  two  things  on  which  the  Act  appears 
to  lay  stress  are  that  the  area  of  the  elec- 
toral district  shall  not  be  more  than  one 
thousand  square  miles,  and  that  the 
population  shall  not  be  less  than  one 
thousand  inhabitants  of  adult  age,  exclusive 
of  aliens  and  unenlrnnchised  Indians. 

I  think  that  the  amendment  to  the  19th 
section  suggested,  enabling  the  Lieutenant 
Governor  to  divide  any  electoral  district 
which  has  more  than  two  thousand  inhab- 
itants into  two  electoral  districts,  ought  to 
meet  the  case.  Mr.  Jackson  also  called 
Sir  Hector  Langevin's  attention  to  section 
22,  by  which  it  is  provided  that  members 
shall  serve  two  years  and  retire,  being 
eligible,  however,  for  re-election,  and  that 
when  a  member  dies  or  resigns  his  seat, 
another  member  shall  be  elected  in  his 
stead.  He  points  out  that  this  would 
prevent  a  man  from  resigning  and  run- 
ning over  again  to  test  the  views  of  his 
constituency.  I  thought  that  ihe  absence 
of  a  facility  for  doing  that,  was  not  at 
present  an  important  matter,  and  Sir 
Hector  Langevin  made  no  provision  in 
respect  thereto. 

The  clause  was  agreed  to, 

On  the  fourth  section, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— This 
section,  I  suppose,  will  have  to  be  moved 
in  the  Commons.  It  is  to  enable  the 
Government  to  appoint  anotherstipendiary 
magistrate.  The  people  of  Calgary  have 
urged  that  another  magistrate  be  appointed 
or  that  CoL  MacLeod  be  required  to  re- 
side there.  Seeing  the  difficulties  that 
now  exist  in  the  North-West  Territories, 
we  think  it  would  be  only  reasonable  to 
make  provision  for  the  appointment  of 
another  magistrate,  because  we  have  no 
doubt  their  work  would  be  largely  in- 
creased. These  gentlemen  have  enormous 
distances  to  travel  over,  and  it  is  almost 
impossible  for  them  at  times  to  be  in  the 
locality  where  their  services  are  most 
needed  ;  one  resides  at  Battleford,  one  at 
Regina,  and  one  at  Fort  MacLeod,  and 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


this  is  to  enable  us  to  appoint  a  fourth. 
The  clause  was  agreed  to. 

On  the  fifth  clause, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL—The 
fifth  clause  is  to  provide  in  that  part  of 
the  Dominion  for  what  is  allowed  to  a 
criminal  here.  He  can  elect  to  be  tried 
before  a  stipendiary  magistrate  without  the 
intervention  of  a  jury.  Sometimes  it  is  in 
the  interest  of  the  administration  of  justice 
that  a  prisoner  should  have  that  option. 
We  think  it  will  be  found  to  be  a  very  use 
ful  provision,  and  one  that  will  save  a  great 
deal  of  expense.  Mr.  Richardson  called 
my  attention  to  the  matter. 

The  clause  was  agreed  to. 
On  the  sixth  clause, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— At- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  fact  that  in 
cases  of  appeal  to  the  Queen's  Bench  of 
Manitoba,  there  is  no  provision  to  allow 
costs  to  the  successful  party.  We  think 
there  should  be  some  provision,  and  sug- 
gest this  amendment  to  meet  that  case. 

The  clause  was  agreed  to. 
On  the  9th  clause, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— By 
the  North-West  Territories  Act,  no  appeal 
was  allowed  from  a  Justice  acting  under 
the  Summary  Convictions  Act,  but  in 
1884,  a  section  was  passed  to  give  an  ap- 
peal in  such  a  case.  Colonel  Richardson 
and  Colonel  McLeod,  however,  are  of  the 
opinion  that  the  section  ofthe  Actof  1884 
is  not  workable,  and  this  section  was 
agreed  upon  as  being  one  that  would  af- 
ford the  necessary  facility  for  appeal  to 
stipendiary  magistrates  from  convictions 
and  orders  made  by  Justices  of  the  Peace 
in  the  North-West  Territory. 

On  the  9th  section, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Atten- 
tion has  been  called  several  times  to  the 
absence  of  any  provisions  for  enabling 
the  stipendiary  magistrates  to  admit  to 
bail.  Instead  of  making  a  special  provi* 
sion  applicable  to  that  subject  it  appeared 
to  me  that  it  would  be  wise  to  make  a 
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general  provision  such  as  that  contained 
in  section  9.  The  stipendiary  magistrates 
are  really  our  judges  in  the  North- West 
Territories,  and  in  many  respects  have 
greater  authority  than  some  superior  court 
judges,  and  I  think  this  provision  will  be 
found  very  useful  in  practice. 

The  clause  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^The 
loth,  nth  and  12th  clauses  are  to  make 
provision  with  respect  to  persons  confined 
as  being  insane,  and  to  provide  for  their 
being  taken  again,  supposing  they  escape 
from  the  asylum. 

The  loth  clause  is  the  provision  for  the 
North- West  Territories.  At  this  moment 
those  unfortunates  are  sent  to  Manitoba, 
and  the  Government  of  the  Dominion  pay 
the  Government  ot  Manitoba  so  much 
per  head  for  the  maintenance  of  lunatics 
that  are  sent  in  from  the  Territories  and 
Keewatin.  In  Manitoba,  up  to  this  time, 
they  have  been  confined,  some  of  them 
in  the  hospital,  and  some  of  the  most  vio- 
lent in  the  jail  Within  the  last  month 
or  two,  arrangements  had  been  made  by 
the  Government  of  Manitoba  by  which 
the  Stone  Fort  down  the  river  from  Fort 
Garry  has  been  obtained  on  lease  from 
the  Hudson  Bay  Company,  and  that  has 
been  fitted  up  as  an  asylum,  and  lunatics 
will  be  sent  there  for  custody. 

The  clause  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  — 
Clause  II  provides,  that  any  of  the  lunatics 
escaping  from  the  asylum,  may  be  arrested 
without  warrant,  by  any  of  the  officers 
or  servants  of  the  asylum,  within  48  hours 
after  such  escape,  and  within  one  month 
after  their  escape,  they  may  be  arrested  on 
warrant. 

The  clause  was  agreed  to. 
On  the  13th  clause, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  presume  that 
the  laws  or  ordinances  which  have  been 
made  for  the  North- West  Territories,  with 
respect  to  the  manner  in  which  the  lunatic 
is  arrested  and  incarcerated,  provide  that 
evidence  has  to  be  taken,  and  that  the 
Government  here  are  to  be  satisfied  that 
due  care  has  been  taken  to  prevent  any 


sane  person  from  being  incarcerated,  be- 
cause we  have  one  or  two  cases  in  an 
adjoining  province  where  the  law  has 
been  abused,  and  out  in  a  country  like 
the  North-West  such  an  abuse  of  the  law 
is  more  likely  to  happen. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
think  every  care  has  been  taken  to  guard 
against  abuse  in  these  matters.  In  the 
North- West,  every  precaution  has  been 
taken.  An  order  is  required  from  the 
stipendiary  magistrate  before  a  lunatic  can 
be  sent  down.  I  am  not  aware  of*  any 
abuse  of  this  law.  In  consequence  of 
what  the  hon.  gentleman  has  said,  I  will 
make  further  inquiries,  and  ascertain  if 
there  has  been  any  abuse.  The  orders 
are  made  in  the  North- West  Territory, 
and  are  sent  down  here  for  approval,  and 
great  care  is  taken  in  the  Department  of 
Justice  ;  they  are  gone  over  by  the  deputy 
or  myself,  and  every  precaution  is  taken 
in  the  enactment  of  the  law. 

The  clause  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
next  clauses  relate  to  the  sale  of  arms. 
Since  this  Bill  was  printed  I  sent  out  to 
the  North- West,  and  Colonel  Richardson, 
one  of  the  stipendiary  magistrates  there, 
on  whom  we  rely  very  much,  suggests 
that  the  burden  of  proof  shall  lie  on  the 
person  who  has  the  arms  in  his  possession, 
that  he  has  got  the  license  to  own  them. 
The  general  rule  is  that  arms  shall  not  be 
carried,  and  if  the  person  is  found  with 
them  in  his  possession  he  is  required  to 
prove  that  he  has  them  under  license. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— Is 
there  any  intention  to  prevent  the  sale  of 
arms  to  Indians  ?  They  can  buy  from  the 
Hudson  Bay  Company  smooth-bore  arms 
that  carry  ball  a  long  distance,  and  if  they 
are  allowed  to  buy  all  they  desire  it  may 
be  dangerous. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
We  propose  to  prevent  them  from  buying 
arms  of  precision  and  fixed  ammunition, 
and  confine  them  to  smooth-bore  shot 
guns. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— 
There  are  smooth-bore  guns  that  carry  a. 
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long  distance.  My  suggestion  is  to  pro- 
vide against  the  selling  of  guns  to  the 
Indians  at  all 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— There  ought  to 
be  some  presumption  as  to  the  writing  of 
the  Lieutenant-Governor  or  the  Commis- 
sioner in  the  license  or  permit.  Suppos- 
ing a  man  produces  a  paper  purporting  to 
be  a  permit  signed  by  the  Lieutenant- 
Governor  or  the  Commissioner,  it  should 
not  be  necessary  under  this  Act  for  him  to 
prove  the  handwriting. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL-^up- 
posing  a  person  is  brought  up  for  carrying 
a  weapon,  and  the  matter  had  to  be  inves- 
tigated, it  would  have  to  be  before  a 
magistrate,  and  the  magistrate  would,  no 
doubt,  take  such  proof  as  would  be 
reasonable  regarding  the  handwriting  of 
the  Lieutenant-Governor.  These  things 
would  probably  be  printed  and  it  would 
be  well  known  what  the  signature  of  the 
Lieutenant-Governor  would  be. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  was  going  to 
suggest  that,  as  in  the  case  of  other 
official  writings,  the  permit  shall  be  pre- 
sumed to  be  dona  fide  until  there  is 
evidence  to  the  contrary. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  presume 
the  Government  would  issue  what  is  called 
in  some  parts  of  Europe  license  to  carry 
arms — a  stamped  document  that  could 
not  be  very  easily  forged. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  onus  is 
thrown  on  the  accused  to  prove  that  he 
has  a  license  and  he  produces  a  paper 
purporting  to  be  signed  by  the  Lieutenant 
Governor  and  he  ought  not  to  be  expected 
to  do  more  than  that  The  prosecutors 
would  have  to  show  that  it  is  not  a  bona 
fide  license. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^-That 
would  be  before  a  magistrate  and  a  magis- 
trate would  know  the  signature  of  the 
Lieutenant  Governor  or  it  could  be  easily 
proved. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  might  be  well 
for  the  Minister  to  consider  whether  it 
tttuld  not  be  advisable  to  make  some  pro- 
vision respecting  proof? 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C) 


Hon.  Mr.  SUTHERLAND— I  would 
suggest  with  regard  to  arms  that  the  length 
of  the  smooth-bore  permitted  to  be  sold 
should  be  limited  to  3  feet  and  under. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
Would  that  meet  the  objection  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  British  Columbia? 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.  C.)— I 
think  the  Govemor-in-Council  ought  to 
take  power  to  stop  the  sale  of  arms 
altogether  in  the  North-West,  and  if  they 
found  it  necessary  to  put  it  in  force,  to 
do  sa 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— We 
have  taken  power  respecting  fixed  ammu- 
nition, and  I  think  if  we  adopt  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Manitoba  about  the  length  of  the  gun 
barrel,  it  would  probably  meet  the  diffi- 
culty. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  would  like  to 
have  some  explanation  from  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Manitoba  as  to  what 
purposes  long  barreled  guns  are  used  for, 
because  we  may  be  depriving  the  Indians 
to  a  certain  extent  of  the  means  of  sup- 
porting themselves. 

Hon.  Mr.  SUTHERLAND— The  dif- 
ference  is,  the  longer  the  barrel  the  further 
the  gun  will  carry  a  ball,  and  I  think 
three  feet  of  a  gun  barrel  is  sufficient  for 
an  Indian,  as  he  is  generally  enabled  to 
approach  his  game. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— We 
must  not  be  too  severe.  Does  not  my 
hoa  friend  think  that  with  the  provision 
respecting  fixed  ammunition  it  is  safe 
enough  ?  These  Indians  must  make  their 
living,  and  if  it  is  necessary  to  have  long 
barrelled  guns  to  shoot  ducks  with,  they 
must  be  allowed  to  have  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— It  must  be 
remembered  that  game  becomes  shy  with 
the  advance  of  settlement,  and  therefore 
the  Indians  would  require  better  arms. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  the  BUI 
is  severe  enough  as  it  is. 

The  clause  was  agreed  ta 
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On  the  15th  section, 

Hon.  MR.HAYTHORNE— Whenthe 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  was  under  con- 
sideration the  leader  of  the  Government 
expressed  the  opinion  that  a  very  small 
number  of  Winchester  rifles  or  other  arms 
of  precision  were  in  the  hands  of  the  In- 
dians. I  do  not  know  what  arrangement 
the  Government  propose  to  make  with 
regard  to  this  disarmament  of  the  Indians ; 
but  if  I  remember  rightly  the  Minister  of 
Justice  expressed  his  opmion  on  the  sec- 
ond reading  of  this  Bill  that  very  few  arms 
of  precision  are  in  the  hands  of  the  Indians 
at  present  I  have  been  informed  by 
gentlemen  who  have  had  personal  oppor- 
tunity of  intercourse  with  the  Indians  last 
summer,  that  those  arms  of  precision  are 
almost  universal  among  the  Indians,  in 
which  case,  it  seems  that  if  they  are  de- 
prived of  them,  they  will  be  at  a  great  dis- 
advantage in  procuring  their  food  unless 
smooth  bore  shot  guns  are  given  to  them 
instead. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  find,  in  some  of  the  news- 
paper reports  of  the  late  engagements, 
that  many  of  the  Indians  were  armed  with 
bows  and  arrows,  and  that  some  of  our 
men  were  wounded  with  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  —  The 
squaws  had  them. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— At 
the  time  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Char- 
lottetown  refers  to,  I  was  speaking  shortly 
after  the  battle  of  Fish  Creek,  and  at  that 
time  did  not  have  the  information  that  we 
have  since  obtained. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE  —  The 
same  report  stated  that  some  of  the  guns 
used  at  Fish  Creek  had  recently  been 
stolen. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  suggested  that  the 
third  reading  of  the  Bill  should  be  post- 
poned until  to-morrow  in  order  that  the 
Minister  should  look  into  the  question  of 
providing  for  the  production  of  a  permit 
being  prima  facie  evidence  of  license  to 
carry  arms. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL,  from  the  committee, 
reported  the  Bill  without  amendment. 


It  was  ordered  that  the  Bill  be  read  the 
third  time  to-morrow. 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  5:15  p.m. 


THE  SENATK 

Ottawa^  Friday^  May  2pM,  i88s* 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THE  NORTH-WEST   TROUBLES. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER  moved— 

That  an  hamble  address  be  presented  to 
His  Excellency  the  Goyernor  General;  pray- 
ing that  His  Excellency  will  be  pleased  to 
cause  to  be  laid  before  this  House,  a  copy  of 
Lieu  tenant-Govern  or  Dewdney's  report  on 
the  representations  made  hy  His  Jjordshio 
the  Anglican  Bishop  of  Saskatchewan,  ana 
by  His  Grace  Archbishop  Tacbe,  in  regard 
to  alleged  grievances  of  the  Half-breeds  in 
and  around  Prince  Albert,  during  the  summer 
and  autumn  of  1884. 

He  said :  In  reG;ard  to  his  motion,  I  can 
only  express  my  own  view  as  to  the  duty 
devolving  upon  Parliament,  and  especially 
upon  the  Senate,  at  this  eventful  moment. 
We  have  just  had  to  suppress  an  ourbreak 
within  our  own  territory,  with  most  de- 
plorable results.  It  has  led  to  much 
bloodshed — the  loss  of  many  valued  lives. 
While  many  of  our  best  young  men  have 
been  killed,  others  have  been  wounded 
and  disabled  for  life,  and  a  large  class, 
from  fatigue  and  exposure,  suffered  in 
going  there,  have  returned  to  the  hospitals 
unfit  for  their  daily  work.  We  have,  fur- 
ther, to  lament  an  enormous  waste  of  the 
public  money,  and  when  all  the  returns 
have  been  made  of  the  expenses  of  the 
expedition,  and  the  claims  from  all  the 
settlers  whose  property  was  taken  and 
destroyed,  with  the  multitude  of  claims 
from  other  quarters,  I  fear  that  the 
total  amount  will  alarm  the  country. 
Now,  notwithstanding  all  that  has  been 
said  upon  a  late  occasion,  this  insurrec- 
tion must  strike,  I  am  sure,  a  heavy  blow 
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at  the  onward  progress  of  this  yoang 
country.  It  is  in  bad  taste  and  judg 
ment  to  say  that  there  will  not  be  grave 
results.  I  dare  say  it  is  very  convenient 
for  some  parties  to  lead  the  country  to 
forget  what  has  taken  place,  and  to  talk 
about  the  cloud  on  our  horizon  having  a 
white  lining,  but  we  who  speak  the  voice 
of  the  people,  who  know  the  injury  that 
has  been  inflicted  on  the  country,  the  loss 
of  life  and  the  enormous  waste  of  the  public 
money — the  great  blow  that  has  been 
struck  at  the  progress  of  the  Dominion,  cer- 
tainly feel  that  a  most  imperative  duty  rests 
upon  Parliament,  and  rests  especially  on 
this  body,  to  make  a  searching  enquiry 
into  the  causes  of  such  outbreak.  The 
great  body  of  our  people  have  the  con- 
viction forced  upon  them,  that  this 
insurrection  has  sprung  from  neglect  on 
the  part  either  of  members  of  the 
Government  or  leading  officials  acting 
under  the  Government,  from  their  ne- 
glecting to  adjudicate  at  once  upon  the 
claims  of  those  half-breeds  who  have  been 
led  on  to  insurrection,  as  has  already  been 
set  forth,  and  that  they  allowed  that  dis- 
content and  discord  to  go  on  until  it 
culminated  in  bloodshed  and  rebellion. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— The  hon.  gentle- 
man is  reading  his  speech. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  hope 
the  hon.  member  will  not  interrupt  me. 
I  should  hope  that  a  man  who  has  been 
pitchforked  into  this  House,  would  en- 
deavor to  learn  how  to  conform  to  the 
usages  of  the  Senate. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— There  was  one 
gentleman  who  was  trying  hard  for  years 
to  get  into  the  Senate,  and  begged  for  it 
until  the  Ministers  took  pity  on  him  and 
put  him  in. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  owe  no- 
thing to  the  Government ;  they  were 
obliged,  as  one  of  the  oldest  elected 
members,  to  appoint  me.  Instead  of 
owing  anything  to  the  Government,  they 
know  very  well  that,  because  of  my  inde- 
pendence before  Confederation,  they 
tried  to  keep  me  out  of  the  Senate  as 
long  as  they  could 

The  country  expects  Parliament  to 
make  a  searching  investigation  into  this 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER. 


matter.  I  would  simply  refer  here  to 
statements  which  have  been  made  in  a 
public  journal,  wherein  it  is  reported  that 
the  Government  are  in  no  way  to  blame 
for  this  insurrection.  It  has  been  broadly 
asserted  by  the  Government  that  the 
half-breeds  had  no  grievances  whatever  in 
relation  to  their  lands,  or  any  other  matter; 
that,  in  fact,  the  Government  are  in  no 
way  to  blame,  and  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior  asserted  that  the  half-breeds 
entered  openly  upon  this  rebellion  with- 
out any  cause  whatever.  How  does  that 
quadrate  with  another  statement  of  the 
same  Minister,  to  the  effect  that  an  order- 
in-council  had  been  passed  in  January,  to 
send  a  commission  to  the  North-West, 
and  that  those  half-breeds  had  been 
notified  of  that  order-in-council  six  weeks 
before  the  outbreak  of  the  rebellion.  I 
should  like  to  know,  when  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown  rises  on  the  floor  of  this  House, 
and  makes  a  statement  at  one  moment 
which  he '  contradicts  the  next,  how  he 
expects  the  country  to  believe  him  ? 
What  must  the  people  think  of  the  veracity 
of  such  a  Minister,  or  of  the  Government 
of  which  he  is  a  member  ?  I  am  surprised 
that  Sir  John  Macdonald,  whom  I  had  for 
years  regarded  as  a  safe  guide  for  the  country, 
should  select  men  that  would  have  the 
hardihood  to  make  such  a  statement  to 
the  country  in  the  vain  hope  of  shifting 
the  blame  off  their  own  shoulders  upon  the 
shoulders  of  others.  No  sensible  man 
will  be  satisfied  with  a  mere  statement  of 
that  kind  without  investigating  whether  it 
is  true  or  not.  And  I  now  propose  to 
read  an  editorial  from  the  Mail — the 
organ  of  the  Government — dated  25th 
March  last,  which  will  prove  the  want  of 
veracity  in  such  a  declaration.  The  Mail 
says  in  its  editorial : — 

''That  dissatiflfaction  has  existed  among 
the  half-breeds  in  the  Saskatchewan  country 
for  years  past,  is  undeniable.  They  complain, 
as  we  have  before  explained,  that  while  the 
Metis  of  Manitoba  were  eiven  grants  of  240 
acres,  under  the  Act  of  1870,  their  claims 
have  been  ignored,  and  they  say  with  equal 
truth  that  the  Government  should  at  least 
give  them  free  patents  for  the  farms  which 
they  have  been  cultivating,  and  compensa- 
tion for  disturbance  in  cases  where  the  Dom- 
inion Surveyors  may  find  it  necessary  to 
re-arrange  the  shape  of  their  holding,  the 
old  French  form  of  delimitation  bemg  at 
variance  with  the  modern  system." 

Does  not  that  show  that  those  intelligent 
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and  clever  half-breeds  on  the  Saskatchewan 
had  not  even  then  received  their  patents 
from  the  Crown,  and  that  they  were 
aroused  and  excited  by  the  surveyors 
going  in  there  and  disturbing  the  boundaries 
of  their  farms  ?  Yet  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior  has  the  boldness  to  rise  in  his 
place  and  say  that  he  has  never  heard  of 
any  claims  of  the  half-breeds,  and  that  there 
was  no  ground  for  the  rebellion.  How 
can  the  Government  say,  in  the  face  of 
these  facts,  that  there  is  no  ground  for  the 
rebellion? 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Then  you  are 
justifying  the  rebellion  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  do  not 
wonder  when  men  continue  to  be  treated 
unjustly,  and  their  interests  slighted,  just 
as  we  find  the  older  members  of  this  House 
treated,  in  a  boorish  manner — I  say  I  do 
not  wonder  that  men  should  become  ex- 
asperated, especially  those  half-breed 
settlers. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Old  men  ought 
to  know  better  than  to  act  as  they  do. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— Rebellions 
have  taken  place  in  all  countries  when 
Governments  usurp  power,  and  try  to  hold 
power  by  acts  which  no  man  can  justify. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— What  act  of  the 
Government  is  the  hon.  gentleman  refer- 
ring to? 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  do  not 
want  to  be  interrupted ;  I  did  not  interrupt 
the  hon.  gentleman  when  he  was  making 
his  long  harangues  against  the  Temperance 
Act.  The  Mail  article  from  which  I 
quoted  continues : 

<*  These  claims  the  Interior  Department  is 
trying  to  adjust,  but  it  takes  time  to  deal 
with  auestioDS  affecting  the  rights  of  property. 
Biel,  however,  has  managed  to  persuade  a  few 
of  the  half-breeds  that  the  quickest  method  of 
obtainias  redress  is  to  attract  general  atten- 
tion to  the  grievance  by  some  act  of  violence ; 
and  the  result  was  the  raid  on  the  mail  bags.'' 

Yet,  when  those  claims  were  coming 
before  the  Department  to  be  adjusted,  the 
Minister  of  the  Interior  goes  off  to  the 
Rhine;  the  Premier  goes  off  to  the  sea- 
side the  claims  are  neglected,  and  now 


the  Government  endeavor  to  lay  the  whole 
burden  of  the  trouble  on  Riel.  Riel  was 
not  living  there  at  the  time ;  he  was  a 
pauper,  living  in  Montana,  and  those 
half-breeds,  shrewd,  intelligent  men,  living 
on  their  farms,  in  their  desperation  sent 
to  him,  finding  that  they  could  get  no 
justice  at  the  hands  of  the  Government. 
They  sent  for  Riel,  because  they  knew 
that  he  would  help  them  to  force  their 
claims  on  the  notice  of  the  Government. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— You  are 
going  far  towards  hanging  him  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— What 
could  have  led  300  half-breeds  on  the 
Saskatchewan — many  of  them,  I  am  told, 
descended  from  good  French  families; 
many  of  them  men  of  good  education 
and  enlightened  views,  holding  good 
farms — what  would  have  led  such  men, 
if  they  had  no  grievances,  to  take  up  arms 
and  enter  into  rebellion  against  the  Gov- 
ernment ot  the  countr}*?  What  could 
they  hope  to  get  by  it  ?  Every  one  knows 
that  300  men  must  be  put  down  by  even 
a  smaller  force  than  General  Middleton 
took  with  him.  What  opposition  could 
they  make  to  such  a  force  ?  It  simply 
shows  the  monstrous  audacity  of  the 
Minister  of  the  Interior,  in  making  the 
statement  here  that  there  was  no  cause 
for  the  rebellion.  I  should  not  have 
been  surprised  at  it  after  the  statements 
we  have  heard  before  from  the  same 
gentleman  on  the  floor  of  this  House — 
statements  that  have  destroyed  all  my 
confidence  in  their  veracity  or  in  the 
truthfulness  ol  the  Government.  I 
am  not  going  to  detain  the  House  further 
at  the  present  moment,  but  will  follow  it 
up  from  time  to  time.  I  now  be^  to 
move  the  address  of  which  I  have  given 
notice. 

The  SPEAKER— It  is  moved  by  Mr. 
Alexander,  seconded  by — 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH  —  Seconded  by 
nobody. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Yes,  I  will  second 
the  motion. 

Hon.    Sir    ALEX.    CAMPBELL  —  - 
There    were    no    letters    such    as    are 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1032 


The  Narth'West  [SENATE]  Troubles. 


mentioned,  and,  consequently,  no  report 
on  them  from  Lieut-Governor  Dewdney. 

Hon.  Mr,  SCOTT— But  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman will  notice  that  this  address  asks 
for  a  report  of  Lieutenant  Governor 
Dewdney,  on  the  representations  made 
by  His  Lordship  the  Anglican  Bishop 
of  Saskatchewan,  and  by  His  Grace  Arch- 
bishop Tache,  which  may  have  been 
addressed  to  the  Lieutenant  Governor. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  — 
There  is  no  such  report  that  I  know  of. 

Hon,  Mr  POWER— It  may  be  that 
the  letters  of  the  exact  character,  indicated 
in  the  motion  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Woodstock,  have  not  been  received,  but 
Lieutenant  Governor  Dewdney  may  have 
reported  on  communications  generally 
similar  in  character,  and,  I  presume,  if  he 
has  there  would  be  no  objection  to 
bringing  down  such  report 

Hon    Sir   ALEX.    CAMPBELL— If 

the  hoa  gentleman  will  refer  to  the  reply 
of  the  Minister  of  the  Interior,  made 
yesterday,  he  will  find  that  he  said  : — "  I 
think  it  is  my  duty  to  tell  the  House  that  I 
am  not  aware  of  the  existence  of  the  cor- 
respondence referred  to.  I  have  made 
enquiry,  and  I  cannot  learn  that  the 
letters  described  here,  or  any  similar  to 
them  have  been  received,  but  if  there 
are  any  such  they  will  be  brought  down." 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— If  there  is  a 
report  from  Lieutenant  Governor  Dewd- 
ney on  any  communication  from  either 
the  Anglican  Bishop  of  Saskatchewan 
or  Archbishop  Tache,  it  will  be  brought 
down.  The  letters  may  not  have  been 
addressed  to  the  Government,  but  they 
may  have  been  addressed  to  Lieutenant 
Governor  Dewdney. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
There  is  no  such  report  as  I  am  informed. 

Hon.  Mr,  POWER— It  has  been 
alleged  that  there  have  been  letters  from 
Monseigneur  Grand  in,  and  from  other 
clergymea  I  think  perhaps  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Woodstock  made  a  mis- 
take in  making  his  motion  as  narrow  as  it 
is,    for    unless    I    am*  misinformed  the 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


Premier  in  the  other  Chamber  did  not 
take  the  same  line  as  has  been  taken  by 
the  Minister  here.  In  the  other  Chamber 
it  was  admitted  that  there  were  commu- 
nications, if  not  from  those  two  prelates, 
from  other  prominent  individuals  in  the 
North-West 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— That 
IS  a  very  different  thing.  This  is  the 
first  time  I  have  heard  the  name  of 
Bishop  Grandin  mentioned  in  connection 
with  this  matter.  It  is  impossible  for  me 
to  speak  of  correspondence  not  mentioned 
in  the  motion.  The  hon.  gentleman  from 
Woodstock  asked  yesterday  for  certain 
papers.  The  papers  he  asked  for  do  not 
exist  Now,  he  asks  for  a  report  on  those 
papers.  That  report  does  not  exist, 
because  there  were  no  such  papers. 

Hon  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  cannot 
understand  the  inconsistency  of  the  hon. 
gentleman.  He  agreed  to  the  passing  of 
the  Address  yesterday.  If  he  believed 
yesterday  that  there  were  no  such  papers, 
why  did  he  allow  the  Address?  The 
Minister  of  the  Interior  gave  a  sort  of  an 
explanation — an  explanation  in  which  one 
does  not  really  know  where  to  find 
the  truth.  But  why  did  the  Gov- 
ernment agree  to  the  Address  yesterda}\ 
if  there  were  no  such  papers. 

The  SPEAKER— I  declare  the  motion 
lost 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— Some  time  ago^ 
I  moved  an  Address  for  some  papers  that 
were  alluded  to  in  one  of  the  speeches 
of  the  Minister  of  Justice,  and  I  think  it 
would  be  very  important,  in  order  to  fully 
appreciate  the  condition  of  affairs  in  the 
North-West,  to  have  those  papers  brought 
down. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^~l 
have  lost  sight  of  the  matter.  What  were 
the  papers  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— It  was  corres- 
pondence, the  names  of  which  were  given. 
I  may  say  that  I  have  received  letters  in 
which  this  correspondence  was  mentioned,, 
giving  me  particulars,  and  I  have  good 
reason  to  believe — at  least  I  was  informed 
that  this  correspondence  existed — and  that 
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was  the  reason  why  I  moved  some  weeks 
ago  to  have  it  brought  down  to  Parliament 
Up  to  the  present  time  I  have  not  pressed 
for  the  production  of  those  papers  because 
I  was  satisfied  that  the  Government  might 
have  reasons  why  they  should  not  be 
brought  down ;  but  now  that  the  troubles 
in  the  North-West  have  been  suppressed 
there  can  be  no  objection  to  the  papers 
being  brought  down.  In  the  meantime  I 
will  give  the  following  notice  of  two  ques- 
tions that  I  will  ask  the  Government : — 

Whether  the  GK>yerniiieDt  has  not,  between 
the  let  January,  1879,  and  the  let  March, 
1886^  received  from  yarious  persons  taking 
speeial  interest  in  the  affairs  of  the  North- 
West,  and  partioalarly  from  Monseigneur 
Grandin,  Bishop  of  St.  Albert,  Monseig- 
neur Tache,  Archbishop  of  St.  Boniface,  and 
the  Honorable  Mr.  Royal,  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment foi  Proven cher,  yerbal  or  written 
representations,  and  frequent  claims  respect- 
ing the  claims  of  the  half-breeds  of  the 
North- West? 

Whether  the  Goyernment  has  not  been  in- 
formed that  its  surveyors,  in  their  surveying 
operations,  had  entered  upon  farms  possessed 
by  the  half-breeds,  had  committed  depre- 
dations thereon,  had  damaged  the  crops 
thereoD,  had  cut  or  thrown  open  the 
fences  thereon,  and  had  divided  the  said 
properties  of  the  half-breeds  without  their 
permission,  and  against  their  orders  to  the 
contrary,  in  a  manner  ^uite  different  from 
that  in  which  the  said  properties  were 
formerly  divided,  often  dividmg  the  lands  in 
8uch  a  manner  as  to  leave  a  bouse  on  one  lot 
and  its  out-buildings  on  another  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  am  sorry  that 
my  Hon.  friend  from  DeSalaberry  did  not 
indude  in  his  motion  a  demand  for  a 
copy  of  the  report  made  by  Lieutenant 
Governor  Dewdney's  Secretary,  who,  it  is 
understood,  went  up  in  the  month  of 
August  last  to  see  Riel  and  Dumont  and 
Archbishop  Tache,  and  made  a  report. 
That  report  would  probably  contain  the 
information  that  the  House  requires. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— I  have  men- 
tioned in  my  notice  the  documents  of 
which  I  was  informed,  and  I  would  advise 
my  hon.  friend  if  he  is  informed  of  any 
documents  to  move  for  them  himself. 

AN  ADJOURNMENT. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE—  I  wish  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
fajtit  that  there   will  be  nothing  on  the 


orders  of  the  day  for  Monday  next,  and  if 
there^is  no  objection  I  should  lil^e  to  move 
that  when  this  House  adjourns  to-day  it 
stand  adjourned  until  Tuesday  next.  I 
move  that  the  14th  rule  be  suspended  so* 
fax  as  this  motion  is  concerned,  and  that 
when  this  House  adjourns  to-day  it  do 
stand  adjourned  until  Tuesday  next 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— I  object  to  that 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

ADMINISTRATION    OF    JUSTICE, 

NORTH-WEST  TERRITORY 

BILL. 

third  reading. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  third  reading  of  Bill  (V),  "An  Act 
respecting  the  Administration  of  Justice, 
and  other  matters  in  the  North-West 
Territories.**  He  said :  I  stated,  in  answer 
to  an  objection  made  by  the  hon.  memt>er 
from  Halifax,  that  I  would  inquire 
whether  there  was  any  means  of  making 
more  easy  the  proof  of  the  signature  of  the 
Governor  to  license  to  cany  arms.  I  have 
made  that  inquiry,  and  I  do  not  think  we 
could  add  anything  to  the  Bill  which 
would  render  more  easy  that  proof,  with- 
out almost  departing  from  the  necessity 
for  it  I  find  the  language  we  have  used 
is  ordinarily  employed  in  these  cases,  and 
it  is,  I  am  told,  a  matter  which  could  be 
readily  proved  in  the  North-West,  the  sig- 
nature of  the  Governor  being  very  welt 
known,  and  the  probability  is  that  these 
licenses  will  be  in  print,  and  ordinarily 
seen  and  noticed,  and  no  practical  diffi- 
culty will  arise  in  establishing  the  proof  of 
the  Lieutenant-Governor's  signature  ;  so, 
between  the  slight  difficulty  which  may 
possibly  arise  sometimes  in  proving  his 
signature,  and  the  difficulty,  which  might 
be  serious,  of  doing  away  with  the  require- 
ment altogether,  I  think  it  would  be  better 
to  adhere  to  the  Bill  as  it  is. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

THE  WORK  OF  THE  SESSION. 

enquiry. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— I  should  like  to 
ask  the  Minister  of  Justice  what  progress 
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has  been  made  by  the  Joint  Committee 
of  both  Houses  appointed  this  session 
with  respect  to  the  division  of  business 
between  the  two  Houses.  I  should  like 
to  know  what  progress  has  been  made, 
because  there  is  a  great  deal  of  the  work 
of  the  session  yet  to  be  done.  If  we  had 
the  Insolvent  Act  up  here  we  might  dis- 
pose of  it. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
motion  which  was  passed  here  I  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  Premier,  and  I 
asked  him  whether  he  thought  any  progress 
•could  be  made  with  that  project  during 
the  present  session.  He  thought  nothing 
could  be  done,  but  at  all  events  he  has 
not  been  able  to  reach  it  yet.  They  are 
still  discussing  the  Franchise  Bill  in  the 
other  House,  and  until  they  are  through 
with  that  Bill  they  cannot  do  anything  else. 
I  think  with  regard  to  the  Insolvent  Bill 
it  is  doubtful  if  that  will  be  proceeded  with 
so  I  do  not  think  that  anything  is  lost  in 
that  direction  as  far  as  this  House  is 
concerned. 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  4  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa^  Tuesday^  June  indy  i88s* 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routme  proceedings. 

THE  NORTH-WEST  TROUBLES. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL  inquired  :— 

"  Whether  the  GK>vernment  has  not,  be- 
tween the  let  January,  1879,  and  the  let 
March,  1885,  received  from  various  persons 
taking  special  interest  in  the  affairs  of  the 
North- West,  and  particularly  from  Monseig- 
neur  Grandin,  Bishop  of  St.  Albert,  Mon- 
eeieneur  Tache,  Archoishop  of  St.  Boniface, 
and  the  Honorable  Mr.  Royal,  Member  of 
Parliament  for  Provencher,  verbal  or  written 
representations  and  frequent  claims  respect- 
ing; the  claims  of  the  halt-breeds  of  the  North- 
West." 

He  said — This  inquiry  speaks  for  itself. 
I  make  it  because,  if  I  understood  pro- 

HoN.  Mr.  WARK. 


properly  the  explanation  made  by  the 
hon.  Minister  of  the  Interior,  the  other 
day,  it  is  likely  to  give  rise  to  misunder- 
standings. He  went  so  far  as  to  say  that 
no  formal  claim  had  been  made  on  this 
subject  on  behalf  of  the  half-breeds  of  the 
North- West  I  do  not  wish  in  any  way 
either  directly  or  indirectly,  to  question 
the  declaration  of  the  hon.  Minister,  but 
that  declaration  alluded,  as  far  as  I  under- 
stood it,  to  legal  documents.  It  is  per- 
fectly well  known,  that  at  various  times, 
and  even  for  several  weeks  and  months, 
leading  men  from  the  North-West  were 
at  the  seat  of  Government  here,  and 
the  impression  prevailed  that  they  were 
here  for  the  purpose  of  pressing  for  a 
settlement  of  the  claims  of  the  half4>reeds. 
This  fact  is  of  very  great  importance  and 
may  have  a  serious  effect  on  the  trials, 
which  are  likely  to  take  place  shortly  of 
those  implicated  in  the  North-West 
troubles.  In  the  interest  of  justice  we 
should  do  our  best  to  have  all  the  facts 
concerning  those  troubles  laid  before  the 
public  Whatever  may  be  the  guilt  of 
those  parties  who  have  been  arrested  in 
the  Nortb-West,  they  are  entitled  to  a  fair 
trial  and  full  justice.  It  is  hardly 
necessary  to  say  that  the  whole  population 
of  the  Dominion  take  a  deep  interest  in 
this  matter,  and  it  is  well  known  that  a 
portion  of  the  people  take  a  deep  in- 
terest in  the  case  of  the  half-breeds. 
It  would  make  all  the  difference  in  the 
world  if  the  country  were  left  under  the 
impression  that  no  claim  on  behalf  of  those 
half-breeds,  or  those  parties  implicated  in 
the  outbreak,  had  ever  been  presented  to 
the  Government.  It  is  with  a  view  to  as- 
certain the  facts  that  I  make  this  inquiry. 
I  may  add  that  I  have  had  special  infor- 
mation from  two  of  the  gentlemen  to 
whom  I  have  referred  in  my  inquiry ;  as 
to  the  other,  the  member  from  Provencher, 
I  merely  infer  from  his  bemg  a  prominent 
member  of  the  other  House,  and  repre- 
senting specially  that  part  of  the  country 
and  the  parties  interested  in  this  matter^ 
that  he  must  have  made  some  represen- 
tations to  the  Government  Everybody 
knows  the  importance  of  the  position 
which  he  occupies  in  the  other  House, 
his  intelligence  and  his  zeal  in  defend- 
ing the  interests  which  axe  entrusted  to 
him.  For  those  reasons  I  make  this 
inquiry. 
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Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^The 
House  will,  I  am  sure,  not  be  surprised  if, 
considering  the  gra\ity  of  the  subject,  I 
confine  myself  strictly  to  the  question 
which  my  bon.  friend  has  put  and  which 
he  has  just  read  I  will  not  discuss  the 
subject,  even  in  the  slight  way  in  which 
the  hon.  member  has  done,  but  will  con- 
tent myself  simply  by  replying  to  his 
question. 

The  Government  has  received,  between 
the  1st  of  January,  1879,  and  the  ist  of 
March,  1885,  from  various  persons  taking 
special  interest  in  the  North-West,  and, 
among  others,  from  Monseigneur  Grandin, 
Bishop  of  St.  Albert,  and  Monseigneur 
Tache,  Archbishop  of  St.  Boniface,  written 
representations  respecting  the  position  of 
the  half-breeds  of  the  North-West,  and 
the  best  way  of  ameliorating  it. 

There  is  no  record  of  any  written  re- 
presentation from  the  Hon.  Mr.  Royal, 
member  for  the  county  of  Provencher, 
and  no  records  of  any  verbal  representa- 
tions exist. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  think 
it  is  a  most  extraordinary  admission  afler 
the  explanation  made  by  the  Minister  of 
the  Interior  the  other  day. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRtJDEL  inquired  :— 
Whether  the  Government  has  not  been 
informed  that  its  Hurveyors  in  their  purveying 
operations  had  entered  upon  farms  possessed 
by  the  half-breeds,  had  committed  depreda- 
tions thereon,  had  damaged  the  crops  thereon, 
had  cut  or  thrown  open  the  fences  thereon, 
and  had  divided  the  said  properties  of  the 
half-breeds,  without  their  permission  and 
against  their  orders  to  the  contrary,  in  a 
manner  quite  different  from  that  in  which 
the  said  properties  were  formerly  ^divided, 
often  divioine  the  lands  in  sucli  a  manner  as 
to  leave  a  nouse  on  one  lot  and  its  out- 
buildings on  another  ? 

He  said — This  question  is  of  the 
same  nature  as  the  one  which  I  have  just 
put,  and  the  few  words  ot  explanation 
with  which  I  accompanied  the  last  refer 
to  this  one  also. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELl^The 
reply  to  this  question  I  must  give  at 
greater  length  than  my  reply  to  the  former 
one  to  make  it  intelligible. 

The  Government  has  not  been  informed 
that  surveyors,  in  their  surveying  opera- 
tions, had  committed  depradations  upon 


^ms  occupied  by  half-breeds,  nor  that 
they  had  damaged  the  crops  thereon ;  nor 
that  they  had  cut,  or  thrown  down  the 
fences  thereon :  nor  has  the  Government 
any  reason  to  believe  that  anything  of  the 
sort  occurred.  Of  course,  in  the  conduct 
of  surveying  operations,  it  is  necessary 
that  surveyors  should  pass  over  the  farms 
of  settlers  who  took  possession  of  their  lands 
in  advance  of  survey,  and  clause  120  of 
the  Dominion  Lands  Act  provides  that : 
*  Any  Dominion  land  surveyor,  when  en- 
gaged in  the  performance  of  his  duties  as 
such,  may  pass  over,  measure  along,  and 
ascertain  the  bearings  of  any  township  or 
section  Une,  or  other  governing  line,  and 
for  such  purposes  may  pass  over  the  lands 
of  any  person  whomsoever,  doing  no  actual 
damage  to  the  property  of  such  person." 

If  a  surveyor  does  actual  damage  to  the 
property  of  any  person  whose  lands  are 
thus  passed  over,  he  is  liable  to  a  civil 
action,  and  there  is  nothing  in  the  Statute 
to  protect  him  against  such  action,  merely 
because  he  is  a  Government  surveyor. 

Each  surveyor  is  required  to  give  a  bond 
for  $3,000  for  the  due  and  faithful  per- 
formance of  his  duties.  One  of  his  duties, 
as  mentioned  in  clause  120  of  the  Act,  is 
to  do  no  actual  damage  to  the  property 
which  he  may  pass  over  in  the  performance 
of  his  survey ;  and  sub-clause  4  of  clause 
10 1  provides  that  the  bond  shall  enure  to 
the  benefit  of  any  party  sustaining 
damage  by  breach  of  any  condition  thereof 

As  to  the  division  of  the  properties  of 
the  half-breeds,  it  would  be  impossible  to 
devise  any  scheme  of  survey  which  would 
give  to  every  settler  in  advance  of  survey 
a  holding  in  the  exact  form  in  which  he 
had  occupied  and  cultivated  it  up  to  the 
time  of  such  division. 

It  may  further  be  said  that  the  policy 
of  the  Department  is,  that  in  case  settle- 
ment exists  along  river  fronts  in  advance 
of  survey,  the  lands  are  divided  on  the 
river  lot  principle  or  into  sections  and 
quarter  sections,  on  the  rectangular  prin- 
ciple, as  may  be  desired  by  the  settlers 
themselves.  The  only  exception  to  this 
was  in  regard  to  the  settlements  on  the 
Qu'Appelle  lakes  and  river,  but  it  would 
have  been  impossible,  both  from  the  shape 
of  these  waters,  and  from  the  manner  in 
which  the  settlers  had  located  themselves, 
to  have  given  them  a  survey  upon  the 
river    lot    principle    which  would    have 
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operated  more  to  their  advantage  than 
the  rectangular  survey.  A  glance  at  the 
maps  whidi  I  will  lay  upon  the  table  of 
the  Senate  will  make  this  quite  clear. 

It  may  further  be  stated,  that  of  the  six 
townships  over  which  the  Qu'Appelle 
settlements  spread,  three  townships  were 
surveyed  in  1882  by  Mr.  John  Bourgeois 
of  Three  •  Rivers,  in  the  province  of 
Quebec,  whose  employment  was  recom- 
mended by  Mr.  D.  O.  Bourbeau,  M.  P., 
Mr.  L.  L.  Desaulniers,  M.  P.,  and  Mr. 
H.  Montplaisir,  M.  P.;  one  township  was 
surveyed  by  Mr.  P.  T.  C.  Dumais  of 
Chicoutimi,  recommended  by  Mr.  Ernest 
Cimon,  M.  P.,  and  by  Mr.  J.  L.  Michaud 
of  Rimouski,  recommended  by  Sir  Hector 
Langevin.  The  other  two  townships  were 
surveyed  in  1881  by  Messrs.  Clementi 
and  Hewson  of  Peterboro,  Ontario. 

There  is  no  record  of  any  case  in 
which  a  house  was  situated  upon  one  lot  and 
its  out-buildings  on  another,  although,  as 
already  stated,  under  no  regular  scheme 
of  surveys  which  could  be  devised  could 
the  possibility  of  such  a  contingency 
arising  be  provided  against. 

Should  a  settler  at  Qu'Appelle  be  found 
to  have  his  buildings  partly  on  an  odd 
and  partly  on  an  even  section,  and  he 
settled  there  prior  to  188 1,  he  would  be 
granted  entry  partly  on  the  odd  and  partly 
on  the  even  section. 

This  river  Qu'Appelle  winds  about 
very  much,  and  the  river  principle  is  to 
have  a  width  of  ten  chains  upon  the  river 
and  a  depth  of  two  miles.  As  the  river 
winds,  the  House  will  at  once  see  that  if 
a  lot  was  surveyed  on  this  river  principle 
on  one  bend  of  the  river,  and  another  lot 
surveyed  on  another  bend  of  the  river  on 
the  same  principle,  the  two  ends  would 
overlap,  and  one  man*s  property  would 
interfere  with  another  man's.  I  think  this 
is  very  clearly  shown  on  the  map,  which 
hon.  members  who  take  an  interest  in  the 
subject  can  see  on  the  table.  I  think,  how- 
ever, the  explanation  which  I  have  given 
will  make  it  perfectly  clear  and  show  that 
you  could  not  adopt  the  river  principle 
universally,  even  if  we  gave  20  chains  on  the 
river  front  and  the  lots  ran  back  only  one 
mile.  Although  the  persons  interested 
may  perhaps  not  understand  it  completely, 
there  is  no  real  difficulty  in  giving  the 
settlers  a  depth  back,  not  on  the  river 
principle,  but  on  the  rectangular  principle, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


that  is  a  part  of  a  section  can  be  taken  out 
of  one,  two,  three  or  four  lots  so  as  to  give 
them  the  river  front  and  run  back  some 
distance.  I  hope  the  House  will  consider 
the  explanation  sufficient.  Every  possible 
consideration  has  been  shown  in  making 
the  survey  with  respect  to  this  question 
raised  by  my  hoa  friend.  As  I  have  said 
if  in  any  case  a  man's  house  has  been 
divided  from  his  outbuildings,  he  has  had 
land  on  both  sections  so  as  to  give  him 
his  outbuildings  and  house,  though  one 
might  be  on  section  2  and  the  others  on 
section  3,  and  in  this  way  his  interests 
have  been  protected. 

TEMPERANCE  ACT  PETITIONS. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— Before  the 
orders  of  the  day  are  called  I  would  like 
to  bring  up  a  matter  with  reference  to  a 
petition  which  was  presented  here  by  me  on 
the  part  of  the  electors  and  people  of 
Glengarry.  The  House  will  recollect 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Ottawa  (Mr. 
Scott)  brought  before  our  notice  some 
day  last  week  the  fact  that  a  petition  had 
been  irregularly  signed,  and  that  a  gentle- 
man residing  at  a  place  called  Greenfield 
had  sent  in  a  declaration  stating  that  he 
had  never  signed  the  petition  nor  had  he 
requested  anybody  to  sign  the  petition  on 
his  behalf.  I  have  the  petition  here,  and 
in  the  first  place  in  order  that  the  matter 
may  be  brought  intelligently  before  the 
Senate,  I  may  as  well  read  again  the  decla- 
ration of  the  gentleman  from  Greenfield, 
if  the  House  will  permit  me. 

Gakaoa  :  1 1,    Alexander    Mo- 

Province  of  Ontario,  >  DouoALD,  of  Green- 
Caunit/  of  OUtiffarry. )  field, in  thetownehip 
of  Eenyon,  in  the  county  of  Glengarry,  Poet- 
master,  do  solemnly  declare — 

1.  That  I  am  informed  that  a  petition, 
signed,  or  purporting  to  be  signed,  by  about 
600  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  county  of  Glen- 
garry, has  been  lately  presented  to  the  Senate 
of  Canada  by  Hon.  D.  McMiMan,  prajring  that 
the  Canada  Temperance  Act  might  be 
amended  so  as  to  exempt  ale,  porter,  la^^r 
beer,  light  wines  and  cider  from  the  operation 
of  the  Act,  and  that,  hereafter,  three-nftha  of 
the  votes  passed  in  any  county  must  be  in 
favor  of  the  Act  before  it  is  adopted  in  aucb 
county. 

2.  That  I  am  informed,  among  other  names, 
appears  the  name  of  A.  Maodougall,  Green- 
field. 

3.  That  I  am  the  only  person  of  that  name 
residing  at  Greenfield  in  said  county. 
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4,  That  I  have  not  signed  said  petition. 

6.  That  i(  mj  name  appears  on  said  petition 
as  aforesaid,  it  must  have  been  signed  by  some 
other  person  without  roy  knowledge  or  author- 
ity,  and  is  therefore  a  forgery. 

And  I  make  this  solemn  declaration  con- 
scientiously, believing  the  same  to  be  true 
and  by  virue  of  the  Act  passed  in  the  37th 
year  of  Her  Majesty's  reign,  entitled  '<  An  Act 
for  the  Suppression  of  Voluntary  and  Extra- 
judicial oatns." 

A  MoDouGALD. 

My  reply  on  that  occasion  was  that  I 
knew  a  good  many  McDougalds  resided 
in  the  county  of  Glengarry,  and  that  I  had 
no  doubt  that  a  good  many  McDougalds 
lived  in  the  township  of  Kenyon,  and  no 
doubt  a  good  many  McDougalds  in 
Kenyon  who  would  have  Greenfield  as 
their  post  ofnce ;  and  in  order  to  clear  up 
the  matter,  which  was  a  serious  one,  I 
wrote  to  the  party  who,  I  supposed,  had 
the  petition  in  charge,  and  while  at  home 
on  Saturday  last  in  Alexandria  1  was 
handed  this  declaration  which  I  think  will 
satisfy  this  House  and  satisfy  the  country 
that  the  charge  brought  against  the 
petition  from  Glengarry  is  not  true. 

CANADA:  jly  JOHK  A.  GaMERON, 

Province  of  Ontario,  r  jr.,  of  Greenfield,  in 
Cmmiy  of  GUngarry,  t  the  township  of 
To  Wit:  )     Eenyon,      in      the 

county  of  Glengarry »  "Farmer's  son,"  do 
solemnly  declare :-» 

1st  That  I  had  in  charge  and  obuined 
most  of  the  signatures  appended  to  the  peti- 
tion at  this  place,  presented  by  the  Hon.  Dr. 
McMillan,  in  the  Senate  of  Canada,  asking  to 
exempt  ale,  porter,  la^r  beer,  lieht  wines  and 
cider  from  the  operation  of  the  Canada  Tem- 
perance Act,  and  that  the  said  Act  should  not 
nereafter  come  into  force  unless  supported  by 
three-fifths  majority  of  those  voting. 

2nd.  That  fortysevt-n  names  were  obtained 
and  are  on  the  said  petition. 

3rd.  That  forty-six  of  those  are  from  the 
township  of  Kenyon^  forty-one  of  whom 
"  Greenfield ''  is  their  post^ffice. 

4th.  That  among  tnose  whose  poet-office 
is  ''Greenfield,"  there  appears  one  A.  Mc- 
Donsall  (not  McDougald^. 

6th.  That  the  said  A.  McDougall  resides  in 
the  township  of  Kenyon,  and  his  post-ofiice  is 
«  Greenfield.'' 

6th.  That  this  A.  McDougall  is  not  Alex- 
ander Mcl>onffaid,  the  Postmaster. 

7th.  That  the  A.  McDougall  on  the  petition, 
was  put  on  by  me  at  his  request,  he  having  a 
sore  hand  at  the  time,  and  that  I  did  so  in 
his  presence. 

8th.  That  all  the  names  which  I  secured 
for  the  petition,  were  honestly  obtained,  and 
were  either  signed  by  the  parties  whose  names 


appear  thereon,  or  by  me,  authorized  to  do 
so  in  their  behalf. 

And  I  make  this  solemn  declaration  con- 
scientiously believing  the  same  to  be  true 
and  by  virtue  of  the  Act  passed  in  the  thirtv- 
seventh  year  of  Her  Majesty's  reien,  entitled : 
''An  Act  for  the  suppression  of  Voluntary  and 
Extra-judicial  oaths." 

John  A.  Cameron. 

Declared  before  me  at  Alex- 
andria, in  the  County  of  Glen- 
frry,  this  30th  day  of  May, 
D.  1886. 

D.  A.  McArthur,  J.P., 

Reeve  of  Alexandria. 

To  follow  this  matter  up  I  will  now  read 
an  extract  from  the  Ottawa  Free  Press : 

The  Anti-Scottites  are  not  above  forging 
signatures  to  petitions,  and  Sir  Alexander 
Campbell,  and  the  government  accept  these 
forged  petitions  as  sufficient  reason  for  revers- 
ing the  wishes  of  a  majority  oi  nearly  forty 
thousand  voters  expressed  at  the  polls.  The 
latest  case  of  forgery  in  the  interest  of  the 
Anti-Scottites  in  the  Government's  interest 
reported,  is  from  the  county  of  Glenearry. 
Mr.  Allan  McDougall,  posttnaeter  at  Green- 
field, Glengarry  county, learning  that  his  name 
appeared  upon  a  petition  sent  from  his  village 
to  the  Senate  in  favor  of  the  beer  and  wine 
amendment  caused  this  fact  to  be  verified  at 
Ottawa.  He  has  now  sent  in  a  sworn  declsr 
ration  setting  forth  that  he  is  the  only  person 
of  his  name  in  the  village,  and  that  his  signa- 
ture has  been  forged.  He  also  adds  the  names 
of  fifteen  other  persons  whose  names  were 
forged  to  those  Anti-Scott  Act  petitions.  It  is 
upon  forged  petitions  such  as  these  the  Gov- 
ernment justifies  itself  in  making  the  Scott 
Act  Bill  as  amended  in  the  Tory- whiskey 
interests,  a  Government  measure,  when  they 
refused  to  take  charge  of  it  as  a  temperance 
measure. 

Now,  hon.  gentlemen,  I  can  say  that 
I  know  this  young  man  John  A.  Cameron. 
I  know  him  to  be  the  son  of  good  honest 
parents.  I  knew  his  father  and  knew  his 
mother  since  her  childhood,  and  I  am 
satisfied  that  a  more  honorable,  straight- 
forward, truthful  young  man  cannot  be 
found  in  any  county  in  Canada,  and  I  am 
satisfied  that  what  he  states  here  is 
perfectly  correct.  He  states  that  there  are 
47  names  on  the  petition  which  came 
from  his  post  office  ;  he  accounts  for  46 
of  those.  I  have  the  petition  here  and  I 
can  account  for  the  47th  name,  and  that 
is  C.  E.  Plane,  a  commercial  traveller 
from  Tees,  Wilson  &  Ca  of  Montreal, 
wholesale  grocers,  who  is  very  often  in  the 
county  of  Glengarry — I  would  not  be  far 
astray  in  saying  that  one-quarter  of  his 
time  is  spent  there ;  he  makes  up  the  47th 
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name  on  the  petition.  Of  course  I  can- 
not vouch  for  the  signatures,  but  I  am 
satisfied  that  a  better  signed  petition  could 
not  possibly  be  presented  to  the  House 
than  this.  It  shows  on  the  face  of  it  that 
this  petition  was  signed  in  nearly  every 
instance  by  the  party  whose  name  is 
attached  thereto.  I  bring  this  matter 
up  in  vindication  of  the  attack  that  was 
made  upon  the  petition  and  on  behalf  of 
the  young  gentleman  who  had  the  petition 
in  charge.  I  think  it  is  only  justice  to 
him  and  it  is  only  right  to  the  petitioners 
and  the  country  that  I  should  make  this 
explanation. 

AN  ADJOURNMENT. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  NELSON,  in  the  absence  of 
Mr.  Mclnnes,  British  Columbia,  moved  that 
when  this  House  adjourns  to-day  it  do  stand 
adjourned  until  Monday,  the  22nd  instant. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^-The 
House,  I  am  sure,  will  bear  in  mind  that 
on  all  these  occasions  when  an  adjourn- 
ment is  moved  I  have  stated  whether  or 
not  I  thought  the  proposed  adjournment 
would  interfere  with  public  business.  On 
this  occasion  I  am  not  able  to  assent  to 
the  motion  which  my  hon.  friend  has 
moved,  because  I  apprehend  that  it  might 
interfere  with  public  business.  Be- 
sides the  ordinary  business  which  is  now 
before  the  House  of  Commons  it  is  quite 
possible  or  even  probable  that  a  Bill  will 
have  lo  be  introduced  shortly  in  order  to 
facilitate  the  negotiations  which  are  going 
on  in  England  under  the  guidance  of  Sir 
Leonard  Tilley,  and  we  do  not  know  at 
what  time  the  ordinary  business  of  the 
House  will  take  a  stage  and  we  may  have 
bills  before  us.  If  my  hon.  friend  would 
limit  his  motion  to  an  adjournment  from 
to-morrow  (or  even  to-day  if  we  could  get 
through  the  business  which  is  before  the 
Railway  Committee)  until  Tuesday  of  next 
week,  I  can  make  the  declaration,  which  I 
am  always  happy  to  make  when  I  am  able 
to  do  so,  that  an  adjournment  will  not 
interfere  with  the  public  business. 

Hon.  Mr.  OGILVIE^I  would  suggest 
that  the  adjournment  should  be  until 
Wednesday. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN. 


Hon.  Mr.  READ — ^Of  course  we  have 
to  take  what  the  Government  tell  us,  but 
it  we  judge  for  ourselves  from  appearances, 
it  will  be  some  time  before  we  will  be 
required  here,  if  business  is  to  go  on  as  it 
has  been  doing  in  the  other  House.  I 
notice  that  13  clauses  in  the  important  Bill 
which  is  being  passed  by  the  other  House 
have  taken  45  days  ;  there  are  5 1  clauses 
more,  and  by  the  rule  of  progression  it 
will  take  200  days  more  to  pass  them  ;  so 
that  30  days  of  an  adjournment  would  be 
of  little  consequence  so  far  as  delaying  the 
business  of  Parliament  is  concerned.  If 
the  leader  of  the  Government  could  make 
the  adjournment  a  little  longer  it  will  be, 
an  advantage  to  those  living  at  a  distance. 
If  two  weeks  could  be  taken,  I  know  from 
a  number  of  gentlemen  who  have  spoken 
to  me  on  the  subject,  it  would  be  much 
better. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE—It  does 
not  at  all  foUow^  that  each  of  those  clauses 
will  take  the  exact  time  mentioned  by  the 
hon.  gentleman.  Some  of  them  may  take 
considerably  less,  but  whether  the  hoa 
gentleman^s  calculation  is  correct  or  not 
this  much  is  certain  that  the  leader  of  the 
Government  in  this  House  has  told  us 
that  the  services  of  hon.  gentlemen  may  be 
required  in  this  Chamber  at  any  moment 
— he  does  not  specify  any  particular  time, 
but  he  has  told  us  that  particular  business 
would  require  us,  and  that  being  so,  I  can- 
not see  how  any  gentleman  who  has  any 
regard  for  the  dignity  of  this  Chamber  can 
demand  that  the  adjournment  should  be 
longer  than  the  period  Suggested  by  the 
leader  of  the  Government. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  think  what  has 
been  said  by  the  leader  of  the  Govern- 
ment should  guide  us  in  this  matter  in 
any  decision  we  may  arrive  at,  and  I  am 
sorry  to  disagree  with  my  hon.  friend 
opposite  who  suggested  that  we  might 
adjourn  with  safety  for  the  time  mentioned 
in  the  motion.  I  think  we  might  possibly 
adjourn  for  the  next  six  or  seven  days  as 
there  is  a  holiday  this  week,  and  we  are 
only  taking  two  days  out  of  the  week  by 
adjourning  until  Wednesday  next  I 
believe  that  the  Railway  Committee  has 
been  summoned  to  meet  to-morrow  ;  per- 
haps the  leader  of  the  Government  might 
suggest  a  way  by  which  the  meeting  of 
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that  Committee  could  be  held  this  after- 
noon, and  the  adjournment  may  take  place 
from  the  adjournment  of  the  House  to-day. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  meeting  of 
the  Railway  Committee  is  not  a  matter  of 
any  consequence.  I  do  not  suppose  that 
the  Government  propose  to  bring  the 
Governor-General  down  to  assent  to  the 
Bill  this  week. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
suggestion  is  made  to  me  that  if  an  amend- 
ment is  made  to  the  Bill  it  will  have  to  go 
back  to  the  other  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  generally 
oppose  all  adjournments,  and  this  excep- 
tion would  only  prove  the  rule.  I  have 
not  taken  any  holiday.  I  have  not  had 
the  opportunity  of  going  home,  and  if  we 
are  to  have  a  holiday  we  might  as  well 
have  the  whole  of  next  week,  so  that  hon. 
gentlemen  who  live  at  a  distance  can  take 
advantage  of  it.  I  am  opposed  generally 
to  adjournments. 

The  motion  to  adjourn  until  Wednes- 
day, loth  June,  at  3  p.m.,  was  agreed  to. 

THE  ADULTERATION  BILL 

in  committee. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (W),"An  Act 
respecting  the  adulteration  of  foods,  drugs 
and  agricultural  fertilizers." 

In  the  Committee, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said  : 
On  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  my  hon. 
friend  from  Halifax  saw  a  difficulty  in 
adopting  sub-section  D  of  clause  2,  inas- 
much as,  apparently,  there  is  no  Fertilizers 
Act  of  1885  in  existence.  On  inquiry  I 
find  there  is  a  Bill  dealing  with  that  sub- 
ject now  before  the  other  House,  which 
we  hope  will  become  law  this  session. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— But  it  may  not 
be  passed 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— If 
not  we  will  have  to  amend  this.  If  it 
should  pass,  both  these  Bills  will  receive 
the  Royal  assent  at  the  same  time  and 
there  will  be  no  difficulty. 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  Franchise 
Bill  blocks  the  way  in  the  other  House, 
and  there  will  probably  be  a  number  of 
innocents  slaughtered  at  the  end  of  the 
session,  and  the  Bill  to  which  my  hon. 
friend  refers  may  not  pass.  I  think  it 
would  be  better  to  say  "  authorized  under 
this  Act  or  any  Act  respecting  agricultural 
fertilizers." 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I  have 
no  objection  to  that  I  move  that  the 
words  "the  Fertilizers  Act,  1885,"  be 
struck  out  and  that  the  following  be  in- 
serted in  lieu  thereof,  "  any  Act  respecting, 
agricultural  fertilizers." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
On  sub-section  H, 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— There  is 
at  present  a  Bill  before  the  House  of 
Commons,  No.  122,  referring  to  the  same 
subject,  and  there  was  an  Act  of  last  year 
also  referring  to  the  subject,  and  I  perceive 
that  the  same  defect  runs  through  the 
whole  ot  these.  It  allows,  in  my  judgment,, 
far  too  large  a  percentage  for  error  in  the 
packages  offered  for  sale.  One  per  cent 
is  allowed  for  those  articles  which  have 
borne  the  Government  analysis,  and  the 
consequence  is  a  fraudulent  manufacturer 
can  make  up  his  mass  of  manure  in  a  form 
which  will  contain  one  per  cent,  less  of  the 
valuable  articles  and  an  equal  quantity,  in 
excess,  of  the  less  valuable  components. 
I  may  perhaps  explain  my  meaning  more 
clearly  by  referring  to  Peruvian  guano 
which,  as  every  one  knows,  is  a  natural 
product.  I  find  by  reference  to  one  of 
the  encyclopaedias  in  the  library  that  in  an 
average  sample  of  Peruvian  guano  there  is 
about  17  per  cent,  of  ammonia,  that  the 
potash  forms  3.5  per  cent,  phosphate  of 
lime  25.12  per  cent,  and  also  a  small  per- 
centage of  sand  and  20  per  cent  of 
moisture.  The  values  of  these  respective 
components  are : — 

Per  ton 

Ammonia /^^6  sterling. 

Potash 31       " 

Soluble  phosphate  of  lime      32       " 
Insoluablephosphateoflime        7       " 

It  is  clear  from  this  that  a  fraudulent 
manufacturer  might,  if  he  pleased,  reduce 
the  amount  of  the  valuable  ingredients  in 
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die  manure  by  one  per  cent,and  substitute 
for  them  the  less  valuable  ingredients ;  as 
ior  instance,  the  insoluble  phosphate  of 
lime,  and  make  a  considerable  profit  on  a 
year's  transactions.  I  will,  if  hoa  gentle- 
men will  permit  me,  read  an  extract  from 
Ure's  dictionary  of  arts  and  manufactures, 
on  the  subject  of  guano. 

Mean  composition  of  Peruvian  guano, 
from  78  analyses  by  Mr.  Way,  100  tons 
contain  : — 

Tons.        £  £ 

Ammonia, 16.6®66  =  930 

Organic  matter 62     «    1  =    62 

Potash 3.6  "31  =  108 

Insoluble  Phosphate  Lime,.  23  <<  7  =  161 
Soluble  Phosphate  Lime....     7.   ''  32  =  224 

£1,476 
Now,  it  is  clear,  supposing  a  manufac- 
turer to  be  manipulating  a  mass  of 
artificial  manure  intended  to  weigh  out 
icoo  tons,  he  could,  if  he  please,  diminish 
Che  ammonia  worth  ^56  per  ton,  the 
f)Qtash  worth  ;^3i  per  ton,  and  the 
soluble  phosphate  of  lime  worth  jQ^z  per 
ton,  and  replace  them  by  the  insoluble 
phosphate  of  lime  worth  only  jQi  per  ton ; 
and  it  seems  to  me  that  the  wording  of 
this  clause  enables  him  to  do  this  with 
impunity,  and  one  might  almost  say 
encourages  him  to  do  so.  I  am  of 
opinion  that  we  must  either  have  an 
•efficient  law  regulating  the  manufacture 
and  sale  of  artificial  manures,  or  we 
would  be  better  without  one  at  all,  be- 
cause it  appears  to  me  that  this  one  per 
cent  of  loss  is  quite  unnecessary,  simply 
because  the  manure  is  put  up  in  barrels 
or  in  bags.  In  either  case  there  is 
scarcely  any  loss  by  evaporation,  and  if 
there  is,  it  is  easy  to  suppose  that  the  loss 
would  be  as  httle  in  the  valuable  as  in  the 
less  valuable  ingredients.  I  mention  this 
to  show  the  House  that  we  are  treading 
on  dangerous  ground.  The  subject  is 
one  with  which  few  of  us  are  familiar.  I 
will  read  the  analysis  of  an  adulterated 
sample  of  Peruvian  guano  :— 

Common  salt 32.0 

Sand 28.0 

Sulphate  of  iron 5.2 

Phosphate  Ume A»o 

Organic    matter    from     bad 

guano  to  give  it  smell 23.3 

Moisture 7-5 


100. 


Now  it  is  clear  to  everybody  who  gives 
it  the  slightest  reflection,  that  the  common 
salt  and  sand  were  almost  entirely  value- 
less, and  yet  a  fraudulent  manufacturer 
was  able  to  introduce  and  sell  an  article 
so  adulterated  as  that 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I  do 
not  think  my  hon.  friend  has  quite  caught 
the  meaning  of  the  clause.  In  the  case  he 
mentions  the  sand  and  salt  would  not  be 
parts  of  the  fertilizer  specified  as  necessary 
by  the  inspector.  It  would  only  be 
those  parts  of  the  fertilizer  which  are 
deemed  and  specified  as  essential.  I  do 
not  know  what  the  component  parts  of 
guano  are,  but  certainly  salt  and  sand  do 
not  enter  into  the  component  parts. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNEr-Yes. 
Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  have 
examined  the  subject,  and  I  find  that  a 
certain  percentage  of  salt  and  sand  is 
almost  invariably  found  in  guana  The 
sea  birds  come  away  from  the  sea  water 
to  their  nests,  and  naturally  they  bring 
with  them  more  or  less  of  the  salt 
water,  and  this  going  on  for  centuries  ac- 
counts for  the  presence  of  salt  In  the 
same  way  sand  is  found  It  is  almost  in- 
variably the  case,  then  that  salt  and  sand 
find  their  way  into  Peruvian  guana 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— As- 
suming that  that  is  the  case,  and  salt  and 
sand  do  find  their  way  into  the  Peruvian 
guano,  no  chemist  in  describing  what  is 
essential  to  guano,  would  include  these. 
He  would  describe  the  guano  apart  from 
those  incidental  components.  The  clause 
is — 

(A.)  Every  agricultural  fertilizer  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  ''adulterated"  within  the  mean- 
ing of  this  Act,  it,  when  sold,  offered  or 
exposed  for  sale,  the  chemical  analysis 
thereof  shows  a  dedoiency  of  more  than  one 
per  cent,  of  any  of  the  chemical  substances, 
the  percentages  whereof  are  required  to  be 
speomed  in  the  certificate  by  **The  FertUtMers 
AeU  1886,"  reauired  to  be  affixed  to  each 
barrel,  box,  sacK,  or  package  containing  the 
same,  or,  if  the  asncultural  fertilizer  is  in 
bulk,  to  be  produced  to  the  inspector;  or  if  it 
contains  less  than  the  minimum  percentage 
of  such  substances  reauired  by  the  said  Act 
to  be  contained  in  sucii  fertilizer. 


Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE. 
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The  question  is,  in  analyzing  guano 
would  a  chemist  include  salt  and  sand  as 
"substances  required  by  the  said  Act  to 
be  contained  in  such  fertilizer."  If  he  did 
not,  then  the  argument  of  my  hon.  friend 
does  not  apply.  We  need  not  confine  our 
view  to  guano  only.  Suppose  it  is  an 
*  artificial  fertilizer,  which  this  Bill  deals 
with  more  particularly,  the  chemist,  in 
ascertaining  what  it  contains,  certainly 
would  not  mclude  any  articles  which  are 
foreign,  therefore  he  would  only  put  in 
what  was  essential  to  the  purity  and  use- 
fulness of  the  fertilizer.  It  must  be  the 
absence  of  one  per  cent  of  what  the 
chemist  has  said  is  essential,  and  it  does 
not  seem  to  me  that  that  is  a  large  per- 
centage. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— It  is  not 
one  in  a  hundred  pounds,  but  one  in  a 
small  percentage  of  those  things — ^for 
instance,  of  the  quantity  of  ammonia  or 
nitrogen  in  a  sample  of  manure,  not  one 
in  one  hundred,  but  one  in  fourteen,  or 
whatever  it  may  be. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Sup- 
posing the  chemist  says  it  contains  fifteen 
per  cent  of  this  or  fifteen  per  cent  of  that: 
the  absence  of  one  per  cent  would  be 
sufficient  to  establish  that  the  article  was 
adulterated.  If  that  is  too  much,  has  my 
hon.  friend  any  suggestion  to  make  ?  Is 
one-half  of  one  per  cent  the  proper  thing 
to  make  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  there  is  a 
certain  ambiguity  in  the  wording  of  the 
clause.  It  may  mean  that  it  is  a  defi- 
ciency of  one  per  cent  of  the  proportion 
of  a  particular  substance  which  should  be 
there,  or  it  may  mean  a  deficiency  of  one 
per  cent  of  the  whole  combination.  The 
clause  is  not  clear,  and  I  should  venture 
to  suggest  to  the  Minister  that  after  the 
words  "one  i^er  cent"  he  should  add  "of 
the  proportion ; "  that  would  remove  all 
douot,  and  it  would  be  perfectly  clear  that 
it  is  one  per  cent  of  the  proportion  of  a 
particular  substance. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
think  the  language  used  is  free  from  am- 
biguity. The  language  is  ^'  a  deficiency 
of  more  than  one  per  cent,  of  any  of  the 
chemical  substances,  &c" 

Q2 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER— One  per  cent,  of 
what  are  specified. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— They 
are  all  to  be  specified  if  they  are  essential 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  am  not  claim- 
ing that  if  the  matter  were  before  a  court 
there  would  be  any  doubt  about  its  mean- 
ing, but  here  is  the  case  of  an  ordinary 
officer  who  has  a  table  before  him  showing 
that  a  particular  agricultural  fertilizer 
which  is  under  consideration  should  con- 
tain 28  per  cent  of  a  particular  substance 
and  16  per  cent,  of  another.  The 
officer  would  be  likely  to  say  that  all 
these  percentages  added  together  make 
100,  and  he  would  be  as  likely  to  con- 
true  it  that  it  is  one  per  cent  of  the  whole 
amount  What  objection  can  there  be  to 
inserting  those  words  *'of  each  propor- 
tion?" 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I  do 
not  think  that  it  would  improve  the  clause. 
I  do  not  think  the  English  language  can 
make  it  more  clear  than  it  is  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— The  idea  conveyed 
by  the  Bill  is  that  it  shall  not  exceed  one 
per  cent  of  the  ingredients  referred  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  mem- 
ber from  Marshfield  did  not  seem  to  con- 
strue it  in  that  way. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— The  fertiliz- 
er  may  lose  one  per  cent  or  more  in  trans- 
portation, and  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
right  to  restrict  it  more  than  the  one  per 
cent,  proposed  in  the  Bill 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— In  reply  to  my 
hon.  friend  (Mr.  Haythome),  I  would  say 
he  is  at  fisiult  in  his  description  of  the 
component  parts  of  guano,  African 
sample,  by  Dr.  Ure.  It  is  as  follows : — 
Saline  and  organic  matter  contain- 
ing 10  per  cent  of  ammonia. . .      50. 

Water 21.5 

Phosphate  of  lime,  magnesia,  also 

potash 26. 

Silica I. 

Sulphate  of  potash  and  chloride  of 
potassium 1.5 


100. 
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Leibeg  and  other  authoiities  state  that 
the  nature  of  fertilizers  varies  with  the 
constitution  of  the  soil  Lime  and  sand 
are  the  best  manures  for  clayey  soils, 
gypsum  and  marl  for  sandy  ones.  But  all 
soils  want  a  proper  quantity  of  vegetable 
or  animal  manure,  without  which  it  will 
soon  become  exhausted  and  infertile. 
The  principal  among  this  class  of  manures, 
are  rotten  dung  and  other  organic  matter, 
bone  dust,  nitrate  of  soda,  and  sulphate 
of  ammonia.  The  first  is  applicable  to  all 
soils,  the  second  is  esi)ecially  valuable  for 
wheat,  and  the  third  and  fourth  have  been 
used  in  various  cases  with  apparent 
advantage,  but  require  further  experiments 
to  establish  their  precise  value.  In  the 
application  of  manures,  reference  mu  t  be 
always  had  to  the  intended  crop,  as  certain 
plants  are  found  to  require  nourishment 
of  a  different  description  to  what  is  fitted 
for  others,  and  will  grow  feebly  or  not  at 
all  when  this  is  absent 

Wheat,  for  example,  will  not  produce  a 
full  kernel  on  soils  destitute  of  lime. 

The  food  of  vegetables,  as  far  as  their 
organic  structure  is  concerned,  consists 
entirely  of  inorganic  compound  ;  and  no 
organized  body  can  serve  for  the  nutrition 
of  vegetables  until  it  has  been,  by  the 
process  of  decay,  resolved  into  certain 
inorganic  substances. 

These  are  carbonic  acid,  water,  and 
ammonia,  which  are  well  known  to  be  the 
final  products  of  putrefaction. 

But  even  when  these  are  supplied  to 
vegetables  their  growth  will  not  proceed 
unless  certain  mineral  substances  are  like- 
wise furnished,  in  small  quantities,  either 
by  the  soil  or  the  water  used  to  moisten 
it.  Almost  every  plant  when  burned 
leaves  ashes,  which  commonly  contain 
silica,  potash,  and  phosphate  of  lime  ; 
often,  also,  magnesia,  soda,  sulphates, 
and  oxide  of  iron.  These  mineral  bodies 
appear  to  be  essential  to  the  existence  of 
the  vegetable  tissues,  so  that  plants  will 
not  grow  in  soils  destitute  of  them  how- 
ever abundantly  supplied  with  carbonic 
acid,  ammonia,  and  water.  The  carbon 
of  plants  is  wholly  derived  from  carbonic 
acid,  which  is  either  absorbed  from  the 
atmosphere  and  rain  water  by  the  leaves, 
or  from  the  moisture  and  air  in  the  soil 
by  the  roots.  Its  carbon  is  retained  and 
assimilated  with  the  body  of  the  plant, 
while  its  oxygen   is    given    out   in    the 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER. 


gaseous  form,  this  decomposition  being 
always  effected  under  the  action  of  light 
at  ordinary  temperatures. 

The  hydrogen  and  oxygen  of  vegetables, 
which  when  combined  with  carbon,  con- 
stitute the  ligneous,  starchy,  gummy,  sac- 
charine, oily  and  resinous  matters  of 
plants  are  derived  from  water,  chiefly 
absorbed  by  the  roots  from  the  soil. 

When  by  an  extraordinary  supply  of 
any  one  mineral  ingredient,  or  of  ammo- 
nia a  large  crop  has  been  obtained,  it  is 
not  to  be  expected  that  a  repetition  of  the 
same  individual  manure  next  year  will 
produce  the  same  effect.  It  must  be 
remembered  that  the  unusual  crop  has 
exhausted  the  soil,  probably,  of  all  the 
other  mineral  ingredients,  and  that  they 
also  must  be  restored  before  a  second 
crop  can  be  obtained.  The  salt  most 
essential  to  the  growth  of  the  potato  is  the 
double  phosphate  of  ammonia,  and  mag- 
nesia ;  that  for  hay  is  chiefly  phosphate  of 
lime,  while  for  almost  all  plants  potash 
and  ammonia  are  highly  beneficial.  By 
examining  the  ashes  of  a  thriving  plant  we 
discover  the  mineral  ingredients,  which 
must  exist  in  a  soil  to  render  it  fertile  for 
that  plant 

The  straw,  leaves,  &c,  of  any  plant 
must  be  the  best  manure  for  that  plant, 
since  every  vegetable  extracts  from  the 
soil  such  matters  alone  as  are  essential  to 
it  Where  these  are  used  no  other  ma- 
nures are  required.  Bone  dust  supplies 
the  phosphates  which  have  been  extracted 
by  crops  of  grass  and  corn,  and  the  best 
return  you  can  give  to  such  soil  is  the 
bones  of  the  cattle  fed  on  these 
crops,  which  yields  ammonia,  by 
putrefaction  j  guano  acts  as  a  source  of 
ammonia,  containing  much  oxalate  and 
urate  of  ammonia,  with  some  phosphates. 
Night-soil  and  urine,  especially  the  latter, 
are  most  valuable  for  the  ammonia  they 
yield,  as  well  as  for  phosphates  and 
potash.  Bran  is  a  very  valuable  manure 
for  potatoes,  because  it  contains  ammonia, 
magnesia  and  phosphate. 

The  analysis  of  manures  is  not  easily 
performed  by  inexperienced  chemists. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE^As  I  said 
before,  there  is  another  Bill  before  the 
House,  a  clause  in  which  explains  how 
very  small  a  percentage  of  the  more  valu- 
able portions  of  artificial  manures  is  to  be 
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found  in  any  particular  package.  I  refer 
to  clause  eleven  in  the  Act  respecting 
agricultural  fertilizers,  and  it  relates  to  the 
furnishing  of  a  certain  tag  to  be  attached 
to  any  package  of  fertilizers.  It  provides 
as  loHows : 

The  inspector  shall  not  furnish  any  tag  to 
be  attached  to  any  package  of  fertilizer  unlese 
the  manufacturers  certificate  of  analysis  is 
plainly  placed  upon  each  parcel  or  package, 
or,  if  the  iertili£er  i*  in  bulk,  ehall  not  deliver 
•Dy  bill  of  inapectioo  unleoa  such  certificate 
is  produced  to  him,  claiming,  in  the  case  oi 
an  ammoniated  superphosphate,  that  it  con- 
tains at  least  six  per  centum  of  soluble  phos- 
phoric ac^d,  and  two  per  centum  of  ammonia ; 
and  in  the  oaae  of  any  aeid  pho«phate  or  diar 
solved  bone,  that  it  contains  al  leaat  ten  per 
centum  ofavailable  phosphoric  acid;  nor  shall 
any  such  ta^  be  furniphed  or  applied  to  any 

Sackage  of^fertilizer,  or  bill  of  inflpection, 
elivered  in  respect  of  any  Airtiiiaer,  ttiat  is  in 
a  damaged  of  unmerchantable  <K)ndition. 

•  Now,  that  clause  fairly  demonstrates 
how  very  small  the  percentage  of  those 
valuable  component  parts  may  be  in  an 
artificial  fertilizer.  If  you  are  to  diminish 
each  of  these  or  only  one  of  them  by  one 
per  cent.,  you  ave  imposing  lai]gely  upon 
the  buyer. 

Hon.  Mr,  WARK— The  bon.  gentle- 
man has  referred  to  six  per  cent ;  that  is  six 
pounds  in  loo  pounds,  which  would  be  a 
small  percentage  of  phosphoric  acid,  and 
two  pounds  of  ammonia.  Tt  would  be  a 
small  percentage*  of  the  whole. 

The  clause  was  agreed  to. 

On  the  third  clause, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— There 

is  no  change  in  this  clause. 

Hon.  Mr.  PAQUET  (In  JVench)— 
Will  the  hon.  Minister  of  Justice  be  good 
enough  to  inform  this  House  if  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  confine 
the  appointment  of  analysts  to  the  cities  of 
Quebec  and  Montreal,  in  the  province  of 
Quebec,  under  clause  three  of  the  Bill 
now  under  discussion  ?  The  most  frequent 
adultemtions  take  place,  not  in  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  wholesale  merchant,  but 
in  the  stores  of  the  retail  merchants,  who 
frequently  increase  the  quantity  to  the 
prejudice  of  the  quality ;  and  if,  as  I  do 
not  doubt,  the  Government  also  desire  the 


health  and  the  well  being  of  the  small 
towns  as  well  as  of  the  cities,  they  will  see 
that  a  larger  number  of  analysts  are  ap- 
pointed. Their  greater  proximity  to  the 
places  where  those  who  adulterate  operate, 
will  provide  more  surely  for  the  discovery 
and  punishment  of  certain  vendors  of 
liquor,  and  will  prevent  this  law  from  be- 
coming a  dead  letter,  as  was  the  case  with 
the  previous  one. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  (i» 
French) — ^I  will  consult  the  Department  of 
Inland  Revenue,  and  will  inform  the  hon. 
gentleman  on  a  future  occasion. 

On  the  9th  clause, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
words  that  are  added  in  this  clause  are 
the  words  m  the  middle  of  the  clause 
"  except  in  specific  cases  respecting  which 
provision  is  made  by  order  of  the  Govemor- 
in-Council,"  and  the  words  "  if  required 
by  him  so  to  do." 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— What  is  thfe 
object  of  the  Order-in-Council  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
clause  provides  that  the  officer  pur- 
chasing any  article  with  the  intention  of 
submitting  it  to  be  analyzed,  shall,  afler 
the  purchase  has  been  completed,  forthwith 
notify  the  seller  or  his  agent  selling  the 
article,  of  his  intention  to  have  the  same 
analyzed  by  the  public  analyst,  and  shall 
divide  the  article  into  three  parts,  to  be 
then  and  there  separated,  and  each  part  to- 
be  marked  and  sealed  up  or  fastened  up,, 
as  its  nature  permits,  and  so  on.  That  has 
been  found  sometimes  inconvenient,  and 
sometimes  to  the  damage  and  disadvantage 
of  the  person  who  desired  the  thing  to  be 
analyzed,  and  it  is  thought  in  some  cases 
it  would  be  better  not  to  require  that  the 
article  be  divided  into  three  parts  and 
each  part  marked  and  sealed  up  or  fas- 
tened up  and  so  on. 

The  clause  was  agreed  to. 

On  the  2nd  sub-section, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Sub- 
section two  provides  for  the  transmission 
of  [)arts  for  analysis ;  that  he  shall  trans- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1044 


The  Sewerage,  etc.j  [SENATE]  of  the  SmaU  Building. 


mit  another  of  such  parts  to  the  Minister 
of  Inland  Revenue  for  submission  to  the 
chief  analysist  in  case  of  appeal ;  and 
the  remaining  part  to  the  analysist  for  the 
district  within  which  the  samples  were 
taken,  unless  otherwise  directed  by  the 
Minister  of  Inland  Revenue. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Supposing  that 
under  this  Order-in-Council  the  article  is 
not  divided  into  three  parts,  how  are  you 
going  to  proceed  if  the  party  ai^peals? 
Because  the  sub-section — that  is  clause 
9 — goes  on  to  provide  only  for  a  case 
where  it  is  so  separated,  each  part  shall 
be  marked  or  sealed  up  or  fastened  up  if 
required  by  him  so  to  do.  Then  it  pro- 
vides, "  he  shall  transmit  another  of  such 
parts  to  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue 
for  submission  to  the  chief  analyst  in 
case  of  appeal,  and  shall  submit  the  re- 
maining part  to  the  analyst  for  the  dis- 
trict within  which  the  samples  were  taken 
unless  otherwise  directed  by  the  Minister 
of  Inland  Revenue."  Now,  if  there  is  no 
separation  into  parts  those  things  cannot 
be  done. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
hon.  gentleroan  will  see  the  words 
added  in  the  9th  clause,  '*  except  in  speci- 
fic cases  respecting  which  provision  is 
made  by  Order-in-Council."  That  pro- 
vision includes  all  tUs. 

The  sub-section  was  agreed  to. 

On  the  32nd  clause. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  32nd  clause 
provides  that  this  Act  shall  come  into 
force  upon  the  first  day  of  July,  1885.  Is 
the  Mmister  sure  that  this  Bill  will  be 
assented  to  before  the  first  July  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Can 
my  hon.  friend  tell  me  ?  Jle  is  in  the 
secrets  of  the  Opposition  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think,  as  we 
are  only  dealing  with  it  here  for  the  first 
time  in  the  beginning  of  June,  some  later 
period  should  be  provided  for  the  Act 
coming  into  force. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Say 
the  first  of  January,   1886.     I  hope  my 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


hon.  friend  from  Halifax  is  of  opinion  that 
that  will  give  time  enough  to  the  Opposi- 
tion! 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE, 
from  the  Committee,  reported  the  Bill 
with  several  amendments,  which  were  con- 
curred ia 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  would  ask  the 
Minister  of  Justice  if  he  would  consider 
that  question  about  the  percentage  before 
the  third  reading? 

Hon.  Sir.  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
will  take  care  that  the  matter  is  considered, 
and  I  will  inform  the  hoa  gentlemen  at 
another  time,  as  I  propose  toreplv  to  the 
question  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  La 
Valliere  when  the  House  meets  again  and 
explain  whedier  there  are  to  be  more  than 
the  present  number  of  analysts  appointed, 

Hon.  Sir.  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  third  reading  of  the  Bill. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  die  Bill 
was  read  the  third  time  and  passed 

THE  SEWERAGE   AND   VENTILA* 

TION  OF  THE  SENATE 

BUILDING. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Before  the  ad- 
journment is  moved,  there  is  a  matter  to 
which,  I  think,  some  little  attention  might 
be  devoted  during  the  adjournment,  and 
if  not  then,  during  the  recess  at  any  rate, 
that  is,  the  sewerage  of  these  build- 
ings. I  have  not  been  very  much  im- 
pressed widi  it  heretofore,  but  during  the 
present  session  I  have  been  very  much 
struck  with  the  fact  that  the  drainage  in 
connection  with  some  parts  of  the  build- 
ing is  exceedingly  bad,  and  it  is  a  matter 
that  deserves  some  attention.  I  think 
there  are  other  members  whose  experience 
has  been  the  same  as  my  own.  I  know 
that  in  room  Na  10  the  atmosphere 
when  the  door  is  closed  for  a  short  time, 
is  simply  abominable,  and  it  is  evident 
that  the  sink  in  the  room  connects  in 
some  way  with  the  sewer  or  some  other 
objectionable  place,  from  which  there  is 
an  escape  of  toul  gase&  It  is  desirable 
that  we  should  live  as  long  as  we  can. 
They  may  abolish  the  Senate,  but  I  do 
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not  think  that  the  proper  way  to  abolish 
us  is  by  asphyxiation,  or  with  typhoid  fever. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  am  very  glad 
that  my  hon.  friend  has  called  attention 
to  this  subject.  I  happened  to-day  to 
enter  one  ot  the  rooms  with  some 
strangers  while  showing  them  through  the 
House,  and  I  was  repelled  by  the  noisome 
odor  that  came  out  of  that  room.  It  was 
empty  at  the  time,  and  I  could  not  ask 
the  hon.  gentlemen  who  occupy  that  room 
whether  the  foul  atmosphere  was  only 
momentary  or  whether  it  remained 
there  all  the  time.  The  room  I  re- 
fer to  is  No.  8.  There  must  be  some 
connection  there  with  the  sewer,  and  the 
gas  comes  into  the  room.  I  was  there  a 
moment  this  afternoon,  and  I  asked  the 
brother  of  the  chief  messenger  to  go  into 
the  room  and  see  if  he  could  discover 
anything,  but  he  could  not  find  any  cause 
for  the  foul  atmosphere.  This  is  a  matter 
that  requires  immediate  attention.  The 
foul  atmosphere  emenates  from  under 
that  part  of  the  House,  and  there  is 
undoubtedly  a  break  in  the  sewerage 
somewhere. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— My  hon. 
friend  from  Niagara  called  my  attention  to 
this  matter  to-day  when  I  came  into  the 
room  No.  8.  The  atmosphere  there  is  so 
bad  that  a  person  who  remains  long  in  it 
is  in  danger  of  contracting  typhoid  fever. 

Hon,  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)  — 
There  is  no  doubt  that  ever  since  the  frost 
went  out  of  the  ground  there  has  been  a 
very  bad  atmosphere  in  the  House.  I 
told  a  messenger  to  send  the  engineer  to 
look  after  it  but  he  has  not  yet  done  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOTSFORD— I  have  found 
the  ventilation  so  bad  that  I  made  up 
my  mind  some  time  ago  that  if  the  weather 
got  hot  and  the  ventilation  of  this  build- 
ing was  not  improved,  I  would  run  away. 
I  am  alone  in  my  room,  and  without  in- 
convenience to  any  other  person  I  can 
keep  my  window  open,  and  even  then  I 
feel  it  difficult  to  keep  the  atmosphere  in 
that  room  in  a  proper  condition.  It  is 
observable  even  in  the  corridors.  If  you 
go  out  into  the  fresh  air  to  take  exercise 
and  then  come  into  this  room  at  any  time 
you  will  find  that  the  air  is  vitiated  to  a 


certain  extent  If  we  are  to  be  kept  here 
during;  the  summer,  those  who  remain  will 
suffer  firom  this  cause  unless  something  is 
done  to  improve  die  ventilation. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— No  doubt  there 
is  a  break  of  some  kind  in  the  sewerage 
on  the  eastern  side  of  the  building,  and  I 
think  it  b  from  one  of  two  causes — either 
the  sewer  is  broken  by  the  frost  in  the 
winter  time,  or  the  draught  from  the  ven- 
tilation duct  being  open,  the  wind,  when 
from  a  certain  direction,  blows  the  vitiated 
air  back  into  the  House.  I  have  had 
some  experience  of  the  difficulty  in  drain- 
ing a  house  properly,  and  I  know  that 
where  there  is  the  best  drainage,  unless 
there  is  a  trap  at  the  end  of  the  sewer,  the 
wind  will  at  times  blow  the  foul  air  back 
into  the  house.  What  improvement  can 
be  made  in  this  case  I  am  not  prepared 
to  say,  unless  the. floors  on  the  rooms  on 
the  eastern  side  are  taken  up,  for  I  am 
almost  certain  that  the  terra  cotta  pipe  is 
broken  there  somewhere.  It  will  require 
investigation  by  a  man  who  thoroughly 
understands  those  things  before  it  can  be 
remedied. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.  C.)— I  am 
very  glad  that  this  matter  has  been 
brought  before  the  notice  of  this  House. 
When  I  went  into  room  No.  8  to-day  the 
atmosphere  was  very  offensive,  and  it 
continued  to  be  so  during  the  whole  time 
I  remained  there  although  the  windows 
were  up.  Unless  something  is  done  to 
improve  the  sewerage  and  ventilation  we 
cannot  occupy  that  room  any  longer. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
think  we  are  all  indebted  to  my  hon. 
friend  for  bringing  the  matter  before  the 
House.  This  afternoon  I  will  speak  to 
the  Minister  of  Public  Works,  and  I  am 
quite  sure  that  most  thorough  measures 
will  be  taken  to  remedy  the  evil  com- 
plained of.  I  would  suggest  that  the 
House  might  adjourn  during  pleasure,  and 
the  Railway  Committee  can  meet  and 
consider  the  only  Bill  remaining.  The 
House  could  then  take  it  up  at  once  and 
dispose  of  it,  and  there  would  be  no  time 
lost  by  the  adjournment  I  move  that 
the  House  adjourn  during  pleasure. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
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At  5.15  p,m.  the  House  was  resumed 

FORT  McLEOD  RANCHE  TELE- 
GRAPH CCS-  BILL. 

THIRD  KBADINO. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Railways,  Telegraphs  and 
Harbors,  reported  Bill  (80),  '<  An  Act  to 
incorporate  the  Fort  McLeod  Ranche 
Telegraph  Company,"  with  amendments, 
which  he  explained  were  very  trifling. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIRARD,  moved,  that  the 
amendments  be  concurred  in. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  then  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— In 
moving  the  adjournment  of  the  House,  I 
am  happy  to  say  that  there  is  no  business 
before  the  House  or  any  of  its  committees. 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  5.30  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa^  Wednesday,  June  loih,  i88s- 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  chair  at 
three  o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

AMENDMENT   RECEDED   FROM. 

The  following  message  was  received 
from  the  House  of  Commons : — 

House  of  Commons, 

Tuesday,  9th  June,  1885. 

Resolved,  That  a  meflsase  be  sent  to  the 
Senate  to  acquaint  their  Honors  that  this 
House  agrees  to  the  fir^t  and  second  of  their 
amendments  to  the  Bill  (No.  31)  intituled: 
*'An  Act  to  amend  and  consolidate  the  Civil 
Service  Acts  of  1882, 1883  "and  1884,"  and 
disagrees  to  their  third  amendment  for  the 
following  reason:  Because  the  practice  of 
allowing  candidates  to  get  copies  of  their 
examination  papers,  after  such  examinations, 
would    be    unusual    and    contrary  to   rules 


adopted  in   universities    and   other   bodies 
where  similar  examinations  are  required.  . 

Ordered,  That  the  Clerk  do  carry  the  iiaid 
message  to  the  Senate. 
Attest, 

J.  G.  BouRuroTi 

Clerk  of  Hit  Commons, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^This 
amendment,  as  described  in  the  report, 
was  tor  the  purpose  of  enabling  candidates 
who  had  submitted  to  examination  to 
obtain  copies  of  their  answers  to  questions, 
and  the  House  of  Commons  have  dis- 
agreed to  the  amendment  for  the  reasons 
mentioned  in  the  report.  It  does  not 
seem  to  me  that  it  is  an  amendment 
which  we  should  insist  upon,  inasmuch  as 
the  candidates,  if  they  see  fit,  can  take 
copies  of  their  answers  before  they  put 
them  in,  or  can  make  other  arrangements 
to  obtain  them.  I  therefore  move  that 
this  House  do  not  insist  upon  their  third 
amendment  to  the  said  Bill 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  3:30  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Thursday,  June  nth,  1885, 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

PATENTS  FOR  LANDS  IN 
MANITOBA 


MOTION. 


(in 


Hon.     Mr.      GUEVREMONT 
French)  moved — 

That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
His  Excellenc;^  the  Governor  General; 
praying  that  Eis  Excellencj^  will  be  pleased 
to  cause  to  be  laid  before  this  House,  a  copy 
of  the  patent  ist^ued  by  the  Department  of  tne 
Interior  for  lot  number  133,  in  the  Parish  of 
8t.  Agathe,  in  the  Province  ot  Manitoba,  to 
Mrs.  Annie  Lonsdale,  on  the  31$t  October. 
1881. 

He  said — In  making  this  motion  I  in- 
tended to  have  addressed  the  House  on 
the  subject  to  which  it  refers,  but  I  will 
content  myself  for  the  pre5ent  with  merely 
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moYing  ibr  the  papers.  When  they  are 
before  the  House  I  will  refer  to  the  sub- 
ject again. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX,  CAMPBELL— The 
Government  have  no  objection  to  the 
Address. 

The  motion  was  agreed  ta 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (117),  "An  Act  respecting  the 
Commercial  Bank  of  Windsor. "  (Hon. 
Sir  Alex.  Campbell). 

Bill  (126),  "An  Act  to  provide  for  the 
fitting  representation  of  Canada  at  the 
Colonial  and  Indian  Exhibition  to  be  held 
in  London  in  the  year  1886."  (Hon.  Sir 
Alex.  Campbell). 

Bill  (105),  "An  Act  respecting  the 
Bank  of  British  Columbia."  (Hon.  Sir 
Alex.  Campbell). 

Bill  (133),  "An  Act  further  to  amend 
the  Steamboat  Inspection  Act,  1882." 
(Hon.  Sir  Alex.  Campbell). 

Bill  (119),  "An  Act  further  to  amend 
the  Acts  respecting  the  inspection  of  Gas 
and  Gas  Metres."  (Hon.  Sir  Alex. 
Campbell). 

AN  ADJOURNMENT. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— Before^,  the 
adjournment  of  the  House  I  beg  to  ob- 
serve that  there  is  nothing  on  the  paper 
for  to-morrow  but  a  question  proposed  by 
the  hon.  member  from  British  Columbia 
(Mr.  Mclnnes).  We  have  work  for  Mon- 
day, but  not  sooner.  I  suppose  there  can 
be  no  objection  to  an  adjournment  till 
then.  I  therefore  move  that  when  this 
House  adjourns  to-day  it  stand  adjourned 
until  Monday. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  3.30  p.m. 


THE  SENATE 

Ottawa^  Monday^  June  ijtk^  i88s- 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

ENGINE  HOUSE  AT  PORT  MOODY. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES(B.C.)  enquired: 

'*  Is  the  Government  going  to  build  a  Bail- 
way  En^ne  House  at  Port  Moody  7  If  so, 
when  will  the  contract  be  awarded  and  the 
building  completed  ?" 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^It  is 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  build 
an  Engine  House  on  that  part  of  the 
road  ;  but  whether  at  Port  Moody  or 
some  part  lower  down,  the  Government 
have  not  yet  decided.  It  will  rest  very 
much  on  the  advice  they  will  receive  from 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company. 

PROOF  OF  ENTRIES  IN  BOOKS  OF 

ACCOUNT  KEPT  BY  OFFICERS 

OF  THE  CROWN,  BILL. 

COMMONS  AMENDMENTS. 

A  message  was  received  from  the 
House  of  Commons,  returning  Bill  (M), 
"  An  Act  respecting  Proof  of  Entries  in 
Books  kept  by  Officers  of  the  Crown," 
with  certain  amendments. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
amendments  are  in  furtherance  of  the 
object  of  the  Bill  It  was  thought  in  the 
other  branch  of  the  legislature  that  there 
was  a  want  of  perspicuity  in  some  of  the 
expressions,  leaving  it  doubtful  which 
officer  of  the  department  was  to  make  the 
oath;  and  it  seemed  to  them  that  the 
oath  was  required.  The  amendments  are 
merely  to  make  it  more  clear  by  whom 
the  oath  is  to  be  made.  I  move  that  the 
amendments  be  concurred  in. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  presume  that 
the  amendments  are  all  in  the  proper 
direction,  but  not  having  the  Bill  before 
me  I  cannot  tell  what  the  exact  nature  of 
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the  amendments  is,  and  I  presume  that 
other  members  are  in  the  same  position. 
It  might  be  as  well  to  have  the  amend- 
ments printed  so  that  we  would  under- 
stand them  better,  and  that  they  be  taken 
into  consideration  to-morrow. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
have  no  objection  to  that ;  I  move  that 
the  amendments  be  taken  into  considera- 
tion to-morrow. 

The  motion,  was  agreed,  ta 

PUBLIC  LOAN  BILL. 

SEPOND   READING. 

A  message  was  received  from  the 
Commons  with  BiU  (145),  "An  Act  to 
authorize  the  raising  by  w.iy  of  loan  certain 
sums  of  money  for  the  public  service." 

The  Bill  was  read  the  first  time. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I  beg 
to  move  that  the  41st  rule  of  this  House 
be  suspended,  so  far  as  it  relates  to  this 
Bill,  and  that  the  Bill  be  read  the  second 
time,  at  length,  at  the  table 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  Min- 
ister should  give  some  reason  for  such  an 
unusual  step  as  the  suspension  of  the  41st 
rule. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
was  just  going  to  do  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  the  ex- 
planation should  have  come  from  the 
Minister  when  he  moved  the  suspension 
of  the  rule. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
could  not  very  well  give  an  explanation, 
because  I  had  moved  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill  as  well  as  the  suspension  of  the 
rule,  and  my  hon.  friend  knows  that  the 
ordinary  usage  of  the  House  is  that  the 
motion  is  put  from  the  chair  before  being 
spoken  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Then  the  hon. 
member  was  guilty  of  an  irregularity  in 
moving  two  motions  at  once. 


Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
object  of  the  BiU  is  to  authorize  the  rais- 
ing by  loan  of  $30,000,000,  and  the  ob- 
ject in  asking  the  House  to  pass  it  at 
once  is  that  negotiations  are  now  in  pro- 
gress in  London,  and  it  is  necessary  in 
preparing  the  debentures  which  are  to  be 
issued  that  the  title  of  the  Bill  and  the 
terms  should  be  recited  to  some  extent 
A  message  has  been  received  from  Sir 
Leonard  TUley  and  the  agents  in  London, 
requesting  that  the  Bill  might  be  passed 
as  soon  as  possible.  The  House  wUl,  no 
doubt,  desire  to  know  the  application  of 
the  money  to  be  raised  by  this  BUI.  The 
foUowing  is  the  memorandum  given  to 
me  by  the  Finance  Department : — 

Temporary  loans  in  London 
and  Canada,  to  be  repaid  $15,819,671 


C.  P.  R.  loan  and  subsidy. 

Capital  expenditure,  1885-86, 
and  supplementary  esti- 
mate 1884-5  ^"d  1885-6. . 

Insurrection  in  the  North-west 

Probable  expenditure  on  ac- 
count railway  subsidies, 
46  Vic.  and  47  Vic,  and 
also  Short  Line  RaUway . . 


5,750,000 

6,979,663 
4,000,000 


2,500,000 


$35,049,334 

It  is  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the 
Government  to  meet  these  sums  that  it  is 
proposed  to  make  this  loan.  As  the  ne- 
gotiations have  proceeded  and  as  the 
Finance  Minister  is  anxious  that  this 
power  should  be  given  to  the  Government 
now,  for  the  object  which  I  have  men- 
tioned, I  hope  the  House  wiU  allow  the 
BiU  to  be  read  the  second  time  to-day. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— How  iviU  the  other 
$5,000,000  be  provided  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^Out 
of  the  treasury  without  reference  to  this 
particular  loan. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— How  much  wiU 
the  whole  debt  be  with  this  addition  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELU-Thc 
net  debt  wiU  be  about  $191,000,000,  and 
the  gross  debt  $258,000,000 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Including  this 
amount  ? 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER. 
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Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— In- 
cluding a  portion  of  this 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— What  portion  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
portion  due  in  Canada  and  London, 
$15,819,000.  The  statement  made  the 
other  day  in  the  House  of  Commons  was 
that  the  net  debt  was  about  $191,000,000, 
and  the  gross  debt  $358,000,000,  I 
should  think,  speaking  without  any  special 
knowledge  of  the  matter,  that  with  the 
exception  of  the  unexpended  balance  of 
the  appropriation  for  the  insurrection  in 
the  North-West,  the  railway  subsidies  not 
yet  used,  and  the  supplementary  estimates, 
the  whole  of  this  is  included  in  the  debt, 
which  was  said,  the  other  day,  to  be  the 
amount  I  have  mentioned. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  assume  that  the 
subject  will  come  before  Parliament  in 
another  shape,  and  we  will  then  have  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  it ;  my  hon. 
friend  wishes  to  pass  this  Bill  at  once, 
before  we  have  any  opportunity  of  consi- 
dering it.  This,  I  understand,  also  is 
apart  from  the  negotiation  which  has  just 
been  completed  in  London,  converting 
our  five  per  cents  into  four  per  cents  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Will  my  hon.  friend 
say  whether  this  covers  the  whole  amount 
of  the  proposed  loan  which  the  Govern- 
ment contemplate  before  Parliament  rises 
— the  whole  amount  to  be  raised  on 
capital  account  ?  Because,  under  certain 
Acts  of  Parliament  the  Government  have 
special  borrowing  powers  outside  of  that. 
I  do  not  understand  that  those  borrowing 
powers  have  been  exhausted,  and  there- 
fore I  wish  to  ask  whether  it  is  proposed 
to  exceed  the  specific  power  given  in  this 
Bill,  and  the  Government  will  avail  itself 
of  the  further  borrowing  powers. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
cannot  speak  with  any  certainty,  but  I 
understand  that  this  present  Bill  covers 
the  whole  amount  which  the  Government 
now  expect  to  borrow.  However,  I  do 
not  speak  with  the  certainty  of  a  financial 
man  upon  it. 


Hon.  Mr.  WARK— 1  think  the  reso- 
lution in  the  House  of  Commons  specified 
that  this  was  to  be  in  addition  to  other 
sums  authorized  to  be  borrowed. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— It  appears 
to  me  a  very  extraordinary  procedure  to 
ask  Parliament  to  give  its  assent  to  a  Bill 
which  we  have  not  seen.  We  have  simply 
heard  a  sort  of  indistinct  explanation  from 
the  leader  of  this  House  which  I  have  not 
been  able  to  catch.  I  can  only  say  that 
if  the  Senate  agrees  to  give  its  sanction  to 
a  Bill  of  such  a  character  as  this,  giving 
borrowing  powers  to  the  Government  to 
the  extent  of  $35,000,000  without  even 
seeing  the  Bill,  it  is  an  instance  of  the 
manner  in  which  the  Government  treat 
Parliament  and  this  House  especially. 
In  a  very  short  time  the  country 
will  begin  to  see  that  we  are 
reaping  the  fruits  of  the  administration 
of  a  profligate  government.  In  former 
days,  if  the  question  of  $1,000,000  or 
$5,000,000  came  up,  it  always  engaged 
the  earnest  attention  of  the  House,  but 
who  can  sanction  and  uphold  the  cool 
manner  in  which  the  leader  of  this  House 
now  introduces  a  Bill  of  such  significance 
and  asks  that  it  be  read  the  second  time 
before  it  has  been  distributed?  Why 
should  we  give  borrowing  powers  to  a 
government  which  are  going  on  as  the 
present  Government  are  doing,  without 
knowing  for  what  purposes  such  a  colossal 
sum  is  asked  ?  With  regard  to  the  North- 
west we  know  that  simply  through  their 
misrule  they  have  brought  untold  obligations 
upon  the  country.  We  have  already  had 
to  vote  $1,700,000,  and  they  ask  now  that 
this  amount  should  be  extended  to  $4,000,- 
000,  which  will  not  cover  the  total  expense 
of  the  outbreak  and  all  its  consequences. 
The  action  of  the  Dominion  Parliament 
at  this  moment  is  simply  a  blind  acquies- 
ence  in  the  acts  of  one  man.  That  politi- 
cal leader,  namely  the  First  Minister  of 
the  Crown,  obtained  from  this  country  in 
1878  an  overwhelming  majority  when  he 
appealed  to  the  electors.  He  obtained 
then  the  suffrages  of  the  people  upon  the 
question  of  a  National  Policy,  and  he 
sSfterwards  brought  in  his  gerrymandering 
Bill,  through  which  he  obtained  a  further 
lease  of  power.  He  has  to-day  a  com- 
manding majority  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  from  the  amiable  disposition 
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of  the  members  of  this  august  body,  who 
tre  not  disposed  to  call  in  question  his 
wisdom  or  prudence,  we  are  now  from  a 
blind  acquiesence  in  the  acts  of  that 
Minister  sanctioning  what  is  wron^,  and 
you  cannot '  take  up  a  journal  without 
observing  the  letters  of  earnest  men.  lead- 
ing merchants  and  bankers  of  the 
country,  addressed  to  the  Press  of  the 
country  expressing  their  alarm  and  anxiety 
as  to  tne  condition  of  our  public  affairs. 
Parliament  seems  to  think  it  has  no  duty 
to  discharge  but  to  acquiesce  in  all  the 
acts  of  that  one  man.  I,  myself,  had  im- 
plicit confidence  in  the  judgment  of  that 
Minister  until  I  saw  that  he  was  habitually 
trampling  under  vested  rights  and  enter- 
ing upon  wild  schemes  of  expenditure 
which  must  soon  arouse  widespread  dis- 
content What,  I  may  ask,  caused  the 
downfall  of  the  Gladstone  government  but 
the  necessity  of  raising  additional  revenue 
on  beer  and  spirits  in  order  to  equalize 
expenditure  and  revenue  ?  And  we  now 
find  our  own  Government  increasing  the 
liabilities  of  the  country  until  there  will  be 
a  widespread  discontent,  and  perhaps 
something  worse.  I  take  this  occasion  to 
warn  the  Government  of  the  day  that 
Confederation  stands  upon  no  solid  basis. 
We  have  had  one  insurrection  in  the  North- 
West,  and  the  Conservative  party  may 
pretend  to  laugh  and  sneer  at  the  Farmers' 
Union  of  the  North- West,  and  to  say  that 
they  are  simply  inspired  by  the  Grit  party. 
I  have  taken  the  trouble  to  inform  myself 
respecting  this,  and  I  am  assured  by 
settlers  from  the  North-West  that  the 
Farmers*  Union  embraces  some  of  the 
leading  men  in  that  country.  In  British 
Columbia  we  have  observed  discontent 
because  the  Government  have  found  it 
necessary  to  impose  stampage  dues  on 
timber  and  enforce  other  regulations  to 
which  the  people  object.  And  are  the 
two  branches  of  parliament  prepared  to 
go  on  acquiescing  in  the  misguided  action 
of  one  man,  adding  millions  of  dollars  to 
the  public  debt,  until  there  is  a  danger  of 
breaking  up  confederation  ?  I  raise  my 
humble  voice  against  such  a  course,  and  I 
hope  the  Hon.  gentlemen  will  let  the  Bill 
stand  over  till  to-morrow. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOTSFORD— There  is 
nothing  unusual  in  the  course  recommended 
by  the  Minister  of  Justice  with  respect  to 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER. 


this  Bill,  nor  is  it  extraordinary.  This  Bill 
is  a  money  Bill.  It  has  received  the  con- 
currence of  the  House  of  Commons  after 
discussion.  It  has  come  up  here  and  we 
cannot  amend  it,  and  we  do  not  want 
delays.  We  must  either  give  our  consent 
to  it  or  throw  it  out  altogether.  I  think 
the  Senate  will  hesitate  before  they  throw 
out  the  Bill,  and  amend  it  they  cannot 
Under  the  circumstances,  the  hon.  Min- 
ister has  given  sufficient  reason  to  show 
that  the  Senate  should  concur  in  the 
measure  inasmuch  as  negotiations  for  a 
loan  are  going  on,  and  it  is  necessary  that 
the  terms  of  the  Bill  should  be  communi- 
cated to  the  Finance  Minister  who  is  now 
in  London.  The  course  of  the  Minister 
of  Justice  is  not  an  unusual  one,  and  I 
think  the  Senate  should  concur  in  it  with- 
out further  discussion. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER- I  do  not  agree 
with  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down.  It  is  perfectly  true  that  the  Senate 
cannot  amend  the  Bill,  nor  is  at  all  pro- 
bable that  they  will  throw  it  out,  and  for 
that  reason  there  is  no  hurry.  The  Minister 
of  Justice  knows  as  well  now  as  if  the  Bill 
had  passed,  that  it  will  pass  this  House 
without  any  alteration ;  consequendy  any 
information  that  is  necessary  to  send  to 
London  respecting  the  form  of  the  Bill 
can  be  sent  now  as  well  as  after  the 
passing  of  the  measure.  Although  this 
House  cannot  alter  or  amend  a  monej 
bill,  and  is  not  likely  to  throw  it 
out,  still  we  have  heretofore  exercised 
the  right  of  discussing  measures  of  this 
character.  I  remember  that  some  years  ago 
very  long  discussions  upon  the  financial 
condition  of  the  country  were  carried  on 
in  this  chamber,  and,  as  we  have  not  been 
doing  a  great  deal  for  some  time  past,  thb 
is  one  of  those  subjects  upon  which  hon. 
gentlemen  could  very  well  make  their 
voices  heard.  For  myself  I  must  express 
a  feeling  of  melancholy  and  disappoint- 
ment to  think  that  after  all  the  surpluses 
of  the  past  years,  of  which  the  hon.  Minis- 
ter who  is  not  now  in  his  place  has  been 
very  fond  of  boasting,  we  are  called  upon 
to  authorize  the  borrowing  of  some 
$35iOoo,ooo,  to  pay  off  the  floating  debt 
Under  the  circumstances  it  would  only  be 
expected  that  the  Minister  of  Justice  in 
asking  the  concurrence  of  the  House  in  a 
Bill  of  such  a  very  serious  character  as 
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thi$  should  have  eatcred  into  a  little  more 
detail  as  to  why  it  was  necessary  and  as  to 
the  objects  of  the  different  loans  which 
are  embodied  in  the  Bill  The  Minister 
has  admitted  that  he  is  not  at  present  in 
possession  of  9uffioient  information  to 
answer  the  questions  that  have  abready 
been  asked  him  in  connection  with  it 
Therefore,  no  harm  can  befall  the  public 
service  in  any  way  by  an  adherence  to  the 
usual  forms  of  Parliamentary  rule  ;  and 
the  second  reading  ought  to  be  postponed 
until  to-morrow.  I  may  say  for  one,  that 
I  shall  not  offer,  as  long  as  there  is  time 
given  to  read  the  Bill,  and  to  understand 
its  full  import,  any  objection  to  the  other 
stages  of  the  Bill  being  taken  in  one  day. 
It  IS  unreasonable  on  the  part  of  the  Gov- 
ernment to  ask  to  push  this  Bill  through 
in  this  way,  seeing  that  they  have  known, 
with  respect  to  the  bulk  of  the  money 
proposed  to  be  borrowed*  under  this 
Bill,  from  the  beginning  of  the  session, 
that  it  would  be  required  ;  and  now, 
after  we  have  been  sitting  for  five  months, 
the  Government  come  down  and  tell  us 
that  this  measure,  which  they  might  have 
introduced  at  any  time  this  session,  must 
be  rushed  through  the  House  immediately 
after  being  introduced.  I  think  it  is  an 
extraordinary  position  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  take.  I  am  not,  as  the 
hon.  Minister  knows,  given  to  raising 
unnecessary  technical  objections  ;  but  un- 
less the  Minister  agrees  to  give  us  time  to 
read  the  Bill  and  consider  its  import  be- 
fore undertaking  to  push  it  to  its  final 
stage,  I  shall  be  obliged  to  object  to  the 
suspension  of  the  rule.  If  the  hon.  Min- 
ister will  say  that  he  will  postpone  the 
third  reading  until  to-morrow,  and  that 
anything  we  have  to  say  on  the  Bill  can 
be  said  then,  and  that  he  will  then  be  pre- 
pared to  make  any  explanations  that  are 
necessary,  I  shall  withdraw  my  objection. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
have  no  objection  to  taking  the  third  read- 
ing to-morrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time  at  length  at  the 
Table. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— Will  the  Minister 
of  Justice  be  able  to  inform  the  House 
to-morrow  how  much  unborrowed  money 


referred  to  in  that  Bill  may  be  added  to 
the  $30,000,000  when  borrowing  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL-^As 
^  as  I  know  it  is  only  to  the  extent  of 
thirty  or  thirty-five  millions  that  it  is  in- 
tended to  borrow  under  the  additional 
power  the  Government  may  have.  I  will 
ascertain  and  inform  the  House  to-morrow. 

BILL  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (122),  "An  Act  respecting  agricul- 
tural fertilizers.''  (Hon.  Sir  Alex.  Camp- 
bea) 

COMMERCIAL   BANK    OF    WIND- 
SOR BILL. 

SECOND  READING 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (117),  "An  Act 
respecting  the  Commercial  Bank  of 
Windsor."  He  said :  The  Commercial 
Bank  of  Windsor,  in  Nova  Scotia,  is  a 
bank  that  was  doing  business  under  a 
local  charter.  Their  charter  was  to  ex- 
pire during  the  present  year,  and  attention 
was  thus  drawn  to  the  subject.  It  turned 
out  that  they  had  applied  to  the  Treasury 
Board  by  special  resolution  in  1875,  to 
become  incorporated  under  the  terms  of 
the  General  Banking  Act,  which  would 
extend  their  charter  until  1891,  and  they 
expressed  their  desire  to  conform  to  those 
terms.  Their  memorial  to  that  effect 
went  to  the  Treasury  Board  in  1875,  and 
was  adopted  there,  and  the  proceedings 
under  the  statute  were  authorized  to  be 
taken.  Those  proceedings  included  the 
publication  in  the  Canada  Gazette  of  the 
fact  that  the  bank  had  so  applied,  and 
that  the  Treasury  Board  had  agreed  to 
their  application,  and  that  it  was  to  be 
carried  into  effect.  This  publication  in 
the  Gazette^  through  some  accident,  never 
took  place.  The  following  resolution  was 
passed  by  the  directors  of  the  bank  on  the 
igtb  of  February,  1875  : 

*'  W  hereae  the  time  has  arrived  when  it  it 
(Jeairable  to  increase  the  capital  of  this  bank, 
and  whereaR  the  stockholders  have  given  the 
directors  authority  to  do  so  to  the  extent  of 
$500,000. 

Therefore  resolved  that  the  cashier  la 
hereby  authorized  to  apply  to  the  Treasury 
Board    for   a  charter   under  the  DoniDtoft 
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Bfttikiog  Act  with  pow«r  to  iiior«aM  the 
oapitel  to  $600,000»  bj  iflmiing  7,600  new 
shares  of  $40  each,  or  $300,000." 

This  application  was  sent  to  the 
Treasury  Board,  and  the  following  minute 
was  made  of  it  there : — 

^^Bead  applications  from  Walter  Lawson, 
cashier  of  the  Commercial  Bank  of  Windsor, 
asking  for  a  bank  certificate  to  issue  as  soon 
as  $500,000  is  subscribed.  The  Board  order 
that  certificate  be  issued  as  soon  as  satisfac- 
tory evidence  is  received  in  accordance  with 
the  Act,  34th  Vic,  cap.  5." 

The  $500,000  was  subscribed,  and  the 
certificate  was  issued  to  the  bank  on  the 
22nd  May,  1885  ;  but  by  some  accident 
it  was  never  published  in  the  Official 
Gazette^  as  required  by  section  73  of  the 
Banking  Act,  and  it  was  not  amongst 
those  banks  whose  charters  were  ex- 
tended by  43  Via,  cap.  22.  This  Bill  is 
to  remedy  that  omission,  and  to  declare 
that  all  contracts  and  agreements,  entered 
into  by  the  bank  in  the  meantime,  shall 
be  valid  and  effectual,  and  to  extend  the 
charter  of  the  bank,  in  conformity  with 
what  would  have  been  done  had  the 
regular  proceedings  been  taken  at  the 
time  mentioned — that  is,  up  to  1891 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Who  is  to  give 
this  notice  that  is  required  by  the  73rd 
section  of  the  Banking  Act  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  —  I 
might  mention  to  my  hon.  friend  from 
Halifax,  who  asks  whose  fault  it  was  that 
this  notice  was  not  published,  that  it 
was  the  fault  of  the  officers  of  the  Treas- 
ury Board,  and  I  might  add  that  it  was 
during  the  time  of  the  late  Government. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  is  very  kind  of 
the  Minister  to  give  that  information  un- 
asked. The  reason  I  asked  the  question 
is,  I  thought  that  if  it  had  been  through 
any  omission  on  the  part  of  the  Company 
there  might  be  some  question  as  to  their 
right  to  get  the  Bill  without  discussion  ; 
but  as  long  as  the  mistake  was  made  by 
the  officers  of  the  Government,  the  Com- 
pany are  entitled  to  their  charter.  I  am 
glad  all  the  mistakes  are  not  made  by  the 
present  Government 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 

Hon.  S  ir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


COLONIAL  AND  INDIAN  EXHIBI- 
TION BILL 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Sir.  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  BiU  (126),  "  An  Act 
to  provide  for  the  fitting  representation  of 
Canada  at  the  Colonial  and  Indian  Exhi- 
bition, to  be  held  in  London  in  the  year 
1886." 

He  said : — When  it  was  proposed  in 
England  to  undertake  a  Colonial  and  In- 
dian Exhibition  in  London,  a  circular  was 
sent  to  the  various  colonies  informing 
them  that  India  had  agreed  to  guarantee 
a  certain  amount,  ;^2o,ooo,  and  asking  if 
they  would  join  in  the  guarantee  so  as  to 
swell  the  amount  from  ^20,000  to  ^50,- 
000,  and  this  Bill  is  to  authorize  us  to  do 
our  part  of  the  request,and  to  guarantee 
^10,000  of  the  ;^So,ooo,  that  would 
be  ;^3o,ooo  of  the  amount,  and  the  other 
colonies  would  make  up  the  other 
^20,000.  The  money  so  guaranteed 
is  to  be  held  to  meet  any  sum  by 
which  the  intended  exhibition  may  fall 
short  of  being  self-supporting.  In  the 
past  those  exhibitions  have  not  been 
attended  with  loss,  and  there  is  no  idea 
that  it  will  be  on  this  occasion.  On  the 
contrary  it  is  expected  that  it  will  be  a 
great  success,  and  that  it  will  be  an 
exhibition  of  great  interest  and  importance 
to  the  colonies,  and  to  Canada  among 
them.  It  is  proposed  to  exhibit  the 
growth  of  the  colonies  and  of  India,  and 
to  show  from  actual  products  to  the  eyes 
of  all  that  go  there  the  extent  to  which 
progress  has  been  made  in  the  colonies, 
and  in  that  way  it  will  bring  the  products 
of  this  country  under  the  notice  of  a  great 
many  people  who  take  an  interest  in  the 
colonies  and  in  India,  and  also  of  the 
general  public  It  seemed  to  us  to  be  an 
exhibition  particularly  desirable,  and  one 
particularly  in  our  interests,  and  we 
thought  that  we  were  right  in  saying  we 
would  present  to  Parliament  a  Bill  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  us  to  guarantee  to 
the  extent  of  ;^i  0,000,  should  there  be  a 
loss,  and  that  we  should  contribute  to 
make  up  that  loss,  in  proportion  to  the 
extent  of  our  guarantee. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— There  is  no  doubt 
that  an  exhibition  of  this  character  will 
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have  its  advantages,  provided  the  colonies 
send  forward  their  exhibits ;  and  I  should 
like  very  much  to  know,  and  I  am  sure 
the  country  would  like  to  know,  whether 
the  Government  has  any  policy  in  reference 
to  the  line  they  propose  to  adopt  towards 
aiding  the  exhibitors  who  propose  to  ex- 
hibit in  London.  We  know  that  unless  it 
is  stimulated  by  the  Administration,  exhi- 
bitors are  very  slow  to  incur  the  very  large 
expense  that  will  necessarily  M  upon 
them  to  send  theii  goods  to  so  remote  a 
point  as  London.  I  think  on  former 
occasions  a  grant  was  made  from  the 
public  chest  towards  reducing  the  large 
outlay  that  necessarily  falls  on  the 
exhibitors  if  they  have  got  to  bear  the 
whole  amount  themselves,  and  therefore 
they  will  require  to  know  a  year  in  ad- 
vance»  if  the  Canadian  section  is  to  be  a 
success.  It  will  only  be  a  success  by 
Canadians  taking  a  large  interest  in  it 
That  interest  will  only  ikvelop  under  the 
stimulus  of  assistance.  We  will  not  find 
that  any  large  number  of  exhibitors  from 
Canada  will  be  induced  to  send  agents 
there  and  incur  large  expense,  unless  the 
country  is  prepared  to  assist ;  and  as  the 
Government  has  proposed  to  guarantee 
$50,000,  they  will  no  doubt  arrive  at  a 
policy  on  that  point  before  asking  Parlia- 
ment to  guarantee  so  large  a  sum.  If 
Canada  is  not  going  to  participate  in  it, 
we  ought  not  to  join  in  the  guarantee ; 
and  if  we  join  in  the  guarantee  we  ought 
to  make  the  most  out  of  it,  and  we  can 
only  do  so  by  liberal  assistance  being  given 
to  the  promoters,  and  by  its  being  known 
at  least  a  year  in  advance  that  that  assist- 
ance will  be  rendered  by  the  Government. 

Hon.  S»  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
Government  have  adopted  a  policy  with 
reference  to  this  matter,  and  we  are  now 
pursuing  that  policy  as  fisur  as  we  have  been 
enabled  to  do  up  to  this  time.  It  is  pro- 
posed to  assist,  I  cannot  say  in  what 
direction,  or  to  what  extent,  to  assist  and 
stimulate  the  exhibition,  and  the  sending 
of  products  from  this  country  as  far  as  we 
can  do  sa  The  steps  already  taken  are 
for  the  purpose  of  procuring  information. 
Agents  have  already  been  employed  who 
are  visiting  or  will  shortly  visit  the  various 
provinces  of  the  Dominion  for  the  purpose 
of  getting  together  information  as  to  what 
the  transmission^  from   each   particular 


province  would  probably  be,*  and  in  what 
way  assistance  could  best  and  most  advan- 
tageously be  given  to  them.  We  propose 
as  far  as  we  can  to  make  the  exhibition  a 
successftil  one^  and  hope  that  it  may  be  of 
more  use  to  the  colony  than  cmlinary 
exhibitions  have  been.  Being  an  interco- 
lonial one,  and  showing  side  by  side  the 
products  of  the  different  colonies  of  the 
empire,  it  will  not  only  be  a  great  advan- 
tage to  the  empire,  but  will  be  a  stimulus 
to  the  colonies,  and  will  have  a  tendency 
to  bring  them  into  closer  relation  with  one 
another,  and  with  the  Mother  country. 
We  do  propose,  as  far  as  the  Government 
is  concerned,  to  give  such  assistance — 
doing  it  carefully — ^as  will  tend  as  far  as  it 
can  to  make  the  exhibition  a  successful 
one. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  hope  the  Gov- 
ernment will  not  fail  to  send  on  their  own 
behalf  one  very  rare  and  curious  exhibit 
It  will  be  their  duty  to  send  over  a  copy 
of  the  Franchise  Bill  It  is  something  the 
like  of  which  no  other  colony,  or  no  other 
part  of  the  Empire,  or  in  kct  no  other 
country  in  the  world  will  be  able  to  pro- 
duce or  exhibit 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Per- 
haps  my  hon.  friend  from  Hali£u  will 
volimteer  to  go  over  and  explain  it 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER  —  A  greater 
curiosity  still  would  be  to  send  over  the 
Opposition  to  it ! 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— Perhaps 
at  scrnie  friture  stage  of  the  Bill  the  Minis- 
ter will  beable  to  explain  more  clearly  what 
form  the  assistance  will  take.  In  the  Prov- 
ince of  Prince  Edward  Island  an  Advisory 
Boardhasalreadybeenappointed.  Itwould 
greatly  strengthen  the  hands  of  those  who 
form  that  B<Mird  to  be  made  aware,  at  as 
early  a  period  as  possible,  of  the  fact  that 
the  expenses  they,  or  the  province  may 
incur,  will  be  met  from  the  Dominion 
Treasury.  It  is  important  that  this  should 
be  known  at  as  early  a  date  as  possible, 
because  extra  pains  and  attention  will  be 
paid  bv  producers  of  all  kinds  to  see  that 
what  they  have  to  exhibit  is  of  first-class 
quality,  and  to  insure  that  the  element  of 
time  is  all  important  I  therefore  suggest 
to  the  hon.  gentleman  whether  at  a  future 
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stage  of  the  Bill  he  could  not  give  us 
more  complete  information  than  he  has 
been  able  to  give  us  to-day 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 1 
will  endeavor  to  do  so,  but  I  am  afraid 
that  I  cannot,  because  we  are  unable  to 
make  up  our  minds  as  to  the  precise 
course  which  we  shall  pursue  with  regard 
to  assistance,  until  we  get  this  information 
together,  but  it  may  be  that  the  Minister 
of  Finance  will  be  able  to  give  further  in- 
formation. I  will  make  inquiry,  and  I 
shall  be  verv  glad  to  give  further  infor- 
mation, if  I  can  do  so,  at  some  future 
stage  of  the  Bill. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

BANK  OF  BRITISH  COLUMBIA 
BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading;  of  Bill  (105),  •'  An 
Act  respecting  the  Bank  of  British- 
Columbia."  He  said  :  The  Bank  of 
British  Columbia  is  a  bank  doing  busi- 
ness under  a  royal  charter  in  the  province 
of  British  Columbia.  Its  original  charter 
was  granted  to  it  in  1862.  A  sup- 
plementary charter  was  granted  in  1865, 
and  these  charters  gave  them  power  to  do 
business  until  1883.  In  1883,  a  sup- 
plemental charter  was  granted  to  them 
tor  a  year,  and  in  1884  a  still  further 
supplemental  charter  dated  27th  May  in 
that  year.  This  last  charter  enabled  them 
to  do  business  for  ten  years,  but  to 
do  it  subject  to  the  general  banking  law 
of  the  colony  in  whidh  the  business  was 
being  carried  on.  That  was  the  first  time 
that  the  clause  was  introduced  in  their 
charters,  and  it  was  introduced  in 
deference  to  our  general  Banking  Act, 
That  clause  it  is  now  proposed  to  avail  of 
by  declaring  what  clauses  of  the  Banking 
Act  they  shall  be  subject  to,  and  what 
clauses  they  shall  be  exempt  from.  The 
clauses  they  are  to  be  subject  to  relate  to 
the  general  conduct  of  bankmg  business : 
those  providing  for  returns,  the  Kmit  of 
circulation  (which  is  not  to  exceed  the 
amount  of  the  unimpaired  paid-up  capital), 
the  denomination  of  notes  allowed  to  be 

Hon.  Mm.  HAYTHORNE, 


issued,  and  the  payment  thereof  in  case 
c(t  insolvency,  dividends,  reserves,  powers 
of  the  bank  in  holding  real  estate,  etc^ 
and  the  penalties  for  the  breach  of  all  pro- 
visions made  applicable  to  the  bank,  but 
the  interna]  regulations  are  not  touched 
The  provisions  made  applicable  to  the 
Bank  of  British  North  America  are  made  ap- 
plicable to  this  bank,  and  for  the  purpose 
of  the  Act  Victoria  is  made  the  head  c^ce 
of  the  bank.  The  charter  of  the  bank 
provides  for  a  double  liability  of  the  share- 
holders in  case  of  the  winding  up  of  the 
bank.  The  Bank  of  British  North 
America  has  only  a  smgle  liability.  The 
Bill  has  been  submitted  to  the  authorities 
of  the  Bank  in  England,  and  has  been 
approved  of  by  them. 

The  internal  regulations  relate  to  the 
opening  of  books  of  subscription,  the 
transfers  and  transmission  of  shares,  the 
payment  therefor,  voting  of  shareholders 
powers  of  shareholders  to  regulate  the 
management  and  administration  of  the 
bank,  such  as  the  remuneration  of  the 
president,  the  qualification  of  directors, 
election  of  directors,  &a,  special  general 
meetings,  board  of  directors,  then-  quorum 
and  general  powers  so  far  as  the  manage- 
ment of  the  bank  is  concerned,  and 
making  and  enforcement  of  calls  the 
statements  to  be  laid  before  the  general 
meeting  of  the  shareholders,  the  mspection 
of  books  and  the  declaring  of  dividends, 
except  that  in  the  last  case  they  cannot 
declare  any  dividend  exceeding  eight  per 
cent  unless  rest  equals  20  per  cent,  of 
paid  up  capital  These  things  are  provided 
lor  by  the  charter  of  the  bank. 

The  House  will  see  the  general  nature 
of  the  provisions  to  which  it  is  proposed 
to  make  them  subject,  and  the  general 
nature  of  the  provisions  which  it  is  pro- 
posed to  exempt  them  from. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— I  do  not 
rise  to  oppose  the  Bill,  but  merely  to- 
express  my  regret  that  in  the  first  clause  it 
provides  that  no  bills  shall  be  issued  for  a 
less  sum  than  $5  and  the  multiples  of  $5. 
Unfortunately  in  British  Columbia,  owing 
to  our  sparse  population,  we  have  very  few 
banks,  and  very  few  money  order  post- 
offices.  The  consequence  fs  if  this  Bill 
becomes  law,  it  will  be  very  difficult  indeed 
to  transmit  moneys  from  one  portion  of 
the  province  to    another.     Up  to    the 
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present  time  very  lew  $i  and  %2  Dominion 
bank  notes  have  found  their  way  there, 
and  if  this  clause  is  enforced,  I  am  afraid 
it  will  entail  very  great  hardship  on  many 
pegple  living  in  the  outlying  districts  of 
the  province. 

Hoir.  Mr.  PLUMB— Have  they  been 
bsuing  small  notes  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.  C)— Yes, 
until  a  very  few  years  ago.  I  should  like 
very  much  indeed,  if  it  did  not  interfere 
with  the  general  object  of  the  Bill,  that 
they  should  be  authorized  to  issue  notes 
from  one  dollar  up. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— The  bank 
of  its  own  accord  ceased  to  issue  small 
notes  some  years  ago 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B  C)— I  am 
aware  of  that,  but  it  nevertheless  leaves 
the  people  of  the  province  in  a  very  awk- 
ward position  in  transmitting  money. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— I  do  not 
think  so.     They  have  %2  notes. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— Very  few. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— There 
is  no  divergence  of  opinion  between  the 
Bank  and  the  Government.  They  aban- 
doned issuing  small  notes,  and  they  have 
no  disposition  to  resume  issuing  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— I  am  very  sotry 
to  hear  it.  • 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

THE  TROOPS  IN  THE 
NORTH-WEST. 

ENQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Before  the 
House  adjourns  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Minister  if  he  would  be  kind  enough,  or 
if  he  will  be  in  a  position  at  the  third 
reading  of  the  Loan  Bill  to-morrow,  to  give 
the  House  some  information  as  to  the 
probable  time  when  the  Government  will 
begin  to  withdraw  the  troops  from  the 
North-West,  and  the  rate  at  which  they 


will  be  withdrawn.  I  think  it  was  stated 
in  the  other  Chamber  that  the  expense  of 
keeping  the  troops  up  there  is  about  half 
a  million  dollars  a  month,  and  conse- 
quently  if  they  are  going  to  remain  there 
for  some  indefinite  time,  the  expenditure 
will  be  very  con^derably  increased.  It  is 
a  matter  which  is  germane  to  the  Bill,  and 
I  ♦hink  the  country  will  be  an5rious  to 
know  how  long  the  troops  will  be  kept  in 
the  field. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
will  be  able  to  give  information  about  it 
to-morrow,  I  have  no  doubt.  It  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  withdraw 
the  troops  as  soon  as  possible.  Arrange- 
ments are  now  being  discussed  as  to  the 
degree  and  how  rapidly  they  can  be  with- 
drawn. 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  4.15  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa^  Tuesday,  June  r6th,  1885, 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

PUBLIC  LOAN  BILL. 

THIRD   READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  third  reading  of  Bill  (145),  **  An  Act 
to  authorize  the  raising,  by  way  of  loan,  of 
certain  sums  of  money  for  the  Public  Ser- 
vice." He  said :  In  moving  the  third 
reading  of  this  Bill  I  will  take  occasion  to 
make  Sie  replies  which  I  promised  to  give 
with  reference  to  the  inquiries  made  by 
two  members  of  the  House  yesterday. 
My  hon.  fi^end  firom  New  Brunswick  (Mr. 
Wark)  is  desirous  of  knowing  whether  any 
of  the  existing  powers  of  borrowing  were 
intended  to  be  availed  of  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  addition  to  the  $30,000,000  men- 
tioned in  this  Bill,  and  I  stated  that  the 
intention  of  the  Government  was  to  limit 
itself  to  the  borrowing  powers  given  in  this 
Bill,  and  that  is  the  intention  of  the  Gov- 
ernment.    The  additional  powers  which 
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are  in  force,  and  which  might  be  availed 
of  if  the  Government  thought  proper  so 
to  do,  are  to  be  found  in  the  Statutes  of 
1884,  chap.  2,  and  if  my  hon.  friend  will 
look  at  that  Statute  he  will  find  there  a 
number  of  powers  given  to  borrow,  but 
they  are  principally  for  specific  purposes, 
as,  for  instance:  For  the  Intercolonial 
Railway,  so  much ;  for  opening  communis 
cation  with  and  for  the  administration  of 
the  Government  in  the  Northwest,  so 
much ;  for  improvement  of  the  River  St. 
Lawrence,  so  much ;  for  Quebec  harbor, 
so  much ;  Quebec  graving  dock,  so  much ; 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  so  much; 
Canals,  so  much;  Savings  Banks,  so 
much,  etc  Then  certain  sums  are  de- 
ducted, leaving  the  balance  which  would 
seem  to  be  available  for  the  Government 
lor  the  various  purposes  of  the  Bill,  twenty- 
two  millions  odd ;  but  I  am  told  the  bal- 
ance remaining  unborrowed  on  these 
powers  for  general  purposes  is  under  five 
millions ;  but  it  is  not  intended  that  the 
Government  shall  avail  itself  of  those 
borrowing  powers  even  for  the  $5,000,000 
as  far  as  we  know.  We  do  not  abandon 
the  power,  nor  do  we  avail  ourselves  of 
it.  Then  the  hon.  member  from  Halifax 
(Mr.  Power)  desired  to  know,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  probable  expenditure  in  the 
North-West  to  come  out  of  the  $4,000,000 
mentioned  in  this  Bill,  when  the  troops 
were  likely  to  be  withdrawn.  I  have  seen 
the  Minister  of  Militia  on  that  point,  and 
he  is  in  communication  with  the  general 
in  command  of  the  forces  up  there,  to  see 
how  soon,  and  how  quickly,  the  troops 
can  be  withdrawn.  It  is  the  desire  of  the 
Minister,  and  of  the  Government,  that 
they  should  be  withdrawn  as  soon  as 
possible;  In  the  absence  of  communicat- 
ions from  the  general  in  command,  the 
Minister  oi  Militia  is  of  opinion  that  it 
can  be  done  at  an  earlv  date,  but  he  can- 
not say  when  until  he  hears  from  the 
generaL  I  think  these  are  the  only  two 
questions  asked  with  reference  to  this 
Bill 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  Bill  will,  no 
doubt,  be  read  the  third  time,  and  I 
assume  it  will  be  our  duty  to  aUow  it  to 
be  read  to  meet  the  emergencies  which 
the  Government  suggest  are  so  important 
I  noticed  in  the  other  House  the  Bill  was 
very  little  discussed,  owing  to  the  fact 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


that  the  Government  needed  the  author- 
ity to  complete  the  loan  at  an  early  date. 
I  find,  from  returns  brought  down  in  the 
other  Chamber  that  the  greater  (^  of 
the  money  mentioned  in  this  Bill  has 
been  actually  expended  It  is  not  to 
borrow  money  to  expend,  but  to  recoup 
the  Government  for  money  already 
expended.  I  notice  that  the  largest  item 
is  to  cover  $4,400,000  already  borrowed 
in  this  countiy,  and  $11,400,000  abready 
borrowed  in  London. 

Hon.    Sir    ALEX.    CAMPBELL— I 
mentioned  that  yesterday. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Therefore,  the 
laiger  portion  of  the  loan  has  really  been 
expended.  The  other  portion  of  it  is  for 
the  payment  of  sums  that  Parliament  has 
already  authorized,  and  public  works  that 
are  now  going  on,  for  which,  no  doubt, 
this  money  has  been  largely  anticipated. 
So,  no  doubt,  it  is  really  to  recoup  money 
which  has  actually  been  expended. 
I  do  not  propose  to  go  into  any 
lengthened  detail  of  the  public  debt  of 
Canada  at  this  moment,  but  still  in 
passing  a  bill  of  this  kind  which  adds 
$30,000,000  to  Jhe  public  debt  of  the 
country,  it  may  not  be  inappropriate  or 
inopportune  to  draw  attention  to  the 
incr^ised  public  debt  of  this  country,  and 
to  ask  ourselves  whether  it  can  go  on  in 
the  ratio  at  which  it  has  been  accumulat- 
ing for  the  last  few  years  with  anything  like 
safety  to  the  country.  I  will  draw  atten- 
tion to  a  few  of  the  salient  leaps  of  this 
public  debt  without  going  into  details. 
Our  net  debt,  as  it  stood  the  year  after 
Confederation,  1867-68,  was  $75,750,000, 
in  round  figures.  That  debt  had  risen  at 
the  end  ot  1884,  as  I  find  by  the  public 
accounts  which  are  under  my  hand  here, 
to  $  [82,161,850.  That  was  the  net  debt ; 
that  was  after  aediting  the  gross  debt 
with  some  $60,000,000  assets.  We  may 
add  this  year  to  that  amount  $30,000,000, 
making  the  net  debt  at  the  end  of  this 
jrear  $212,161,850.  But  the  most  start- 
ling part  of  it  is  that  while  in  the  last  two 
or  three  years,  since  the  increased  duties 
on  our  imports  have  forced  up  the  public 
revenue  of  this  country  to  nearly  one-third 
of  what  it  had  ordinarily  reached  in 
former  years  under  the  lower  tariff,  yet  in 
the  face  of  that,  with  the  surpluses  the 
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Gova'nment  have  been  able  to  boast  of  in 
consequence  of  those  increased  duties,  we 
have  added  in  two  years  $54,000,000  to 
our  debt  The  debt  of  1884  exceeded 
the  debt  in  1883  by  $94,000,000,  and 
we  now  add  $30,000,000,  which  two 
sums  make  $54,000,000  in  two  years, 
am  quite  aware  that  a  large  portion  of 
that  necessarily  is  chaigeable  to  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  which  this 
country  has  committed  itself  and  to  the 
rapid  mode  in  which  that  line  is  being 
constructed;  but  still  that  does  not  ex- 
plain anything  like  the  full  extent  of  that 
huge  indebtedness.  The  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company  have  not  in  the  last 
two  years  spent  anything  like  the  figures  I 
have  quoted  Then  wluit  is  the  cause  of 
this  extraordinary  outflow  of  the  pub- 
lic money  in  the  direction  of  pub- 
lic works?  Simply  we  have  drifted 
into  a  system  of  government  by  com- 
promise. Even  with  a  very  strong 
government — ^the  strongest  we  have  had 
in  Canada  in  a  great  many  years — with 
the  huge  majority  which  they  possess  in 
both  Chambers,  they  are  unable  to  carry 
out  any  legitimate  policy  they  may  adopt 
without  mtroducing  an  omnibus  measure, 
giving  by  way  of  bribes  to  different  parts  of 
this  coontry,  large  sums  of  money  in  order 
to  induce  members  from  those  sections  to 
support  the  particular  policy  that  the 
Government  for  the  moment  think  they 
are  bound  to  adopt  I  say  that  is  an  un- 
healthy condition  of  things,  and  one  deeply 
to  be  deplored.  It  is  a  condition  of 
things  which  must  sooner  or  later  land  us 
in  bankruptcy  unless  it  is  stopped.  With 
a  weak  government  depending  on  a  ma- 
jority of  half  a  dozen  supporters,  as  I  have 
known  governments  in  this  country  to  be 
situated  in  years  gone  by,  there  might  have 
been  some  palliation  for  such  a  course. 
They  might  have  said  that  it  was  necessary 
in  Older  to  mantain  the  administration  in 
power,  though  I  think  it  is  contrary  to  the 
interest  of  any  country  that  an  adminis- 
tration should  remain  in  power  by  buying 
up  support,  even  if  the  object  they  have  in 
view  is  a  good  one.  But  in  the  case  to 
which  I  have  adverted  no  such  excuse  can 
be  urged  Here,  with  a  large  majority  at 
their  back,  the  Government  seem  power- 
less to  carry  through  their  policy  except 
by  bribes  held  out  to  various  sections  of 
the  country.  In  confirmation  of  what  I 
R2 


have  said,  I  have  only  to  take  up  the  last 
report  of  the  Department  of  Railways  and 
Canals  which  has  been  distributed  I 
turn  there  to  the  railways  and  canals  that 
we  have  authorized  to  be  constructed 
consequent  upon  obtaining  the  support 
and  assistance  of  members  from  different 
localities.  Many  of  them  are  works  of  a 
ptuely  local  character,  works  that  ought  to 
be  aided  and  subsidized  by  the  munici- 
palities, and  if  not  by  the  municipalities 
then  by  the  Provincial  Governments.  They 
are  not  works  of  that  character  that  ought 
to  be  chargeable  against  the  Federal  power. 
I  find  that  we  commenced  in  1882,  when 
we  decided  that  Quebec  had  to  be 
recouped  because  she  had  built  the  North 
Shore  Railway  and  extended  it  to  the  City 
or  Ottawa.  We  felt  that  we  had  to  recoup 
Quebec,  under  the  Act  of  last  Session  to 
the  extent  of  $2,394,000  for  those  two 
roads,  and  I  notice  by  the  papers  to-day 
that  we  propose  doing  still  more — we  pro- 
pose buying  it  (for  it  is  announced  that 
Sir  Henry  Tyler  has  decided  to  give  up 
the  struggle  for  the  North  Shore  and 
decided  to  sell  it)  again  from  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company.  After 
having  paid  Quebec  $2,394,000  towards 
the  construction  of  those  two  roads,  we 
are  now  to  buy  it  from  the  present  holders, 
the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company  being 
the  principal  parties  interested,  in  order 
that  it  may  be  made  part  of  the  through 
line.  Having  done  that,  what  are  we 
obliged  to  do  ?  We  are  told  that  we  must 
extend  the  northern  system  of  railways 
from  Gravenhurst  to  somewhere  up  near 
Lake  Nipissing.  For  that  we  first  voted 
$6,000  per  mile,  but  that  was  not  considered 
enough,  and  we  made  it  $r  2,000  per  mile. 
The  gross  amount  in  the  first  place  was 
$660,000,  and  now  it  is  considerably  over 
$1,000,000.  We  were  led  from  that  into 
subsidizing  a  number  of  railways.  Hon.  gen- 
tleman here  will  say  that  many  of  the  lines 
to  which  I  advert  are  most  important  and 
useful.  I  am  not  questioning  the  asser- 
tion; on  the  contrary,  I  recognize  that  they 
are  important,  but  are  they  such  roads  that 
we,  in  our  position  at  the  present  moment, 
struggling  to  build  this  all-rail  route  from 
ocean  to  ocean,  should  further  tax  our- 
selves in  order  to  construct?  Many  of 
them  are,  in  my  judgment,  bogus  affairs, 
simply  got  up  to  assist  the  promoters,  to 
enable  them,  under  the  Government  assist- 
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ance,  to  float  bonds  and  make  a  good  sum 
of  money  out  of  them,  and  allow  the 
mortgagees  or  bondholders  to  take  the 
road,  they  having  made  a  considerable 
amount  by  the  speculation.  '  There  are, 
no  doubt,  a  good  many  roads  that  I  could 
class  as  coming  within  that  category.  I 
find  there  was  the  railway  from  St.  Ray- 
mond to  Lake  St.  John,  to  which  a  subsidy 
of  $384,000  was  granted.  Then  the  rail- 
way from  a  point  on  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  at  Rivitre  du  Loup  or  Riviere 
Quelle  to  Edmonsion,  $340,000.  Then 
the  following  year  we  have  the  following 
grants  made 

To  the  Baie  des  Chaleurs  Rail- 
way Company  for  100  miles 
of  their  railway,  from  Mata- 
pediac,  on  the  Intercolonial 
Railway,  to  Paspebiac,  in  the 
Province  of  Quebec,  a  subsidy 
not  exceeding  $3,200  per  mile, 
nor  exceeding  in  the  whole. .  $320,000 

To  the  Caraquet  Railway  Com- 
pany, for  36  miles  of  their 
railway,  from  a  point  near 
Bathurst  to  Caraquet,  in  the 
Province  of  New  Brunswick, 
a  subsidy  not  exceeding  $3,200 
per  mile,  nor  exceeding  in  the 
whole 115,200 

To  the  Gatineau  Valley  Railway 
Company  for  the  first  50-mile 
section  of  their  railway,  from 
Hull  station,  in  the  Province 
of  Quebec,  a  subsidy  not  ex- 
ceeding $3,200  per  mile,  nor 
exceeding  in  the  whole 160.000 

That  is  a  little  railway  running  out  by 
the  house  where  I   live  in  summer,   a 
purely  local  work  which  ought  to  be  built 
by  the  county  in  which   it  is  situated. 
Then  we  come  to 
The  Great  American  and  Euro- 
pean   Short     Line    Railway 
Company,  for  80  miles  of  their 
railway  from  Canso  to  Louis- 
burg  or  Sydney,  in  the  Pro- 
vince of  Nova  Scotia,  a  subsidy 
not  exceeding  $3,200  per  mile, 
nor  exceeding  in  the  whole 
(that  has  been  considerably 

augumented  since) 256,000 

To  the  International  Railway 
Company,  for  49  miles  of  their 
railway  from  Sherbrooke,  in 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


the  Province  of  Quebec,  to 
the  International  boundary 
line,  a  subsidy  not  exceeding 
$3,200  per  mile,  nor  exceeding 
in  the  whole 156,800 

In  connection  with  the  exten- 
sion of  this  road  through 
Maine  to  connect  with  New 
Brunswick,  at  or  near  Vance- 
borough  or  south  of  that  point 

To  the  Northern  and  Western 
Railway  Company,  for  32 
miles  of  their  railway,  from 
the  Intercolonial  Railway,  near 
the  Miramichi,  to  Moran's, 
near  Demphy  Village,  in  the 
Province  of  New  Brunswick, 
asubsidy  not  exceeding  $3,200 
per  mile,  nor  exceeding  in  the 
whole 103,400 

To  the  Montreal  and  Western 
Railway  Company,  for  the  first 
50-mile  section  of  their  rail- 
way, out  of  St  Jerome,  in  the 
Province  of  Quebec,  a  subsidy 
not  exceeding  $3,200  per  mile, 
nor  exceeding  in  the  whole. .     160,000 

Tlie  next  is  a  little  railway  running 
through  the  county  which  my  hon.  friend, 
the  Minister  of  Justice  formerly  repre- 
sented : 

To  the  Napanee,  Tamworth  and 
Quebec  Railway  Company,  for 
28  miles  of  their  railway,  from 
Napanee  to  Tamworth,  in  the 
Province  of  Ontario,  a  subsidy 
not  exceeding  $3,200  per  mile, 
nor  exceeding  in  the  whole. .      89,600 

To  the  Quebec  and  I^ke  St. 
John  Railway  Company,  for 
25  miles  of  their  railway,  from 
St.  Raymond  to  I^keSt  John, 
in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  a 
subsidy  not  exceeding  $3,200 
per  mile,  nor  exceeding  in  the 

whole 80,000 

In  addition  to  the  subsidy 
granted  by  the  Act  forty-fifth 
Victoria,  chapter  fourteen. 

For  a  railway  from  the  Interco- 
lonial Railway  at  Peticodiac 
to  Havelock  Corner,  in  the 
Province  of  New  Brunswick, 
z  2  miles,  a  subsidy  not  exceed- 
i»^g  $3»2oo  per  mile,  nor  ex- 
ceeding in  the  whole 38,400 
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For  the  construction  of  a  line  of  railway 
connecting  Montreal  with  the  harbours 
of  St  John  and  Halifax  by  the  shortest 
and  best  practicable  route,  after  the 
report  of  competent  engineers,  a  subsidy 
not  exceeding  $170,000  per  annum  for 
fifteen  years,  or  a  guarantee  of  a  like  sum 
for  a  like  period  as  interest  on  bonds 
of  the  company  undertaking  the  work. 
That,  if  rumor  says  true,  is  a  railway 
that  is  going. to  run  across  the  State  of 
Maine,  and  justifies  the  remark  of  a  gen- 
tleman who  was  a  member  of  the  first 
Government  .after  .  Confederation,  Hon. 
Wm.  Macdougall,  that  the  building  of  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  by  the  route  se- 
lected was  simply  throwing  $7,000,000 
into  the  sea.  Probably  after  constructing 
that  short  line  we  may  find  that  a  very 
considerable  portion  of  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  will  be  useful  only  for  purely 
local  purposes. 

For  the  construction  of  a  line  of  railway 
from  Oxford  Station,  on  the  Intercolonial 
Railway,  to  Sydney  or  Louisburg,  a 
subsidy  not  exceeding  $30,000  per  annum 
for  fifteen  ^ears,  or  a  guarantee  of  a  like 
sum  for  a  hke  period  as  interest  on  the 
bonds  of  the  company  undertaking  the 
work,  in  addition  to  the  subsidies  pre- 
viously granted,  and  also  a  lease  or 
transfer  to  such  company  of  the  Eastern 
Extension  Railway,  fix)m  New  Glasgow 
to  Canso,  with  its  presente  quipment 

To  the  Quebec  Central  Railway 
Company,  for  a  line  of  railway 
from  Beauce  Junction  to  the 
International  boundary  line,  a 
subsidy  not  exceeding  $3,200 
per  mile,  nor  exceeding  in 
the  whole 21 1,200 

For  the  extension  for  the  Cana- 
dian Pacific  Railway,  from  its 

^  terminus  at  St.  Martinis  Junc- 

^  tion,  near  Montreal,  or  some 
other  point  on  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  to  the  harbor 
of  Quebec,  in  such  manner  as 
may  be  approved  by  the  Gov- 
ernor in-Council,  a  subsidy  not 
exceeding  $6,000  per  mile,  nor 
exceeding  in  the  whole  «...    960,000 

To  the  Irondale,  Bancroft  and 
Ottawa  Railway  Company — 
wherever  that  is;  I  suppose 
it  is  somewhere  in  this  locality 


— ^for  a  line  of  railway  from  the 
Victoria  branch  of  the  Mid- 
land Railway,  to  the  village  of 
Bancroft,  in  the  township  of 
Dungannon,  county  of  Hast- 
ings, a  subsidy  not  exceeding 
$3,200  per  mile,  nor  exceeding 
in  the  whole 160,000 

To  the  Pontiac  Pacific  Junction 
Railway,  for  a  line  of  railway 
from  Hull  or  Aylmer  to  Pem- 
broke, provided  the  Ottawa 
river  is  crossed  at  some  point 
not  east  of  Lapasse,  a  subsidy 
not  exceeding  $3,200  per  mile, 
nor  exceeding  in  the  whole . .    272,000 

To  the  Gatineau  Railway  Com- 
pany, for  a  line  of  railway  from 
Kazuabazua  to  Le  Desert — 
that  is  about  100  miles  up  the 
Gatineau — ^a  subsidy  not  ex- 
ceeding $3,200  per  mile,  nor 
exceeding  in  the  whole 160,000 

To  the  Napanee,  Tamworth  and 
Quebec  Railway  Company,  for 
a  line  of  railway  from  Tam- 
worth to  Bogart  and  Bridge- 
water,  a  subsidy  not  exceeding 
$3,200  per  mile,  nor  exceeding 
in  the  whole 70,400 

The  Montreal  and  Western  Rail- 
way Company,  for  a  line  of 
railway  from  the  end  of  the 
line  subsidized  in  the  now  last 
Session  of  Parliament,  towards 
Le  Desert,  a  subsidy  not  ex- 
ceeding $3,200  per  mile,  nor 
exceeding  in  the  whole x  60,000 

The  County  of  Ottawa  was  particularly 
favored,  I  think.  No  less  than  four  lines 
of  railway  in  the  County  of  Ottawa  have 
got  large  subsidies.  No  doubt  they  are 
excellent  lines  for  the  people  living  in  the 
locality,  but  certainly  they  are  not  works 
of  a  national  character  that  ought  to  be 
paid  for  out  of  the  general  revenues  of 
this  country. 

To  the  Northern  and  Western 
Railway .  Company,  for  a  line 
of  railway  from  Fredericton  to 
the  Miramichi  River,  a  subsidy 
not  exceeding  $3,200  per  mile, 

.  nor  exceeding  in  the  (whole  in- 
stead of  the  subsidy  proposed 
in  1S83) 128,000 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1060 


FuUic  [SENATE]  Loan  BOL 


To  the  Erie  and  Huron  Railway 
Company,  for  a  line  of  railway 
from  Wallacebuig  to  Samia,  a 
subsidy  not  exceeding  $3,200 
per  mile,  nor  exceeding  in  the 
whole 96,000 

This  Erie  and  Huron  line  runs  through 
a  rich  section  of  the  Province  of  Ontario. 
I  have  no  doubt  it  is  ^  very  useful  line, 
but  it  is  a  comparatively  local  one. 

To  the  Ontario  and  Pacific  Rail- 
way Company,  for  a  line  of 
railway  from  Cornwall  to 
Perth,  a  subsidy  not  exceed- 
ing $3,aoo  per'  mile,  nor  ex- 
ceeding in  the  whole 262,400 

I  understand  that  on  the  faith  of  that 
the  bonds  of  this  road  have  been  issued, 
and  $50,000  have  been  subscribed,  and 
that  up  to  the  present  time  there  has  not 
been  a  shovel  of  earth  spread,  and  yet 
capitalists  have  been  induced  to  pay  that 
amount  of  money  towards  this  railway, 
which  is  to  cross  the  country  from  the 
town  of  Cornwall  to  Perth. 

To  the  Kingston  and  Pembroke 
Railway  Company,  for  a  line 
of  railway  from  Mississippi  to 
Renfrew,  a  subsidy  not  ex- 
ceeding $3i2oo  per  mile,  nor 
exceedmg  in  the  whole 48,000 

To  the  Great  Northern  Railway 
Company,  for  that  portion  of 
their  railway  between  St  Je- 
rome and  New  Glasgow,  in  the 
county  of  Terrebonne,  a  sub- 
sidy not  exceeding  $3,200  per 
mile,  nor  exceeding  in  the 
whole •     32,000 

For  a  line  of  railway  and  bridge 
between  the  Jacques  Cartier 
Union  Railway  Junction  with 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
and  St.  Martin's  Junction, 
connecting  the  Jacques  Car- 
tier  Union  Railway  with  the 
North  Shore  Railway  proper, 
a  subsidy  not  exceeding  in  the 
whole 200,000 

For  a  line  of  railway  from  Richi- 
bucto  to  St  Louis,  a  subsidy 
not  exceeding  $3, 200  per  mile, 
nor  exceeding  in  the  whole. .      22,400 

For  a  line  of  railway  from  Hope- 
well to  Alma,  in  the  Province 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOIT. 


of  New  Brunswick,  a  subsidy 
not  exceeding  $3,200  per  mile, 
nor  exceeding  in  the  whole. .  51,200 
For  a  line  o(  railway  from  St 
Andrews  to  Lachute,  in  the 
county  of  Argenteuil,  a  subsidy 
not  exceeding  $3,200  per  mile, 
nor  exceeding  in  the  whole. .  22,400 
For  a  line  of  railway  from  the 
Grand  Piles,  on  the  River  St 
Maurice,  to  Lake  Edward,  a 
subsidy  not  exceeding  $3,200 
per  mUe,  nor  exceeding  in  the 

whole 217,600 

For  a  line  of  railway  from  Anna- 
polis to  Digby,  in  the  Province 
of  Nova  Scotia,  a  subsidy  not 
exceeding  $3,200  per  mile,  nor 

exceeding  in  the  whole 64,000 

For  a  line  of  the  Central  Railway 
from  the  head  of  Grand  Lake 
to  the  Intercolonial  Railway, 
between  Sussex  and  St  John, 
a  subsidy  notexceeding  $3, 200 
per  mile,  nor  exceeding  in  the 

whole 128,000 

To  the  Caraquet  Railway  Com- 
pany, for  the  extension  of  their 
line  of  railway  from  Caraquet 
to  Shippigan  Harbour,  in  the 
Province  of  New  Brunswick,  a 
subsidy  not  exceeding  $3,200 
per  mUe,  nor  eqceedmg  in  the 

whole 76,800 

For  a  branch  of  the  Intercolonial 
Railway,  from  Metapediac  east- 
ward, towards  Paspebiac, 
twenty  miles,  in  the  Province 
of  Quebec,  a  sum  not  exceed- 
ing in  the  whole 300,000 

For  a  branch  of  the  Intercolonial 
Railway,  from  Derby  Station 
to  Indian-Town,  fourteen 
miles,  a  sum  not  exceeding  in 

the  whole 140,000 

Now,  that  is  an  evidence  of  the  way  in 
which  the  moneys  of  this  country  are 
being  spent,  and  although  it  is  exceedingly 
proper  to  stimulate  local  enterprises  if 
we  have  an  overflowing  treasury  by  which 
we  can  do  it,  I  think  it  is  rather  a  grave 
and  serious  question  when  our  national 
debt  has  sprung  up  so  rapidly,  and  must 
for  a  time  continue  to  grow,  that  we 
should  be  subsidizing  local  works  of  this 
kind  that  ought  to  be  supported  and  sus- 
tained by  local  enterprise,  and  the  oor- 
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porations  of  the  municipalities  through 
which  the  lines  run,  or  by  the  provincial 
audiorities.  I  say  it  might  be  all  Teiy 
wdl  when  we  had  this  inflated  revenue 
under  the  prosperous  times  that  have 
fieivored  the  regime  of  this  Government ; 
but  is  that  always  going  to  last  ?  Are  we 
always  going  to  be  able  to  buy  as  largely 
abroad,  and  pa^  the  h^h  duties  that  we 
have  been  paymg  the  last  two  or  three 
years  ?  I  find  that  the  general  trade  of 
the  country  has  not  shown  that  extraordi- 
nary expansion  that  I  think  should  be  seen 
in  a  young  country  like  Canada,  possessed 
of  the  grand  resources  we  have,  owning 
such  vast  and  valuable  timber  forests,  the 
products  of  which  are  in  demand  on  the 
other  side  of  the  water.  We  possess, 
beyond  doubt,  a  most  fertile  soil,  yet  with 
all  those  advantages,  it  is  rather  unfortu- 
nate that  our  trade  is  not  a  growing  trade. 
I  was  quitesurprised  on  turning  tostatistics 
of  an  old  country  like  England  to  find 
that,  even  in  years  of  depression,  their 
trade  has  been  steadily  growing  from  one 
year  to  another,  and  that  their  trade  with 
the  rest  of  the  world  has  been  increasing. 
Our  experience  in  this  country  has  been 
to  the  contrary.  I  find  that  in  1874,  just 
10  years  ago,  our  exports  were  $89,000, 
000,  and  that  last  year,  when  one  would 
suppose  that  an  extraordinary*  develop- 
ment must  have  taken  place,  for  we  had 
an  increase  in  our  population,  and  certain- 
ly we  have  had  an  increase  in  territory,  yet 
our  exports  have  risen  in  those  10  years 
only  from  $89,000,000  to  $91,000,000, 
an  increase  of  just  $2,000,000  in  10  years. 
No  doubt  there  have  been  ups  and 
downs  in  that  interval,  but  I  happened  to 
take  those  ten  years  to  point  to  the  lesson 
that  one  cannot  ignore — ^that  the  growth 
of  trade  in  this  country  has  not  been  as 
continuous  or  steadily  increasing  as  one 
would  naturally  expect  to  find  it.  Our 
impcNTts  have  been  at  times  very  large.  In 
1874  they  had  risen  to  as  high  as  $1 27,000,- 
000 ;  in  1884  we  find  that  they  were  only 
$108,000,000,  and  that  in  the  last  three 
years  our  imports  have  fallen,  under  the 
influence,  no  doubt,  of  our  high  tariff. 
Some  hon.  gentleman  may  say  that  that  was 
the  fulfilment  of  the  prophecy  of  those 
who  supported  the  National  Policy  ;  that 
we  are  not  going  to  buy  abroad ;  that  we 
are  to  manufacture  everything  far  our 
sdves,  and  that  we  are  no  longer  to  send 


our  taoacy  oat  of  the  country  for  what  we 
could  procure  ourselves.    The  farmer  was 
to  have  his  market  in  the  towns,  and  the 
manuftcturers   were  to  depend  on  the 
farmers  to  consume  their  manufactures ; 
but  under  the  high  tarilT  and  increased 
importa    during   the    good    times,    the 
revenue  of  this  countryshot  up  at  least  (Mb- 
third    We  collected  some  six  or  seven 
millions  of  dollars  more  during  the  year 
after  the  high  tariff*  came  into  operation 
than  we  had  been  in  the  habit  of  collect- 
ing in  former  years  under  similar  circum- 
stances.   That  is,    there    was  one-third 
additional  duty  added,  and  we  got  the 
benefit  of  it  in  our  revenue     In  1883  our 
imports  were  $123,000,000;  in  1884  it  had 
dropped  down  to  $108,000,000 — a  felling 
off  of  $15,000,000  in  one  year.     That 
must  necessarily  have  affected  our  revenue 
very  considerably.     Our  tariff  now  is  sup- 
posed to  be  at  its  highest,  and  it  is  not 
proposed  to  add  an3rthing  to  it,  yet  if  the 
imports  are  to  go  down  perceptibly  in  the 
future  where  are  we  to  get  our  revenue 
for  ordinary  expenditure?    That  brings 
me  to  another  subject  which  may  not  be 
germane  to  this  Bill,  but  is  an  opportune 
subject  to  discuss  on  this  question  of  ex- 
penditure of  money.    We  find  that  what 
is  called  cur  ordinary  expenditure,  that  is, 
the  carrying  on  of  the  government  of  this 
country  and  its  management,   not  only 
through    the    various    departments    but 
through  the  outside  service,  has  grown 
from  1867-68,  when  it  was  $6,700,000,  to 
$11,250,000  last  year.      That  was  the 
ordmary  expenditure  of  the  country.     It 
developed,  no  doubt,  under  the  stimulus 
of  sur]^uses  which  permit  governments,  as 
they  permit  individuals,  to  be  more  promise 
in  dieir  expenditures,  and  not  quite  so 
careful  of  the  moneys  of  the  people.    But 
the  particular  item  to  which  I  would  dta# 
attention  at  this  moment  is  that  relating 
to  civil  government,  which  appertains  to 
the  departments  exclusively — the  salaries 
of  the  Ministers,  and  the  salaries  of  their 
clerks  in  the  departments.    In   1867-68 
that  cost  us  $591,000 ;  in   1878  it  had 
grown  to  nearly  $823,ooa   Last  year  it  was 
over  a  miHbn  dollars,  and  I  find  by  the 
estimates  this  year  that  it  is  proposed  to 
ask  Parliament  to  authorize  them  to  spend 
on  the  departments  of  this  dountry  $1^ 
200,506.    Now  that  might  be^  I  will  not 
say  very  proper,  but  it  might  be  justifiable 
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if  the  revenues  of  the  country  were  keep* 
mg  up  a  healthy  surplus,  and  it  was  in  the 
interests  of  the  country  to  keep  up  a  high 
duty ;  but  clearly  in  the  condition  of  things 
to  which  I  have  drawn  attention — that 
is,  the  ever  -  increasing  expenditures 
in  all  branches  of  the  public  service; 
it  does  not  seem  to  me  to  be  the  duty  of 
a  prudent  government  to  continue  to  spend 
so  large  a  sum  on  the  mere  management 
of  the  service  of  the  country— not  on  the 
service  but  the  management  of  the  service. 
I  recollect  not  many  years  ago  when  hem. 
gentlemen  in  this  House  were  in  the  habit 
of  representing  the  gross  extravagance  and 
recklessness  of  the  Ministry  of  which  I 
was  a  member,  and  pointing  to  the  number 
of  extra  clerks  then  on  the  list,  and  sug- 
gesting how  much  better  and  cheaper  the 
administration  of  affairs  could  be  carried 
on  if  a  change  of  government  took  place ; 
yet  we  find  that  with  all  the  forethought 
claimed  by  the  gentlemen  who  expressed 
those  views  at  that  time,  and  their  anxiety 
for  economy,  when  they  came  to  possess 
the  reins  of  government  and  had  the 
opportunity  to  make  the  changes  which 
they  had  previously  discussed  and  so 
warmly  advocated,  the  change  has  been 
altogether  in  a  different  direction,  and  the 
increase  is  making  rapid  progress.  In 
1878  the  expenditure  for  civil  government 
amounted  to  $823,000,  and  this  year  it 
has  risen  to  $1,200,000.  It  seems  to  me 
that  for  carrying  on  our  federal  system 
this  is  rather  an  extreme  figure.  It  leaves 
on  the  head  of  each  family  of  five  persons 
a  burden  of  $1  a  year  to  pay  the  salaries 
of  the  Federal  Ministers  and  their  clerks, 
and  this  does  not  include  the  superannua- 
tion account,  which,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  is 
steadily  on  the  increase.  I  have  often 
found  it  my  duty  to  call  attention  to  what 
I  consider  a  great  abuse,  that  of  super- 
annuating members  of  the  civil  service 
who  are  in  comparative  youth,  who  at  all 
events  have  not  reached  that  time  of  life 
when  they  are  not  capable  of  serving  their 
country  in  the  position  of  clerics.  I  have 
often  called  attention  to  this  matter,  and 
have  pointed  out  that  many  excellent  and 
useful  public  officers  have  been  removed 
simply  for  the  purpose  of  finding  places 
lor  hangers-on  who  wanted  ftivor  and  pro- 
motion. I  say  that  this  sum  does  not 
include  the  superannuations  which  now 
represent  an  amount  of  over  $200,000  a 
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year,  or  25  cents  per  family,  and  when  it  is 
recollected  that  this  $1.25  per  family  only 
represents  our  government  through  thefed* 
eral  system,  and  when  we  come  to  consider 
that  the  country  has  to  pay  a  very  constd* 
erable  additional  sum  for  its  government 
through  the  provincial  system,  one  cannot 
but  come  to  the  conclusion  that  Canada 
is  a  very  much  over-governed  country* 
Between  the  federal  and  provincial  gov- 
ernments, and  with  a  population  of  a  Uttle 
under  5,000,000  of  people,  I  think  we  are 
paying  unduly  for  even  a  very  good 
government — for  the  best  government  that 
Canada  might  obtain.  I  have  avoided 
details,  and  I  do  not  propose  to  go  into 
details,  because  it  is  not  perhaps  proper  to 
do  so  on  the  present  occasion.  I  de^red 
simply,  as  this  Bill  is  passing  through,  to 
call  attention  to  the  prominent  points,  and 
to  the  great  development  of  our  puUic 
debt,  and  to  show  to  the  House  one,  at  all 
events,  of  the  causes  that  have  led  to  this 
enormous  accumulation  of  debt  It  is,  as 
I  said  a  while  ago,  owing  to  our  not  being 
sufficiendy  uncompromising.  We  are 
supposed  to  follow  the  system  that  prevails 
in  England,  and  who  ever  heard  of  a 
British  Minister  consenting  to  have  his 
general  policy  carried  by  giving  way  to 
sections  of  the  House,  and  to  squads  of 
half  a  dozen  members  here  and  there,  in 
order  that  he  might  carry  some  great 
measure  that  he  could  not  otherwise 
recommend  to  Parliament  with  any  chance 
of  its  being  adopted.  No  one  for  a 
moment  imagines  that  three-fourths  of  the 
projects  to  which  I  have  drawn  attention 
would  independently  have  received  the 
support  of  Parliament  Parliament  would 
never  have  thought  of  giving  aid  to  many 
of  the  railways  to  which  I  have  adverted  if 
they  were  not  connected  with  a  grand 
project,  which  grand  project  required  a 
large  vote,  and  to  get  the  vote  of  the 
majority  of  the  House  various  sections 
of  ihe  country  had  to  receive  each 
its  quid  pro  quo,  I  remember  in 
the  early  history  of  this  country  something 
of  the  same  kind  was  done,  but  on  a 
much  smaller  scale.  My  hon.  friend  will 
recollect  that  in  giving  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  subsidies  it  frequently  became 
necessary,  in  order  to  obtain  the  sanction 
(A  Pariiament  to  those  subsidies,  to  make 
grants  to  other  lines.  It  was  in  that  way 
that  the   St   Lawrence  &  Ottawa,    the 


Digitized  by 


Google 


PvUio  [JUNE  16, 1886]  Zom  BiU. 


106S 


Biockville  &  Ottawa^  the  Yott  Hope  & 
lindsafy  and  several  other  branch  lines 
obtained  subsidies— because  it  became 
necessary  in  order  to  get  the  votes  of  the 
members  who  represented  those  districts 
for  the  subsidy  to  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
way  to  subsidize  those  lines.  It  was  on  a 
vesry  small  scale  then,  and  the  amounts 
were  very,  much  less  considering  the  rela- 
tive strength  ■  of  the  country  then  and  its 
strength  to^ay.  I  say  that  the  bills  of 
those  days  were  very  much  smaller  than 
those  to  which  I  have  drawn  attention, 
and  which  have  marked  the  legislation  of 
the  last  two  years.  We  cannot  go  on  very 
much  further  unless^  indeed,  the  good 
fortune  that  has  attended  this  country  and 
other  countries  that  have  been  in  debt  for 
the  last  ten  years  should  continue  to  favor 
them,  and  that  is  the  fall  in  the  value  of 
money.  That  has  been  a  great  assistance  to 
us.  Tlie  fall  in  the  value  of  money  has  been 
equivalent  to  a  saving  of  $2,000,000  a  year 
to  this  country.  If  this  depreciation  in 
the  value  of  money  goes  on,  of  course 
Canada  will  largely  benefit  by  i^in  making 
exchanges  of  our  bonds  in  future  years : 
but  even  at  this  time,  with  the  growth  of 
the  country,  with  its  vast  advantages,  our 
money  ought  to  become  even  cheaper 
than  it  is.  The  present  loan  that  is  being 
n^otiated  is  at  4  per  cent  Why  is  it  the 
people  of  the  United  States  should  be 
able  to  borrow  money  at  three  per 
cent?  Why  is  it  that  their  fours  are 
quoted  to-day  at  about  eighteen  per 
cent,  per  annum?  Surely  this  country 
ought  to  be  as  good  a  paymaster.  We 
do  not,  no  matter  what  happens  in  this 
country,  propose  to  repudiate.  We  will 
be  able  always  to  pay  our  debts,  and  the 
sentiment  of  this  country  is  not  in  any 
sense  in  favor  of  repudiation,  even  to  the 
esEtent  to  which  it  has  been  agitated  in  the 
United  States,  and  therefore  capitalists 
should  have  no  fear  in  investing  in  Cana- 
dian bonds.  There  will  be  no  fear  that 
our  bonds,  whatever  they  amount  to,  will 
be  paid  off  at  less  than  100  cents  to  the 
dollar,  and  therefore  I  say  our  credit  ought 
to  be  higher  to-day  than  it  is.  Although 
we  have,  to  a  great  extent,  got  the  advan- 
la^  of  this  fall  in  the  value  of  money,  we 
have  not  reaped  to  the  full  extent  the 
advantage  of  it — not  to  the  extent  that 
^Bome  other  colonies  have  done.  We 
know  that  some  of  the  Australian  colon- 


ies are  borrowing  on  better  terms  than  we 
are.. 

Hon.  Sm  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— No, 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— New  Zealand  is 
paying  more. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  referring  to 
New  South  Wales.  I  do  n6t  know  any 
other  country  in  the  world  as  heavily 
burdened  as  New  Zealand  is.  I  remem- 
ber recently  examining  the  figures  of  some 
of  the  Australian  colonies,  and  I  know 
that  they  were  getting  money  somewhat 
cheaper  than  we  were.  There  is  that  in 
the  future  that  will  coiue  to  our  aid  and 
assistance.  The  tendency  of  the  times  is 
to  cheapen  money.  There  seems  to  be  a 
greater  accumulation  of  money  in  the 
world  than  can  be  wisely  used,  and  the 
reversals  that  capitalists  meet  with  now 
and  then  are  making  them  more  cautious 
and  careful  as  to  their  investments,  and 
therefore  it  does  seem  extraordinary,  that 
while  investors  are  in  many  ways  only 
getting  two  per  cent,  we  in  Canada 
should  be  paying  four.  Of  course  it 
has  a  great  advantage  as  compared  with 
the  position  we  held  years  before,  but  it 
ought  to  be  greater  than  it  is,  and  I  hope 
the  day  is  not  for  distant  when  we  will  be 
able  to  borrow  even  cheaper.  I  think  the 
time  has  come  to  consider  whether  we  are 
not  rushing  on  too  rapidly,  and  wheth^ 
we  ought  not  to  hesitate  before  we  assume 
further  responsibilities  considering  the 
heavy  amount  that  our  public  debt  has 
already  reached. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^My 
hon.  friend  has  found  a  great  deal  of  fault 
with  the  administration  of  the  Govern- 
ment, but  it  seems  to  me  that  he  is  doing 
it  at  rather  the  wrong  moment.  He  lays 
great  stress  upon  the  powers  which  have 
been  given  to  the  Government  from  time 
to  time  during  the  past  years  to  aid  various 
railway  companies.  Now  it  seems  to  me 
that  the  time  to  have  raised  objections  to 
that  policy  was  when  these  bills  were  before 
the  House.  The  House  of  Commons  saw 
fit  to  adopt  that  plan  to  grant  subsidies  to 
the  various  railways  which  my  hon.  friend 
has  mentioned.  I  do  not  remember  that 
wh^n  the  Bill  came  before  this  House  my 
hon.  friend  raised  that  warning  voice  which 
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he  has  raised  now,  for  the  time,  being  at 
all  events,  in  such  melancholy  tones.  I 
do  not  believe  that  the  country  is  going  so 
rapidly  to  the  bad  as  my  hon.  friend  sug- 
gested, and  I  think  that  when  we  consider 
the  circumstances  under  which  these 
various  railway  subsidies  were  granted,  the 
House  will  feel  that  my  hon.  friend  has 
drawn  altogether  too  sad  a  picture  of  the 
present  position  of  the  country.  In  the 
first  place  the  hon.  gentleman  must  bear 
in  mind  that  at  the  time  that  policy  was 
adopted— proposed  by  the  Government 
no  doubt,  and  the  Government  res- 
ponsible for  it,  no  doubt,  bat  adopted 
very  generally  by  a  large  vote  of 
the  House  at  that  time — ^there  was  a 
lar^  surplus  revenue  in  the  treasury 
which  consisted  of  several  millions  each 
year,  and  it  was  the  complaint  raised 
against  the  Government  that  we  were 
heaping  up  money  for  no  purpose,  and  we 
were  challenged  by  the  Opposition  then 
for  so  doing.  It  was  under  those  circum- 
stances, and  the  revenue  being  in  that 
prosperous  condition  that  this  mode  of 
restcmng  part  6i  it  to  the  people  was  po- 
posed.  This  money  is  not  thrown  into 
the  river,  though  the  advantage  to  the 
country  of  the  railways  is  more  or  less 
doubted  by  the  hon.  gentleman  ;  but  it  is 
beyond  all  doubt,  although  that  policy  may 
have  gone  too  far,  and  that  many  of  those 
railways  will  not  answer  the  purposes 
which  their  projectors  contemplated,  and 
in  many  respects  some  of  those  subsidies 
would  have  been  better  withheld,  that  in 
others  the  policy  was  sound  and  wise,  and 
it  was  desirable  to  expend  part  of  the  sur- 
plus revenues  of  the  countiy  to  encourage 
railway  enterprises  throughout  the  various 
provinces.  For  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
say  that  was  done  by  way  of  a  bribe  to 
members  of  Parliament  is  wholly  un- 
justifiable. The  proposition  was  in  the 
general  interests  of  the  country,  and  for 
the  purpose  of  aiding  railway  enterprises 
in  various  parts  of  it.  Then  the  hon. 
gendeman  would  have  the  House  sup- 
pose that  that  money  is  all  expend- 
ed, whereas  on  the  contrsury  nine 
railways  out  of  ten  in  the  districts  mex>- 
tioned  have  not  earned  or  obtained  any 
portion  of  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Part  of  this  loan 
is  for  that  purpose. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— No, 
in  nine  cases  out  of  ten  the  companies 
have  not  earned  any  right  to  the  money. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  shows  what 
they  were — election  kites. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^— No^ 
it  does  not ;  it  shows  that  the  hopes  and 
expectations  of  those  who  projected  those 
railways  were  not  realized,  and  that  even 
with  the  assktance  of  the  legislature  they 
were  not  able  to  carry  out  their  enter* 
prises.  The  hoa  gentleman  read  two 
or  three  pages  from  tiie  Railway  Subsidies 
Bill  in  sad  tones,  and  foreshadowed  all 
sorts  of  evil  things,  but  took  no  thought 
to  ascertain  what  has  been  done,  and 
what  amount  of  money  has  been  q)6nt 
upon  those  railways^  Take  first  the  sub- 
sidy to  the  Province  of  Quebec  in  con- 
sideration of  their  having  constructed  the 
railway  from  Quebec  to  Montreal, 
$954,000. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  has  been  paid 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Not 
a  dollar  of  it;  it  has  still  to  be  paid. 
Then  take  the  next  portion  between 
Montreal  and  Ottawa,  $1 ,440,000 ;  that  has 
been  paid.  Then  take  the  line  connect- 
ing Montreal  with  the  harbours  of  St 
John  and  Haliiax ;  that  subsidy  has  not 
been  paid.  Then  take  the  Irondale  and 
Bancroft  and  Ottawa  Railway  Company 
Une  from  the  Victoria  branch  of  the  Mid- 
land railway  to  the  village  of  Bancroft,  in 
the  county  of  Hastings ;  that  has  not  been 
paid.  Then  take  the  Pontiac  Pacific 
Junction  Railway ;  tiiat  has  not  been  paid 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  think  my  hon. 
friend  is  wrong  in  saying  that  the  first  line 
mentioned  is  not  paid.  Last  year  $2,400,- 
000  was  paid  to  the  Province  of  Quebec 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— No, 
my  hon.  fri«id  is  mistaken;  it  has  not 
been  paid,  and  it  has  liot  been  earned 
The  ^^4,000  is  tftill  in  dispute. 

Hon.  Mr-  SCOTT— That  is  another 
item. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— No, 
that  is  the  first  item,  the  item  the  hoa. 
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eentleman  referred  ta  The  portion 
between  Montreal  and  Ottawa,  120  miles^ 
$13,000  per  mile,  that  has  been  paid  over, 
but  the  first  item  the  hon.  gentleman  laid 
stress  upon,  is  not  paid,  nor  any  other  of 
the  items  which  I  have  mentioned.  Then 
take  theGatineauValky  Railway  Company, 
line  from  Kazabazna  to  the  Desert,  $i6o,- 
000,  not  a  dollar  of  it  has  been  paid.  The 
Napanee,  Tamworth  and  Quebec  Railway 
Company  has  been  paid.  The  Montreal 
and  Western  Railway  Company,  for  a  line 
of  railway  (torn  the  end  of  the  line  sub- 
sidized towards  the  Desert,  has  not  been 
paid.  The  Northern  and  Western  Rail* 
way  Company,  for  a  line  of  railway  from 
Fredericton  to  the  Miramichi  River,  has 
not  been  paid;  and  I  ventm«  to  say, 
without  having  any  information,  and  with* 
out  being  certain,  that  out  of  the  whole 
list  there  are  not  half  a  doeen  where  the 
money  has  been  paid,  so  that  the  thing  is 
not  so  dark  in  that  respect  as  my  lK>a 
friend  has  made  it  appear.  With  all  re* 
spect  to  the  opinions  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man, it  was  the  opinion  of  Parliament  that 
these  subsidies  should  be  voted,  and  the 
decision  of  the  majority  of  I^iament 
ought  to  govern,  and  not  the  views 
of  my  hoa  friend  Some  members  of  the 
Opposition  exerted  themselves  to  get  these 
subsidies,  and  no  doubt  it  is  ^r  to  add 
that  when  the  Government  of  Ontario 
granted  money  here  and  there  and  every- 
where through  the  province  to  assist  nil- 
way  enteiprises,  nobody  said  it  was  done 
"with  a  view  to  bribing  members  of  the 
legislature  in  this  part  or  any  other  pant 
of  the  Province  of  Ontario,  and  nothing 
but  praises  were  lavished  on  the  Govern- 
ment for  so  doing*  My  hon.  friend  was  a 
member  of  that  Government,  and  advo- 
cated and  carried  into  effect  the  very  policy 
whidi  he  is  now  condemniiq;  on  tlie  part 
of  this  Government 

Hon.  Mil  SCOTT— We  had  the 
money. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX  CAMPBELL— And 
we  had  the  money.  It  is  the  same  policy 
precisely  as  was  adopted  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  Ontaria  They  assisted  in  various 
parts  of  the  country  the  railway  entsf^ 
prises  of  the  province,  and  they  did  so  out 
of  the  surplus  gallkered  together  by  their 
ptedecessors  under  the  late  Saafield  Mac- 


donald.  It  is  that  very  principle  carried 
out  upon  a  larger  scale,  not  limited  to  the 
Province  of  Ontario,  which  the  hon.  gen* 
tleman  now  condemns. 

HOK.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  Ontario  Gov- 
esnment  had  a  surplus. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^-They 
had  a  surplus,  so  had  we.  We  had  a 
nmch  larger  surplus.  The  Government 
of  the  Dominicm  were  in  receipt  of  a  large 
surplus  revenue  yeariy;  and  it  was  be- 
cause they  were  in  receipt  of  a  large  sur-^ 
^s  that  they  felt  at  liberty  to  assist  rail- 
way enterprises  in  the  mterests  of  all  parts 
of  the  country.  I  admit  that  this  policy 
m^;ht  be  carried  to  excess ;  but  I  say  that 
if  the  policy  is  administered  fiurly,  and 
with  reference  to  enterprises  that  are 
general  in  their  nature,  and  general  in 
tiieir  advanta^  to  the  country,  it  is  not  a 
bad  policy,  without  carrying  it  too  far,  to 
justify  the  vote  given  in  each  particular 
case  to  each  particular  railway,  which  is  a 
point  on  which  one  cannot  ^peak  in 
general  terms.  The  particular  circum- 
stances in  each  case  were  discussed  in  the 
oAier  branch  of  the  legislature  when  this 
Act  was  passed,  and  the  general  result 
was  adopted  by  the  House  of  Commons,, 
and  confirmed  in  this  Chamber.  Then 
the  hon«  genderaan  says  that  we  were  very 
wrong  not  only  in  that,  but  the  augments^- 
tion  of  the  public  debt  even  during  the 
last  two  years,  has  been  something  awful, 
and  it  is  impossible  to  contemplate  it 
without  fear  for  the  future,  and  without 
condemning  the  extravagance  of  the  Gov- 
einmeDtL  The  hon.  gentleman  does  not 
do  the  Government  justice  in  that  respect 
He  does  not  do  the  Government  justice, 
because  he  did  not  point  out  the  various 
e3q>enditures  which  they  were  necessarily 
compelled  to  make  in  pursuing  the  policy 
laid  down  by  ParUament  In  the  $7,000,- 
000  iteat  of  increase,  he  overlooked  the 
Iftct  of  the  assun^on  by  the  Dominion 
ci  the  amount  by  which  the  povinces 
were  allowed  to  increase  their  indebted- 
ness. The  various  provinces  of  the 
DcoEnimon,  from  time  to  time  as  they 
came  in^  were  allowed  a  certain  amount  of 
debt  Those  deblis  were  increased  by  a 
very  eonsaderaUe  amount  prior  to  1882  or 
iBSj.  In  1882-83  the  amounts  by 
whkh    they   were   allowed   to    increase 
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their  debts  were  capitalized,  and  the  sum 
was  added  to  our  debt  and  that  stun 
amounted  to  $7,72t,ooa  There,  at  one 
stroke,  we  increased  the  capital  debt  of  the 
country  by  $7,000,000,  and  if  the  hon. 
gentleman  was  desirous  of  doing  the  Gov- 
ernment justice,  he  should  have  given  us 
credit  on  that  score.  Then  again  we  have 
spent  a  great  deal  of  money  on  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  The  hon. 
gentleman  himself  was  in  favor  of  the 
Pacific  Railway,  and  the  expenditure  was 
sanctioned' by  a  large  majority  of  Pariia^ 
ment  We  gave  the  Pacific  Railway 
$25,000,000 ;  out  of  that  they  have 
received  some  17  or  18  millions,  which 
would  increase  the  public  debt  by  that 
amount.  Then  we  lent  them  $30,000,000. 
There  is  an  increase  of  nearly  $50,000,000 
in  these  two  items.  Add  to  this  the 
$7,000,000  which  we  increased  the  public 
debt  by  in  order  to  capitalize  the  debts  of 
the  various  provinces ;  add  $750,000  for 
the  Esquimalt  and  Nanaimo  Railway,  and 
$250,000  for  the  dry  dock,  and  there  are 
the  items  to  which  the  increase  ot  the 
obligations  of  this  country  during  die  last 
two  or  three  years,  to  which  the  hoa  gen- 
tleman has  made  reference,  are  attributable. 
Now,  these  mcreases  were  sanctioned  by 
the  whole  Parliament  The  railway  to 
British  Columbia  was  one  of  the  results  of 
the  entering  of  that  province  into  the 
Union.  We  were  all  obliged  to  do  it  ; 
we  did  it  upon  the  best  terms  that  could 
be  obtained  at  the  time,  and  upon  far 
better  terms  than  the  hon.  gentleman's 
Government  was  willing  to  adopt  That 
is  quite  clear,  so  that  there  at  once  is 
accounted  for  the  whcde  debt,  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  mentions  as  one  of  the 
great  sins  of  the  present  Government, 
that  in  the  course  of  two  or  three  years 
we  have  added  $54,000,000  to  the  debt 
of  the  country.  We  have  added  it  for 
-the  purposes  I  have  mentioned  They 
ipirere  justifiable  purposes,  in  the  interest  oif 
the  country,  and  we  are  reaping  the  adr 
vantages  to  a  great  extent  of  the  eiqpendi- 
ture.  Did  we  not  reap  an  advantage, 
when  the  country  was  in  great  trouble 
and  anxiety  with  reference  to  disturbances 
in  the  North-West,  from  the  Pacific  Rail- 
way? Would  peaoe  have  been  restored 
as  soon  as  it  has  been — would  we  now  be 
happily  contemplating  the  return  of  the 
troops,  as  I  mentioned  during  the  after- i 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX  CAMPBELL. 


noon  to  my  hon.  friend  from  Halifax- 
would  the  anxieties  of  the  fathers  and 
mothers  of  the  soldiers  who  are  fighting 
in  the  North-West  have  terminated  at 
this  time  if  we  had  not  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway?  They  would  not ;  we 
should  most  likely  have  been  refbsed  per- 
mission to  aemd  our  troops  through  the 
United  States.  The  rebeUicm  broke  out 
when  there  was  no  possibility  of  sending 
troops  up  by  wattf ,  and  you  would  have 
had  rebellion  raging  over  fifty  times  the 
space,  and  requiring  fifty  times  the  ex^ 
penditure,  if  it  could  be  subdued  this 
summer  at  all,  if  we  had  not  possessed 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  I  can  say 
that  this  railway  has  already  saved  the 
country  an  enormous  sum  ot  money  by 
the  facilities  it  has  given  us  for  suppres- 
sing that  disturbance.  These  are  some 
of  the  advantages  the  country  has  derived 
from  that  expenditure,  and  I  do  iK>t  think 
it  is  fair  to  accuse  the  Government  in  that 
general,  and  if  I  may  say  it  without 
ofience,  in  that  loose  way  of  in- 
creasing the  debt  of  the  country  in  those 
laiige  figures  without  stating  at  the  same 
time  why  that  debt  has  been  increased 
and  to  what  purpose  the  money  has  gone. 
Then  the  hon.  gentleman  complains,  and 
groans,  so  to  speak,  over  the  fiict  that  we 
are  not  efiecting  loans  in  England  on  the 
same  terms  as  the  United  States ;  and  he 
asked  why  should  we  not  ?  Was  it  ever 
known  that  a  small  community  could  raise 
money  at  such  a  low  rate  of  interest  as  a 
large  community  like  the  United  States? 
It  has  never  been  knowa  When  the  hoa 
gentleman  says  that  we  are  paying  more 
tkBn  our  fellow  colonists  he  is  mistaken. 
The  four  per  cents,  of  Canada  command 
as  good  a  price  as  those  of  any  of  the 
cotonies — in  fact  a  better  price  I  think  I 
saw  that  not  long  ago  in  a  statement  in  the 
hand  of  my  hon.  firiend  the  Minister  of 
Finance,  showing  what  the  colony  (I  have 
forgotten  the  name  of  it,  but  one  of  the 
Ausralian  colonies  which  for  a  lorig  time 
had  taken  the  lead  of  Canada)  was  getting 
for  its  four  per  cents.  Comparing  that 
with  the  rate  we  are  getting  for  our  four 
per  cents.,  it  showed  we  had  the  advanteige 
over  that  colony  which  up  to  that  time 
had  been  foremost  in  the  advantageous 
terms  on  which  it  had  been  able  to  borrow 
money.  I  am  very  confident  that  that  is 
the  fact  and  that  we  have  been  bcHTowing 
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-money  latterly  at  better  rates  than  any  of 
our  sister  colonies.  To  compare  us  with 
•die  United  States  seems  to  me  to  be  only 
an  effort  of  the  hon.  gentleman  to  throw 
-additional  dark  colounng  into  the  picture 
which  he  was  drawing  of  disaster  arising 
over  the  country.  No  country  situated  as 
ours  is  can  expect  to  borrow  on  the  same 
&yourable  terms  as  the  United  States,  and 
I  think  no  reasonable  man  would  expect 
it 

I  do  not  intend  to  pursue  the  argument 
further.  I  was  only  desirous  of  answering 
the  hon.  gentleman  as  far  as  I  could  at 
present  on  the  various  points  he  mentioned 
with  reference  to  the  credit  of  the  country 
and  the  application  of  these  sums  of 
money.  But  the  House  will  remember 
that  this  Bill  does  not  directly  bear  on 
any  of  those  questions  ;  that  it  is  to 
-enable  us  to  borrow  money,  and  the 
proper  time  to  find  foult  with  the  Govern- 
ment is  when  the  Bills  for  the  expenditure 
•of  the  money  are  before  the  House.  If 
the  hon.  gentleman,  when  the  *'  Omnibus 
Railway  Bill "  was  before  the  House,  had 
-spoken,  he  would  have  impressed  us  with 
the  idea  that  the  purpose  he  had  in  view 
-was  to  convince  the  House  that  the  ex- 
penditure should  not  take  place  and — was 
not  merely  to  throw  discredit  on  the 
Oovemment — that  this  object  was  really 
to  check  enormous  expenditure. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— This  loan  is  to 
cover  many  of  the  railways  to  which  I 
have  referred. 

Hon.  Mr-  READ— New  Zealand  bor- 
rowed at  4^  per  cent  and  issued  at  84. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  only  thing 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Ottawa  said 
about  New  Zealand  was,  that  it  was  prob- 
ably the  most  deeply  involved  of  all  the 
colonies.  I  think  I  am  entitled  to  the 
gratitude  of  the  House  for  having  caused 
the  third  reading  of  this  Bill  to  be  deferred 
until  today,  because  the  result  of  that 
postponement  has  been  that  the  Bill  which 
would  have  passed  sub  silentio  has  given 
rise  to,  I  think,  almost  the  most  interesting 
debate  we  have  had  this  session.  It  has 
brought  out  the  leaders  of  both  sides  of 
the  House  in  full  force.  As  the  House 
has  listened  to  those  gentleman  with  plea- 
sure, I  do  not  propose  inflict  myself  on  it 


for  any  length  of  time.  I  think  that  the 
Minister  was  hardly  fisur  to  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Ottawa  in  finding  fault  with 
him  for  speaking  of  these  railway  grants 
in  discussing  this  Bill  The  hon.  gentle- 
man from  (Xtawa,  naturally  and  properly, 
when  this  Bill  came  up  to  borrow  a  ve^ 
large  sum  of  money,  reviewing  the  causes 
which  had  led  to  the  necessity  for  the 
borrowing,  and  one  of  the  causes — ^as  the 
hon.  gendeman  from  Ottawa  thought  a 
very  potent  cause — of  the  necessity  fbr 
this  large  loan  was  the  Omnibus  Railwav 
Act  from  which  he  read.  I  do  not  think 
that  it  lay  altogether  with  the  Minister 
of  Justice  to  tell  the  hon.  gentleman 
that  this  Act  had  been  ineffectual  or  to 
find  fault  with  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Ottawa  because  as  it  has  hap- 
pened, these  sums  have  not  been  called 
for.  I  sometimes  think  that  there  is  too 
much  of  the  Nathaniel  about  my  hon. 
friend  from  Ottawa  for  the  circumstances 
in  which  he  is  placed.  He  does  not  give 
his  opponents  credit  for  the  guile  which 
they  possess  at  least  in  a  considerable 
degree.  If  the  hon.  member  from  Ottawa 
had  had  a  little  less  of  the  simplicity  of 
the  dove,  he  would  have  known  very  well 
in  1882,  when  the  hon.  gentlemen  oppo- 
site were  going  to  the  country  and  the 
Omnibus'  Bill  was  passed,  that  the  object 
of  the  Bill  was  as  clear  as  possible  to  any 
one  who  understand  the  methods  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  and  their  friends. 
Any  one  who  knew  much  about  the  cir- 
ctraistances  of  these  railways  knew,  in 
1882,  as  well  as  we  know  to-day,  that  those 
railway  grants  provided  for  at  that  time, 
would  not  secure  the  construction  of  the 
roads ;  but  what  they  did  do,  and  what  it 
was  intended  they  should  do,  was  to  secure 
the  support  of  the  people  of  the  different 
districts  through  which  these  roads,  if 
built,  would  run,  at  the  ensuing  election  ; 
and  the  Act  I  think  was  fairly  successful 
in  that  way,  or  we  would  not  have  the  hon. 
gentleman  where  he  is  at  present  perhaps. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^— 
That  is  your  evil  thought. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  does  not  do 
to  be  too  simple  The  hon.  Minister, 
while  he  took  hold  of  the  two  or  three 
oversights  in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Ottawa  did  not  grapple  with 
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the  strong  points  of  the  hon.  gentleman's 
argument,  and  there,  I  think,  again  he 
shows  that — ^what  shall  I  call  it? — taot* 
I  shall  not  say  guile — 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Call  it  anything 
you  like. 

HoK.  Mr.  POWER— I  call  it  tact— in 
dealing  with  the  argument  of  his  oppo- 
nent. It  is  a  very  good  plan  to  leave  out 
of  sight  the  strong  points  of  your  oppon- 
ent's ar^ment,  take  the  weak  ones  and 
beat  him  on  those,  and  leave  him  in 
triumph.  The  hon.  gentleman  from  Ottawa 
called  attention — he  did  not  deal  simply 
with  the  increase  of  the  debt  in  two  years — 
to  the  increase  since  Confederation — ^to 
the  increase  since  the  hon.  gentleman 
took  power  in  1878;  and  I  think  any- 
one, who  studies  fairly  that  sheet  in 
the  Public  Accounts  which  shows  the 
gradual  increase  of  our  debt,  and  the  other 
sheet  which  shows  the  gradual  increase  of 
the  annual  expenditure,  will  find  there 
occasion  for  very  serious  thought  The 
Minister  was  very  facetious  over  the 
melancholy  tone  with  which  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Ottawa  dealt  with  the  matter  \ 
but  to  anyone  who  is  interested  in  the 
welfare  of  the  country,  the  contemplation 
of  those  sheets  in  the  Public  Accounts  is 
calculated  to  cause  very  serious  thoughts 
indeed.  I  cannot  help  being  a  little  sur- 
prised when  I  think  of  the  tone  in  which 
hon.  gentlemen  spoke  opposite  a  few  years 
ago  in  1877  and  1878  when  our  debt  was 
not  more  than  half  of  what  it  is  to-day — 
when  I  remember  the  tone  of  almost  de- 
spair in  which  they  talked  of  the  future 
of  the  country — I  am  rather  surprised  to 
find  them  as  cheerful  as  they  are  now.  I 
remember  when  the  $5,000  spent  on  the 
Neebing  Hotel,  caused  hon.  gentlemen  in 
this  Chamber  the  most  fearful  anxiety, 
worry  and  dismay. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— No, 
it  was  amusement 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  was  not  the 
way  in  which  hon.  gentlemen  talked  then ; 
it  was  not  a  facetious  thiqg  at  aH  The 
Minister  has  given  catain  items  which 
he  says  account  for  the  increase  in 
tiie  public  debt,  but  those  are  items  which 
only  account  for  an  increase  duriog  the 
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past  two  years.  As  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Ottawa  showed,  the  debt  of  this 
country  has  increased  steadily  since  1867. 
The  net  debt  then  was,  I  think,  about 
$66,000,000.  Hon.  gentlemen  must  ie» 
member  that  these  provinces  had  been 
administering  their  governments  for  a 
great  many  years  before  1867,  and  duzing 
all  that  time  all  the  Provinces  together 
had  accumulated  a  debt  amounting  alto- 
gether to  about  $70,000,000.  In  187S 
the  net  debt  of  the  Dominion  amounted 
to  about  $140,000,000;  on  the  first  of 
July  of  last  year  the  net  debt  amounted  to 
abtoul  $190,000,000 ;  and  at  the  present 
time,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Ottawa 
said,  the  net  debt  amounts  to  over  $200,* 
000,000,  and  this  increase  has  gone  on. 
Until  the  other  day  we  had  no  war  to  ac- 
count for  this  enormous  increase.  Oiar 
neighb(M:s  across  theborder  have  been  reduc- 
ing their  debt  very  rapidly  during  all  this 
time  There  are  some  expenditures  to 
which  the  Minister  did  not  refer.  In  the 
first  place  this  process  has  been  going  oil 
Almost  every  year  since  the  present  ad- 
ministration has  come  in  there  has  beoi  a 
sum  of  half  a  million  of  dollars  or  more 
charged  to  capital  account  for  the  Int»- 
colonial  Railway.  That  sum  has  been^ 
as  we  have  all  along  contended,  improperly 
charged.  It  has  been  charged,  for 
instance,  for  new  rolling  sto(±  made 
necessary  by  the  wearing  out  of  the  old 
rolling  stock.  That  is  clearly  a  thing  not 
chargeable  to  capitaL  A  very  large 
amount  has  accrued  in  that  way.  Some  of 
the  debt  has  accrued  from  charging  to 
capital  repairs  on  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way. Unless  I  am  mistaken,  since  che 
change  of  Government  the  amount 
charged  to  the  capital  account  of  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  has  been  increased 
by  some  twenty  millions  of  dollars.  A 
great  portion  of  that  has  been  altogether 
indefensible  expenditure.  It  certainly 
ought  not  to  have  been  charged  to  capital 
account  Then  large  sums  have  betti 
expended  m  the  erection  of  public 
buildings,  some  of  them  necessary,  some 
unnecessary.  Expensive  public  biddings 
have  been  put  up  in  places  where  cheap 
ones  would  have  suited.  For  instance, 
one  has  only  to  go  across  the  river  to  the 
adjoining  county  to  find  a  post-office  in 
the  city  of  Hull  which  cost  enough  money 
and  is  large  enough  for  a  city  of  ten  times 
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the  population.  All  over  the  country 
these  buildings  have  been  erected,  and 
they  have  served  to  a  certain  extent  the 
same  purpose  that  the  Omnibus  Railway 
Bill  did  Everyone  knows  that  if  an 
election  is  coming  off,  the  letting  of  a  con- 
tract for  a  large  public  building  in  the 
centre  of  a  (bounty  has  a  very 
considerable  effect  on  the  ensuing  election. 
1  have  mentioned  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way and  the  public  buildings.  Talking  of 
public  buildings,  here  is  an  expenditure 
taking  place  within  a  stone's  throw  of  the 
building  we  are  in  now,  which  is  altogether 
indefensible.  The  Government  thought  it 
necessary  to  secure  additional  accommoda- 
tion for  certam  officers.  The  Government 
own  here  ground  affording  unrivalled  sites 
for  public  buildings.  There  is  ample 
room,  close  to  the  eastern  block,  and  to  the 
western  block  also,  to  have  put  up  public 
buildings,  but  instead  of  using  the  ground 
which  they  possess  they  chose  to  go  out- 
side and  pay  $6o,ooo  or  $70,000  for  land 
across  the  street  The  moneys  that  the 
Government  have  spent  in  connection 
with  the  North-West  have  been  very  much 
larger  than  they  ought  to  be,  and  have 
largely  increased  the  public  debt  Speak- 
ing of  railways  I  was  reminded  that  there 
is  a  proposition  now  before  Parliament  to 
spend  a  sum  equivalent  to  $5,000,000  in 
subsidizing  a  railway  which  is  currently 
supposed  to  be  owned  by  a  minister — at 
least  a  company  who  are  likely  to  secure 
this  sum  of  money  are  supposed  to  be 
presided  over  by  a  minister  ol  the  Crown 
— and  the  real  object  of  the  railway,  and 
the  effect  that  it  will  have  if  built,  as  pro- 
posed in  the  resolutions  introduced  in  the 
other  House,  will  be  to  bring  Canadian 
business  to  ports  in  the  United  States. 
The  minister  said  we  had  great  cause  for 
congratulation  in  the  fact  that  the  large 
expenditure  we  had  made  on  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  had  given  us  an  oppor- 
tunity of  getting  our  troops  into  the  North- 
West  and  quelling  the  rebellion  speedily. 
It  is  perfectly  true  that  if  there  had  been 
no  Pacific  Railway  we  might  have  had 
difficulty  in  getting  our  troops  into  the 
North- West  I  am  disposed  to  think  my- 
self that  the  United  States  Government 
would  not  have  seriously  objected  to  allow 
crar  troops  to  pass  through  their  territory ; 
but  supposing  it  had  been  as  the  Minister 
says,  there  is  another  point  to  be  consid- 


ered which  the  Minister  convenientlv  left 
out  of  sight,  and  that  is  that  we  should 
not  have  had  any  rebellion  at  all,  if  it  had 
not  been  for  the  blundering  of  the  Govern- 
ment If  they  had  governed  that  North- 
west country  properly,  there  would  have 
been  no  rebellion  and  no  necessity  for 
spending  money  there  at  all. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— It  is 
very  easily  disposed  of. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Yes. 

H0N.MR.BOTSFORD— ItisaGritview 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER-The  hon.  gentle- 
man to  the  left  of  the  Minister  says  that 
that  is  a  Grit  view.  I  do  not  think  that  it 
is  an  exclusively  Grit  view.  I  think  if  the 
hoa  gentleman  would  travel  through  the 
North- West — I  do  not  mean  in  the  palace 
car  of  the  directors  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  but  if  he  went  around  amongst 
the  people  of  the  North-West  to  ascertain 
what  they  really  feel,  he  would  find  that 
that  Grit  view  was  the  prevalent  view  in 
the  North-West  I  think  if  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman travels  in  the  province  of  Quebec 
he  will  find  that  that  Grit  view  pervades 
Conservative  circles  there. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMBBELL— Has 
my  hon.  friend  himself  travelled  in  the 
North-West? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— No. 

Hon.  Sir  AJ^EX.  CAMPBELL— How 
do  you  know  then  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  know  people 
who  did,  and  the  informants  fi-om  whom  I 
got  the  most  definite  information  were  not 
Liberals  but  Conservatives — ^men  who  are 
still  Conservatives,  although  they  are  very 
much  disgusted  with  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior  and  with  Lieutenant-Governor 
Dewdney.  They  felt  that  their  loyalty  to 
then-  party  was  very  considerably  strained 
by  the  acts  of  those  gentlemen. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— What  are  those 
acts? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— To  tell  all  those 
things  would  be  undertaking  too  serious  a 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1070 


PfMic  [SENATE]  Zoan  £iU. 


contract  It  would  require  one  of  the 
speeches  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Niagara  to  deal  with  a  subject  like  that 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Yes,  to  deal  with 
it  fairly. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— There j^s  only  one 
other  point  that  I  wish  to  say  something 
on.  The  Minister  in  defending  that 
Omnibus  Railway  scheme  said  that  the 
Government  had  been  challenged  for 
heaping  up  surpluses.  It  is  true  there 
was  something  said  about  the  impro- 
priety of  a  Government  having  sur- 
pluses. That  was  the  view  promulgat- 
ed by  the  hon.  gentleman  who  is  now 
Canadian  Commissioner  in  England  He 
said  that  when  his  opponents  were  in 
power.  But  the  hon.  Minister  of  Justice 
should  have  been  as  ingenuous,  as 
he  suggested  the  hoa  member  from  Ot- 
tawa should  have  been,  and  should  have 
gone  on  and  said  that  the  surplus  should 
be  diminished  by  decreasing  taxation; 
and  the  reason  given  by  the  Reform  party 
for  that  was  that  when  the  Govern- 
ment had  the  money  in  their  hands  they 
would  be  tempted  to  spend  it  foolishly 
as  they  have  been  spending  it.  Here  we 
are,  after  all  these  years  of  surpluses  that 
we  have  heard  so  much  about,  proposing 
to  borrow  $30,000,000  to  pay  off  floating 
debts  incurred  by  the  Government  who 
have  had  so  many  surpluses. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  rise  with 
some  reluctance  to  claim  the  attention  of 
the  House  on  this  subject  again  for  a  very 
few  moments.  I  desire  to  say  with  r^;ard 
to  the  statement  made  by  the  hon.  member 
from  Ottawa  that  I  know  the  views  which 
he  has  expressed  are  very  much  the  views 
of  the  people  from  end  to  end  of  this  Do- 
minion in  regard  to  the  public  expendi- 
tures, firstly,  that  the  Government  are  al- 
together too  sanguine  as  to  the  future  in- 
crease of  the  population  of  the  Dominion ; 
and  secondly,  that  party  conflict  has  now 
assumed  that  phase  that  it  is  simply  the 
question  of  the  party  now  in  power,  by  any 
and  every  means,  endeavoring  to  keep  the 
other  party  out,  by  compromises,  by  brib- 
ing individuals  and  the  provinces.  This 
is  the  general  feeling  of  the  country — the 
feeling  of  men  of  ^  parties.  There  is 
assuredly,  irregularity  and  impropriety  in 
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our  being  now  asked  to  give  such  large 
borrowing  powers  without  knowing  the 
purposes  to  which  the  moneys  are  to  be 
applied.  I  am  sure  the  House  will  agree 
with  me  that  it  is  never  safe  to  give  any 
Government  possession  of  more  money 
than  they  actually  require.  We  know 
from  the  history  of  the  past  how  govern- 
ments, when  they  have  had  possession  of 
public  money,  have  used  it  most  impro^ 
perly,  and  not  in  the  interests  of  the  coun- 
try. For  instance,  when  the  Government 
advances  money  to  a  bank  in  temporary 
trouble,  are  we  to  take  the  simple  state- 
ment of  the  Government  that  they  advance 
that  money  on  patriotic  grounds  ?  They 
seldom  give  money  to  a  bank  without 
making  it  in  some  way  contribute  to  the 
support  of  their  party.  I  have  known,  of 
my  own  knowledge,  where  they  have  as- 
sisted banks,  that  they  have  drawn  indi- 
rectly large  amounts  from  that  bank  for 
party  purposes,  and  that  on  certain  occa- 
sions, when  the  cashier  has  refused  to  cash 
the  notes  of  party  political  supporters  who 
were  not  very  solvent,  they  have  threatened 
the  cashier  with  removal  I  am  prepared 
to  prove  this  before  a  committee  if  the 
House  will  give  me  one.  It  is  never  safe 
to  give  any  government  the  possession  of 
more  money  than  they  require  for  the 
purposes  sanctioned  by  Parliament.  If 
we  do  not  know  it,  experience  will  soon 
teach  us  that  a  young  country  like  this  re- 
quires to  be  governed  with  prudence  and 
care.  It  b  all  very  well  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  be  adding,  during  two  years,  as 
the  hon.  member  from  Ottawa  says,  $54,- 
000,000  to  the  debt  of  the  countxy,  and 
every  succeeding  year  five  or  ten  mil- 
lions more,  mstead  of  raising  all  or- 
dinary deficits  from  the  revenue  of 
the  country;  we  can  go  on  in  that 
course  only  to  a  certain  extent,  but  no 
people  will  long  acquiesce  in  such  a  prac- 
tice. If  we  only  consider  the  circum- 
tances  of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  the 
Maritime  Provinces  and  British  Columbia. 
I  do  not  speak  of  Ontario  because  it  is  so 
fertile  and  rich  a  province  that  it  wiU  bear 
larger  burdens,  but  the  other  provinces  are 
not  prepared  and  will  not  agree  to-day  to 
have  more  burdens  placed  upon  them. 
The  placing  a  tariff  of  35  per  cent  on 
mowers  and  reapers  entering  Mam'toba 
has  caused  great  discontent  Those  who 
settle  in  such  a  country  are  not  of  the 
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class  to  t>ay  such  import  duties.  As  regards 
political  leaders,  we  may  find  one  man  pos- 
sessing great  genius  and  talent ;  he  may  be 
an  astute  barrister  and  parliamentary 
debater,  and  he  may  further  exercise 
extraordinary  influence  over  his  fellow- 
men,  and  still  such  a  man  may  be,  in 
regaxd  to  matters  of  finance,  most  unsafe 
to  guide  this  country.  ^I  have  again  and 
again  referred  to  this,  because  I  feel  that 
the  Parliament  of  the  country,  members  of 
both  bmnches,  do  not  exercise  that  control 
which  they  should  exercise,  for  the  safety 
of  the  country,  over  the  present  First 
Minister.  It  is  one  man  that  controls,  at 
this  moment,  the  whole  Government  His 
voice  is  paramount,  and  all  others  blindly 
acquiesce;  whatever  he  determines,  the 
present  Parliament  seems  ready  to  endorse, 
right  or  wrong.  It  is  this  that  is  leading 
to  the  misrule  which  has  been  correctly 
described  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Ottawa.  He  is  simply  dreaming  in  his 
anticipations  of  the  near  future  of  British 
Cohimbia  and  our  North- West. 

Weall  know  thatthe  North-West  contains 
fertile  land  ;  we  all  know  that  British 
Columbia  has  an  agreeable  climate,  and 
it  has  its  timber  and  its  fish  and  certain 
other  resources,  but  ask  any  commercial 
man  whether  he  thinks  that  population 
will  go  into  British  Columbia  to-day 
rapidly.  It  must  be  a  question  of  time. 
As  regards  the  North-West  with  all  its 
fertile  land,  immigration  will  only  flow 
in  there  slowly,  and  we  are  not  justified 
in  forecasting  a  different  future,  and 
swelling,  as  we  are  doing,  the  public  debt, 
and  the  public  burdens.  The  country 
desired  to  have  our  Pacific  Railway  buDt 
north  of  Lake  Superior,  and  extended 
into  the  fertile  belt ;  but  what  we  say  is, 
there  was  a  want  of  prudence  in  canning 
it  forward,  and  rushing  it  headlong  to  the 
Pacific  coast,  six  years  before  it  was  neces- 
sary. This  shows  how  entirely  Parlia- 
ment has  surrendered  its  judgment,  and 
those  members  who  are  spared  to  return 
here  for  five  yearr,  will  see  the  Pacific 
Railway  Company  coming  to  Parliament 
each  year  for  a  grant  of  from  $5,000,000 
to  $8,000,000  each  session,  as  necessary 
for  the  sustenance  of  the  road.  I  take 
this  opportunity  of  referring  to  my  having 
been  somewhat  misrepresented  in  regard 
to  my  views  respecting  the  Intercoloiiial 
Railway.     I  have  simply  to  state  that  I 


never  opposed  ^e  building  of  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway  ;  - 1  simply  said,  when 
we  found  annual  deficits,  '^  Let  us  make 
the  road  a  gift  to  the  Maritime  Provinces^ 
and  let  them  run  it"  I  am  sure  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  near  me  did  not  desire  to 
misrepresent  me.  I  did  not  oppose  the 
building  of  that  road,  but  simply  made 
the  above  suggestion. 

Hon.  Mil  DEVER— Why  should  we 
run  it  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— And  the 
deficits  still  continue  to  this  moment,  and 
the  capital  expenditure  for  that  road  has 
been  swollen,  from  $22,000,000  to  some 
$38,000,000. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— -To  over  $40,- 
ooo,ooo< 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  quite 
agree  with  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Ottawa,  that  the  question  of 
the  Government  of  this  coimtry  has  now 
become  a  desperate  conflict  to  keep  the 
Opposition  out  of  power,  by  fair  means 
and  by  foul,  at  any  sacrifice  of  principle 
or  at  any  cost  The  people  of  the  coun- 
try now  know  it,  and  have  become  aroused 
to  the  embarrassments  which  are  thus 
t>eing  brought  upon  us.  The  present 
Conservative  Chieftain  cares  not,  whether 
he  increases  the  public  debt  $100,000,000 
or  to  any  e^ent  I  have  very  little  more 
to  say  to  my  colleagues  of  the  Senate,  for 
whom  it  is  well  known  I  entertain  the 
highest  respect,  than  that  the  First  Minister 
will  use  this  august  body  composed  as  it 
is  of  the  leading  men  of  the  Dominion — 
that  he  will  use  them  for  his  party  pur- 
poses until  the  feeling  of  the  country 
becomes  agitated  against  a  second 
Chamber ;  and  should  the  people  demand 
the  abohtion  of  this  House,  he  will  turn 
round  i^nst  you  and  then  sa)%  that  you 
were  yourselves  to  blame  for  not  acting 
according  to  your  own  convictions.  We 
all  know  what  a  desperate  politician  is. 
He  has  no  gratitude  for  any  one — to  any 
province  or  to  the  people ;  it  is  simply 
with  him  the  passion  for  power,  the  most 
absorbing  of  all  passions,  and  the  man 
idio  has  that  passion,  will  sacrifice  his 
friends  and  his  foes,  and  will  not  hesitate 
to  sacrifice  his  country. 
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Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  regi^ 
very  much  that  the  leader  of  the  Oppofr» 
tion  has  sprung  this  debate  upon  us.  Cei^ 
tainly  the  House  has  been  taken  by  sur- 
prise upon  the  third  reading  of  this  BiU^ 
when  a  small  explanation  was  asked  for, 
that  we  should  have  a  debate  sprung  upon 
us  on  the  financial  affairs  of  the  Domimon. 
I  am  not  much  surprised  at  the  way  in 
which  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  has 
treated  this  matter.  He  commenced  by 
showing  that  there  has  been  an  increase 
of  $54,000,000  in  the  public  debt  during 
the  last  two  years.  The  leader  of  the 
Government  has  clearly  explained  how 
that  increase  has  been  brought  about ;  that 
instead  of  it  being  a  cause  of  complaint 
against  the  Government  it  was  a  debt 
properly  incurred,  as  regards  the  $7,000,- 
000  granted  to  the  different  provinces  and 
the  money  granted  to  the  Pacific  Railway, 
which  my  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  will  not  say  was  an  improper 
grant  In  fact,  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
justified  it  by  his  silence  if  not  by  his  argu- 
ment. Then  there  is  also  the  money 
granted  the  Province  of  British  Columbia 
for  the  Island  Railway.  With  regard  to 
that  sum  also  the  hon.  gentleman  must 
know  that  under  the  Carnarvon  terms,  the 
responsibility  thrown  on  the  people  of 
this  country  was  incurred  by  the  previous 
Government.  They,  under  the  Carnarvon 
terms,  agreed  that  certain  works  should  be 
done  in  British  Columbia,  and  the  Gov- 
ernment have  ever  since  carried  upon 
their  shoulders  the  responsibility  of  seeing 
that  the  Pacific  province  was  in  some  way 
remunerated  in  the  direction  in  which  the 
Reform  Government  had  committed  the 
country  to  The  hon.  gentleman  talks  of 
bribes  to  the  provinces.  I  am  surprised 
that  my  hoa  friend  should  use  an  argu- 
ment like  that.  He  has  failed  to  show  us , 
that  any  subsidies  voted  to  the  railway 
enterprises  are  not  in  the  interest  of;  the 
country.  He  could  not  put  his  finger 
upon  one  and  say  that  it  was  not  in  the 
general  interest  of  the  Dominion,  except 
one  road  that  passes  near  his 
country  residence  in  the  county  of 
Ottawa.  He  did  not,  even  when 
that  was  before  the  House,  raise  any 
objection  to  the  subsidy,  and  he  would 
not  have  dared,  at  the  time  that  the  pro* 
ject  was  proposed,  to  offer  any  opposition 
to  it.     To  my  mind  it  is  conclusive  proof 


that  he  could  not  venture  to  say  that  any 
other  of  these  railway  subsidies  was  not  in 
the  general  interests  of  the  country. 

HoK.  Mr.  POWER— Hear !  hear ! 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— My  hon. 
friend  from  Hali£u  says  "hear!  hear!" 
but  I  will  call  his  attention  to  some  re^ 
marks  of  his  on  this  subject  in  a  few 
moments.  Sometimeagotheleader  of  the 
Opposition  considered  that  it  was  rather  a 
lamentable  fact  that  the  imports  of  the 
country  were  foiling  off;  but  he  must 
understand  that  under  the  National 
Policy  it  was  expected  that  many  of  the 
articles  we  used  to  import  would  be  manu^ 
foctured  in  our  own  country  from  the 
raw  material  which  we  produce.  The  hon. 
gentleman  spoke  about  the  increase  in  the 
cost  of  civil  government  of  the  country. 
He  must  be  aware,  however,  that  there  b 
also  an  increase  in  the  public  service  of 
the  country.  Look  at  the  condition  of 
our  postal  service  throughout  the  Domin- 
ion. Look  at  the  thousands  of  miles 
covered  by  the  postal  service,  and  the 
enormous  number  of  ofiices  open  all  over 
the  Dominion?  Let  him  look  at  the 
lighthouse  service  all  over  the  coasts  of 
Nova  Scotia  and  the  Gulf  of  St  Lawrence 
and  let  me  ask  him  if  that  is  not  all  in  the 
general  interests  of  the  country  ?  Can  he 
point  to  any  increase  in  the  Civil  Service 
that  has  not  been  for  the  general  good  of 
Canada  ?  When  the  hoa  gentleman  and 
his  friends  were  in  power,  they,  without 
developing  or  improving  any  branch  of  the 
public  service,  had  to  borrow  year  after  year 
large  sums  of  money  for  which  they  could 
show  no  assets,  but  simply  to  run  an  in- 
competent government  The  hoa  gen- 
tleman contends  that  under  the  present 
Ministry  our  credit  as  a  country  does  not 
stand  so  high  as  it  should.  He  must  know 
that  when  he  and  his  colleagues  were  in 
power,  the  fact  that  they  had  to  borrow 
money  simply  to  keep  themselves  in  office 
was  an  injury  to  the  credit  of  the  country. 
And  see  what  the  result  has  been  since 
the  change  of  Government?  Since  the 
advent  to  power  of  the  present  Adminis- 
tration there  has  been  a  rapid  development 
of  the  industries,  manufactures  and 
resources  of  the  country,  and  a  reign  of 
general  prosperity.  Owing  to  this  fact  the 
Government  have  been  enabled  to  borrow 
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money  on  far  better  terms  than  their  pre- 
decessors, and  when  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Ottawa  contends  that  the  other 
colonies  of  the  empire  are  borrowing 
money  on  better  terms  than  Canada  he  is 
mistaken.  There  is  no  other  colony  of 
the  empire  that  has  borrowed  money  in 
the  English  market  as  cheaply  as  this 
Dominion. 

.  Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— My  hon.  friend 
is  mistaken ;  New  South  Wales  has 
borrowed  on  better  terms. 

Hon.  Mr  KAULBACH— New  South 
Wales  is  the  solitary  exception,  and  it  has 
been  shown  by  the  hon.  gentleman  oppos- 
ite that  the  loan  was  obtained  under 
peculiar  and  exceptional  circumstances. 
The  hon.  gentleman  from  Halifax 
has  referred  to  the  general  increase 
in  the  public  debt  of  Canada.  It  seems 
to  me,  however,  that,  as  far  as  his 
own  province  is  concerned,  he  has  been 
largely  instrumental  in  adding  to  the  pub- 
lic debt,  for  he  has  approved  of  every  ex- 
penditure that  has  been  made  in  Nova 
Scotia.  He  was  a  party  to  this  general 
Omnibus  Railway  Subsidy  bill,  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Ottawa,  and 
iriien  it  was  before  the|House  he  raised  no 
objection  to  it.  He  must  remember  that 
one  of  the  causes  of  complaint  by  Nova 
Scotia  against  the  late  Government 
was  that  they  refused  to  make  any  con- 
cessions to  that  province,  and  I  am  sure 
he  cannot  contend  that  Nova  Scotia  has 
received  any  public  money  to  which  she  is 
not  entitled.  My  hon.  friend  complains 
ot  the  Intercolonial  Railway ;  he  seems 
to  think  that  this  $20,000,000  added  to 
the  public  debt  is  something  for  which 
the  present  Government  should  be  held 
responsible.  The  hoa  gentleman  is  evi- 
dently an  opponent  of  the  Intercolonial 
Railway,  for  he  has  already  stated  to  this 
House  that  there  should  be  no  deficit ; 
that  the  road  should  be  run  on  commer- 
cial principles,  and  that  the  railway,  which 
was  constructed  as  a  political  and  national 
enterprise,  in  the  interests  of  the  Domin- 
ion, should  be  run  so  as  to  make  a 
profit,  and  that  Nova  Scotia  should  be 
made  responsible  for  the  running  of  it.  If 
he  can  make  it  appear  that  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway  could  be  run  in  such  a 
way  as  not  only  to  pay  expenses,  but  to 
82 


make  a  profit,  what  would  the  people  of 
the  Maritime  Provinces  say  to  such  a 
proposition?  He  would  find  that  any 
Government  that  would  endeavor  to  run 
the  Intercolonial  Railway  on  such  princi- 
ples would  in  a  short  time  be  hurled  from 
power.  In  referring  to  the  increase  in 
our  public  debt  the  hon.  gentleman  seems 
to  have  forgotten  the  fact  that  we  have 
taken  Prince  Edward  Island,  British 
Columbia,  Manitoba  and  the  North- West 
Territory  into  the  Confederation,  all  of 
which  has  caused  a  large  increase  in  the 
public  debt.  Then,  with  regard  to  public 
buildings,  my  hon.  friend  cannot  say  that 
the  money  spent  in  erecting  them  has 
been  improperly  expended.  After  all  his 
criticism  he  could  only  refer  to  one 
public  building  as  being  an  unnecessary 
waste  of  money,  the  post-office  in  Hull, 
which  the  member  for  Halifax  considered 
was  rather  too  large  for  a  city  of  that  size. 
I  am  sure  when  my  hon.  friend  has  to 
come  down  to  that  from  his  sweeping 
assertion  that  there  has  been  extravagance 
in  the  erection  of  public  buildings,  he  has 
not  successfully  proved  his  case  when  he 
only  refers  to  one  smill  building  across 
the  Ottawa  River.  My  hon.  friend  knows 
that  every  public  building  erected  in  the 
Dominion,  especially  in  Nova  Scotia,  has 
been  a  public  benefit  There  should  be 
public  buildings  in  every  county,  and  I  am 
surprised  that  more  of  them  have  not  been 
built  For  instance,  in  the  town  of 
Lunenburg  there  should  be  a  substantial 
post-office  building  erected  for  the  con- 
venience of  the  public.  When  my  hon. 
friend  denounces  the  construction  of 
substantial  buildings  of  this  kind,  he  can- 
not be  doing  it  in  the  interests  of  the 
country.  My  hon.  friend  must  be  hard 
up  for  an  argument  when  he  introduces 
the  Short  Line  Railway  into  a  debate  on  a 
question  like  this.  I  believe  that  the 
Short  Line  Railway  project  is  before  the 
Government  now,  and  when  it  comes 
before  Parliament  that  will  be  a  proper 
time  to  enter  into  a  discussion  upon  it 
Then  with  respect  to  the  Pacific  Railway, 
I  do  not  know  what  my  hon.  friend's 
policy  is  with  regard  to  it;  but  he 
tells  us  he  believes  that  the  troops  sent  to 
the  North-West  to  quell  the  insurrection 
could  have  been  sent  there  through  the 
United  States.  I  do  not  know  what 
greater  knowledge  or  wisdom  he  would 
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possess  on  that  question  than  the  Govern- 
ment, or  other  members  of  this  House. 
We  all  know  that  the  experience  we  had 
on  a  previous  occasion  would  not  justify 
us  in  asking  the  Government  at  Washing- 
ton to  allow  us  to  pass  our  troops  through 
United  States  territory  the  second  time. 
We  cannot  forget  that  at  the  time  of  the 
Red  River  troubles,  when  we  tried  to  pass 
our  troops  through  the  canal  at 
Sault  St.  Marie,  that  privilege  was 
refused,  and  we  ought  to  be  thankful 
that  on  mis  oc  n^inn  we  did  not 
require  to  i.sk  fo;  .my  such  privileges. 
Then  the  hon.  mtinlx.r  proceeded  to  tell 
us  that  all  the  iroiih.j  in  the  North- West 
was  brought  about  by  the  blundering  of 
the  Government.  I  am  surprised  at  my 
hon.  friend  attempting  in  a  debate  of  this 
kind,  to  make  such  an  assertion  without 
any  evidence  whatever  to  support  it.  We 
might  as  well  say  that  the  Grits,  the 
Farmers'  Union  of  the  North-West,  have 
been  instrumental  in  bringing  about  the 
rebellion,  and  I  believe  when  the  facts 
come  out  it  will  be  found  to  be  the  case. 
Everything  the  Opposition  could  do  to 
ruin  the  railway  and  produce  discontent  in 
the  North- Wiest  they  have  done.  This 
Farmers'  Union  is  known  throughout  the 
length  and  breadth  of  the  country  to  be 
composed  of  Grits  who  are  antagonistic  to 
the  prosperity  of  the  Dominion ;  therefore, 
I  could  with  greater  justice  say  that  the 
disturbance  in  the  North-West  was  brought 
about  by  the  Grits  than  my  hon.  friend 
can  assert  that  it  was  due  to  the  blunder- 
ing of  the  Government.  I  do  not  say  so, 
of  course,  but  my  hon.  friend  has  gone  far 
beyond  what  he  had  a  right  to  say  in 
making  such  a  statement.  The  hon. 
member  from  Woodstock  talks  about 
building  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  six 
years  ahead  of  the  proper  time  for  its 
completion.  Does  he  not  know  that  it  is 
in  the  public  interest  that  it  should  be 
built  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  prevent 
the  possibility  of  a  recurrence  of  troubles 
in  the  North-West  ?  Does  he  not  know 
that  all  the  money  which  has  been  invest- 
ed in  that  great  highway  will  be  lost  to  the 
country  until  the  line  is  completed.^ 
Does  he  not  know  that  it  is  in  the  interest 
not  only  of  this  Dominion  but  of  the 
whole  Empire  to  have  it  completed,  and 
the  sooner  it  is  completed  the  better  it 
will  be  for  the  people.     Until  we  have  the 
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main  line  completed  and  other  lines  con- 
structed in  the  North-West  we  cannot  be 
surprised  if  the  Indians  are  an  aggressive 
and  disturbing  element.  It  is  only  by 
opening  up  that  country  and  encouraging 
the  rapid  settlement  of  the  fertile  prairies 
of  the  west  that  we  can  expect  to  have 
peace  and  prosperity  prevailing  in  those 
remote  territories,  and  I  am  surprised  at 
the  hon.  member  from  Halifax  at 
this  time  of  day  endeavoring  to  attribute 
the  troubles  which  have  unhappily  arisen 
in  the  North-West,  and  which  we  have  all 
felt  have  been  an  injury  to  every  province 
of  the  Dominion,  to  misgovemment 
From  every  part  of  Canada  troops  have 
gone  forth  to  suppress  the  insurrection, 
and  the  occasion  has  demonstrated  that 
in  all  parts  of  the  Dominion,  the  people 
feel  that  they  have  a  common  interest  in 
that  great  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  regret  that  I 
was  not  present  to  hear  the  opening  re- 
marks of  the  hon.  member  from  Ottawa. 
I  did  not  imagine  that  this  resolution,  as 
it  was  brought  before  the  House,  would 
lead  to  a  general  discusssion  of  the  financial 
condition  of  the  country  ;  otherwise,  I 
should  certainly  have  been  in  my  place, 
and  would  have  been  glad  to  listen  to  the 
statements  he  made.  But  I  have  gathered 
some  of  them  from  what  the  hon.  gentle- 
man has  said  himself  since  I  entered,  and 
I  have  heard  others  referred  to  by  those 
who  supported  and  those  who  replied  to 
him.  I  believe  the  general  course  which 
has  been  taken  by  the  hon.  member  and 
his  friends  has  been,  on  subjects  of  this 
kind,  10  dwell  largely  on  the  alarming  in- 
crease of  the  public  debt.  They  have 
painted  in  very  dark  colors  the  present 
condition  of  the  country,  and  have  pre- 
dicted for  the  1  )ominion  great  misfortunes, 
owing  to  the  probable  position  in  which 
it  would  be  placed  under  the  constant  in- 
crease of  the  debt,  and  the  loss  of  the 
public  credit.  It  strikes  me  that  if  there 
is  one  thing  more  than  another  calculated 
to  alarm  investors  in  the  public  debt,  it 
is  the  dark  colors  in  which  the  gentlemen 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  have 
habitually  painted  the  prospects  of 
Canada.  From  my  first  acquaintance  with 
public  life,  I  have  seen,  with  great  regret, 
that  that  course  has  always  been  pursued 
by  the  hoa    member  and    his    friends 
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whenever  any  discussion  came  up  in 
which  the  interests  of  Canada  were  in- 
volved. The  key-note  was  given  by  the 
budget  speech  of  1874,  in  which  a  very 
able  and  ingenious  man,  then  intrusted 
with  the  management  of  our  finances,  de- 
voted the  main  part  of  his  speech 
to  depicting  the  unfortunate  position 
of  the  country  and  predicting  its  speedy 
ruin.  I  cannot  imagine  anything  which 
could  have  been  better  calculated  to  alarm 
the  public  mind  than  the  statement  made 
by  that  hon.  gentleman  on  that  occasion  ; 
it  was  a  period  of  general  depression  and 
disaster,  and  it  was  not  at  all  to  be  won- 
dered at  after  such  a  statement,  that 
when  the  hon.  gentleman  went  to  England 
to  negotiate  a  loan  he  was  compelled  to 
sacrifice  the  four  per  cents  of  Canada  at 
less  than  87  j4  cents  on  the  dollar.  He 
had  painted  the  condition  of  Canada  as 
being  so  desperate  in  order  to  discredit 
his  predecessors  in  the  Governnttent,  that 
he  was  compelled  to  make  a  sacrifice  of 
12^  per  cent,  on  the  loan  of  1876,  of 
;j^2, 500,000,  and  as  compared  with  the 
price  of  the  loan  of  ;^5,ooo,ooo  just  com- 
pleted, a  loss  of  over  $1,500,000.  That 
was  the  difference  between  the  loan  made 
by  my  hon.  friend's  Finance  Minister  and 
the  loan  complained  of  as  having  been 
made  by  the  present  Finance  Minister. 

We  hear  a  good  deal  about  the  increase 
of  the  public  debt  There  is  no  doubt 
about  the  increase,  and  it  will  continue  to 
increase  as  Canada  grows,  improves  and 
expands,  with  the  great  North- West  to  be 
developed,  railways  to  be  built  through  it 
and  other  improvements  to  be  made.  It 
is  perfectly  natural  and  necessary  that  the 
public  debt  should  increase,  and  whenever 
the  public  expenditure  ceases  to  increase 
then  the  prosperity  of  the  country  will 
have  reached  its  climax  and  we  will  have 
become  a  dead  instead  of  a  prosperous 
and  progressive  people.  But  we  must  look 
at  the  other  side ;  if  the  debt  increases  we 
get  value  for  it  It  is  a  very  one-sided 
view  also  to  take  to  say  that  the  yearly 
expenditure  has  increased  by  leaps  and 
botmds.  It  has  increased  largely,  there  is 
no  doubt  about  that  either.  When  the 
hon.  gentleman  opposite  came  into  power 
the  yearly  public  expenditure  was  $23,- 
3 1 6, 3 1 6.  It  has  increased  from  that  about 
$8,000,000  at  the  present  time.  A  very 
considerable  mcrease  was  made  during  the 


administration  of  the  gentlemen  who  held 
power  up  to  1878,  the  Government  of 
which  my  hon.  friend  was  a  member. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Oh  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Oh  yes,  I  can 
give  the  hon.  gentleman  the  figures.  There 
is  another  thing  I  can  tell  him  :  there  was 
a  studied  attempt  in  1878  to  cut  down  the 
expenditure  for  the  purpose  of  making  a 
show  before  the  people,  and  what  was  it 
taken  from  ?     From  the  Militia,  $428,000 
in  one  year;    from   the  Public  Works, 
$686,000  in  one  year.     Those  were  not 
legitimate  economies.     Those  were  sav- 
ings that  had  to  be  made  good  by  subse- 
quent outlay,   and  the  hon.   gentleman 
knows  it.     He  knows  that  to  reduce  the 
militia  expenditure    in    one   year    fi^om 
$978,000  to  $550,000  was  a  false  economy 
and  had   an   injurious  effect  upon    the 
niilitia  organization ;  that  the  sudden  re- 
duction   of   the   expenditure   on  public 
works,     chargeable     to    revenue,    from 
$1,950,000  to  $1,262,000,  was  injurious  to 
the  public  interests,  and  was  intended  to 
cover  extravagance  in  expenditure  else- 
where. If  he  looks  at  the  Public  Accounts 
he  will  find  that  my  statement  is  perfectly 
correct      Then  while  the  yearly  public 
expenditure  has  increased  with  us,  there 
have  been  large  increases  on  the  other 
side  of  the  account     It  must  be  remem- 
bered that  if  the  expenditure  on  revenue 
account  has  increased,  it  has  been  mainly 
in   the  expenses  of  running  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway,  in  the  post  office  ex^ 
penditure,   and  other  items  of  expense 
connected  with    public    works;   but  we 
have  been  getting  an  increased  revenue 
from  those  sources.  Of  course  the  general 
public  expenditure  will  be  swollen,  but  on 
the  other  side  there  is  a  compensation  in 
an  increased  revenue.     I  will   not  make 
an  exhaustive  statement  on  these  matters 
now.     I  will  take  some  other  time  for  that 
purpose  when  we  have  a  discussion  which 
seems  to  be  more  germane  to  those  ques- 
tions ;   but  I  will  state  that  there  have 
been  increases  in  the  yearly  revenue  from 
customs  and  excise,  since    the    present 
Government  came  into  power,   of  how 
much  does  the  hoa  gentleman  think? 
Nearly  $11,000,000  in  '82-83,   and  of 
$7,000,000  last  year.     That  increase  of 
nearly  $32,000,000  in  the  aggregate,  as 
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compared  with  the  year  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  which  the  hon.  gentleman  was  a 
member  went  out  of  power,  is  stated  in 
the  Public  Accounts. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  made  that  state- 
ment 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  want  to  em- 
phasize that  statement,  and  to  show  that 
an  increase  of  the  public  expenditure 
is  an  absolute  necessity  with  an  in- 
crease of  revenue.  In  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway  there  has  been  an 
increase  of  $1,200,000,  and  of  course 
there  must  be  an  increase  in  the  working 
expenses  of  that  road.  The  revenue  from 
the  Post  Office  Department  has  increased 
by  $600,000,  and  there  must  be  an  in- 
crease of  expenditure  in  extending  the 
postal  service  in  a  young  country  like 
ours.  In  opening  up  the  countiy  the 
original  increase  in  opening  new  post 
offices  will  far  outrun  the  revenue  derived 
from  them.  That  is  a  necessity  of  the  coun- 
try, it  cannot  be  avoided  ;  it  is  one  of  those 
things  upon  which  no  unfavorable  criticism 
can  be  &irly  bestowed.  It  is  not  desirable 
on  either  side  that  we  should  exaggerate 
^ose  things  to  the  disadvantage  of  the 
Government  in  power  and  of  the  country, 
because  every  statement  of  this  kind  is  an 
attack  upon  the  country.  The  hon. 
gentleman  has  also  stated  that  there  has 
been  a  vast  increase  of  the  public  debt 
There  is  an  increase  in  the  public  debt 
It  has  been  stated  and  contended  upon 
public  platforms  everywhere  by  the  hon, 
gentleman's  friends,  that  when  this  Gov- 
<emment  was  formed  the  public  debt  was 
only  $77,000,000,  and  that  it  has  now  in- 
creased almost  three-fold.  What  is  the 
use  of  an  argument  like  that  ?  The  debt 
•of  $77,000,000  meant  the  aggregate  debt 
•of  the  pruvmces ;  it  did  not  mean  any- 
tiiing  that  the  new  Dominion  had  done  or 
had  to  da  It  did  not  include  the 
building  of  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way or  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  the 
.construction  of  lighthouses  and  harbors, 
the  acquisition  and  development  of  the 
North-West,  nor  meeting  the  necessi- 
ties that  arose  in  order  to  put  this  Dom- 
inion in  a  position  to  give  it  the  commer- 
cial importance  to  which  it  was  entitled. 
There  was  no  blame  attachable  to  any- 
body for  the  increase  of  the  public  debt 
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It  was  a  meritorious  increase,  and  not  only 
that,  but  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  that 
between  1867  and  1874  that  increase  was 
justified  by  the  pessimist  Finance  Minister, 
who  came  into  power  in  1873-74,  when  be 
went  to  London  to  make  his  ftrst  loan. 
He  stated  that  the  whole  public  debt  of 
Canada  was  represented  not  by  the  ex- 
penses of  a  cruel  war  which  had  left 
nothing  but  wreck  and  bloodshed  behind 
it,  but  by  public  works  and  improvements, 
all  of  which  he  said  were  value  for  the 
amount  at  which  they  stood  in  the  Public 
Accounts,  and  were  not  only  beneficial  to 
the  country  but  were  beneficial  to  the 
great  empire  of  which  Canada  was  a 
part. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— That  was 
the  bright  side  of  the  shield. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— That  was  the 
right  side» 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— It  was  the  silver 
side,  and  the  true  side.  In  Canada  he 
showed  that  there  was  a  brazen  side  to  all 
this,  that  his  predecessors  had  wasted  the 
public  money  and  that  we  had  incurred 
obligations  which  had  brought  the  country 
to  the  verge  of  ruin.  The  hon.  gentleman 
will  remember  that  our  imminent  danger 
was  shown  with  a  great  deal  more  glibness 
circumstantiality  and  plausibility  then  than 
it  is  pointed  to  now  by  my  hon.  friends 
who  are  criticizing  this  Bill ;  but  it  is  the 
same  tone  which  runs  throughout,  the 
same  dark  view  of  things,  the  same  desire 
in  some  way  or  other  to  belittle  the  con- 
dition of  the  country,  the  same  apparent 
intention  to  create  distrust  in  the  minds  of 
the  public.  Why  else  does  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman compare  our  loans  with  the 
loans  of  some  particular  colony  in  Aus- 
tralia? Why  does  he  attempt  to  show 
unpatriotically  that  we  cannot  borrow 
money  in  the  English  markets  as  well  as 
it  can  be  borrowed  by  some  of  the  Aus- 
tralian colonies?  He  knows  very  well 
that  when  he  makes  a  quotation  of  prices 
in  the  stock  exchange  he  quotes  the  retail 
price  where  the  investor  comes  in  and 
buys  one  thousand,  or  two,  or  three  thou- 
sand pounds  of  bonds.  He  knows  that 
is  not  the  wholesale  price,  and  that  no 
loan  of  five  or  six  million  pounds  can  be 
made  at  the  current  price  at  which  stocks 
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are  sold  at  retail  by  the  brokers  in  Lom- 
bard Street  Every  intelligent  man  knows 
it  who  applies  his  candid  common  sense 
to  the  subject  What  are  the  prices  of 
those  stocks  ?  The  retail  price  of  Cana- 
dian four  per  cents,  in  May  was  102  to 
104^  and  Australian  fours  were  99  to 
loi.  That  was  the  retail  price.  A 
thousand  fluctuations  take  place  in  so 
sensitive  an  atmosphere  as  the  London 
money  market,  as  the  hon.  gentleman 
knows  very  well  He  knows  if  a  loan 
had  been  forced  on  the  English  market 
to  weeks  ago  when  there  was  a  prospect 
of  a  gigantic  war  with  Russia,  when 
there  was  a  necessity  for  England  to 
raise  an  immense  amount  to  meet  the 
expenses  of  the  Egyptian  campaign,  and 
when  general  distrust  prevailed  through- 
out the  world,  that  Canada  would 
have  been  at  a  great  disadvantage  and 
whatever  quotations  he  had  of  stocks 
three  months  before  would  have  been  no 
criterion  of  the  value  of  a  loan  which 
would  then  be  forced  on  the  market 
Fortunately  it  was  not  necessary  to  borrow 
then.  Fortunately  the  cloud  of  war  had 
been  dispersed  and  the  transaction  has 
been  made  now  for  Canada  on  most  favor- 
able terms,  in  spite  of  the  croakings  of 
the  Opposition  and  their  attacks  upon  the 
Government;  in  spite  of  the  position 
which  has  been  taken  by  the  Opposition 
in  the  other  House ;  in  spite  of  the  en- 
deavor if  possible  fo  paralyze  the  powers 
of  the  Government  in  view  of  the  large 
borrowing  that  was  necessary  —  and 
necessary,  I  undertake  to  say,  for  purposes 
which  will  commend  themselves  to  the 
people  of  Canada,  however  they  may  be 
objected  to  by  the  minority  in  both 
Houses — in  spite  of  all  those  vaticinations 
of  coming  disaster — ^a  loan  has  been  made 
which  redounds  to  the  credit  of  the  coun- 
try and  the  astuteness  of  the  Financs 
Minister,  and  for  which  the  Government 
are  entitled  to  the  highest  credit.  He  has 
converted  a  loan  of  $25,000,000,  now 
fsdling  due,  from  five  per  cent  to  four  per 
cent,  and  instead  of  selling  that  four 
per  cent  loan  at  87  J4 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  hon.  gentle- 
man is  not  putting  the  case  fairly.  Does 
he  mean  to  tell  me  that  it  is  fair  to  draw 
a  comparison  between  the  position  of 
the    market  now   and    the    position    of 


the    market     seven     or      eight     years 
ago. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Yes,  not  only 
perfectly  fair,  but  it  is  more  than  that, 
because  there  has  been  a  persistent 
attempt  for  the  last  5  or  7  years  to 
injure  and  destroy  the  credit  of  the 
country,  and  the  English  money  market 
is  affected  still  by  rumors  of  war. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  say  yes,  and 
my  statement  will  be  sustained  by  every 
fair-minded  roan.  When  the  loan  was 
negotiated  in  1876  money  had  been  as  it 
has  been  lately  a  drug  in  the  market. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Oh  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— The  lowest  rate 
of  •interest  had  then  ruled  in  the  money 
market  of  England  for  months  and  months, 
following  great  stagnation  of  busi- 
ness and  paralysis  of  trade  as  it 
always  does-^the  lowest  rate  of  interest 
that  had  ruled  for  years.  I  appeal 
to  the  commercial  men  who  are  still  ih' 
this  House  to  corroborate  what  I  have 
stated.  At  present  there  is  a  low  rate  of 
interest  All  commercial  and  mercantile 
transactions  are  governed  very  largely  by 
the  state  of  public  confidence.  There  has 
been  a  general  over-trading ;  there  has 
been  a  re-action  from  that  over-trade ; 
there  has  been  a  want  of  confidence,  and 
there  has  resulted  from  that  an  immense 
piling  up  of  capital  in  the  money  centres. 
Free  Trade  and  Protectionist  countries 
have  suffered  alike.  In  New  York  a  rate  of 
interest  has  ruled  for  the  last  year  lower  than 
has  ever  been  known  in  the  history  of  the 
United  States  before.  My  hon.  friend 
who  sits  directly  opposite  me  (Mr.  Ross) 
who  watches  commercial  transactions 
throughout  the  world  knows  that  I  am 
stating  what  is  exactly  the  case.  The 
rate  of  interest  has  been  reduced  by  the 
Bank  of  England  to  2j[jf  per  cent ;  in  the 
open  market  it  is  as  low  as  one  per  cent, 
but  it  is  not  upon  transactions  of  this  kind 
which  are  under  consideration.  It  is 
upon  daily  transactions  where  bankers 
loan  their  money  upon  securities  available 
at  any  moment  to  take  advantage  of  any 
change  in  the  market     There  is  money 
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piled  up  in  London  by  those  who  are 
afraid  to  make  any  investment  The  loan 
has  been  negotiated  tor  Canada  with  its 
rebellion  going  on ;  with  a  paralysis  in  its 
Parliamentary  affairs;  with  a  statement 
that  we  are  ruining  ourselves  by  building 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  with  the 
statement  that  we  were  adding  to  the 
public  debt  in  such  a  way  as  to  largely 
mcrease  the  burdens  of  the  people  and 
make  them  almost  intolerable ;  in  spite  of 
all  this  we  have  borrowed  $25,000,000  at  a 
better  rate  than  any  loan  that  has  yet  been 
made,  because  we  must  not  judge  by  the 
rate  of  interest  to  be  paid  but  by  the  pro- 
ceeds of  the  loan.  When  we  speak  of  a  4 
per  cent  loan  it  is  very  well,  but  when  we 
know  it  has  been  negotiated  at  87^,  it 
takes  the  merit  from  that  transaction  very 
materially.  It  not  only  makes  a  high 
rate  of  interest,  a  rate  equal  to  5  per 
cent,  but  it  damages  the  credit  of 
the  country  and  it  does  not  bring 
into  the  treasury  the  amount  of  money 
which  we  should  receive.  It  increases 
the  debt  without  giving  us  the  proceeds 
which  it  ought  to  produce.  I  never  have 
been  in  £aivor  ot  making  a  loan  at  a  large 
discount  I  think  it  is  financially  a  mis- 
take, and  I  am  very  glad  that  the  present 
Finance  Minister  has  abandoned  that  idea 
and  made  his  loan  at  a  rate  of  interest 
which  brought  just  about  par.  I  have  no 
doubt  the  time  will  come  when  we  will  be 
able  to  borrow  money  at  less  rates.  I 
think  that  under  all  the  circumstances  the 
country  and  the  Government  are  to  be 
congratulated  that  the  loan  which  has 
lately  been  effected  by  Sir  Leonard  Tilley 
has  been  negotiated  at  so  favourable  a  rate, 
and  I  expect  the  money  which  is  to  be 
borrowed  under  the  resolutions  which  have 
given  rise  to  this  debate,  will  be  made  on 
equally  favorable  terms,  and  I  believe  it  is 
a  meritorious  loan  for  meritorious  puposes. 
I  think  it  is  for  purposes  which  we 
could  not  have  avoided.  I  do  not 
at  all  believe  in  the  statements  of 
hon.  gentlemen  that  we  have  made  a 
mistake  in  hurrying  on  the  construction  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  I  believe 
that  if  that  railway  is  to  be  of  any  use  to 
the  country  it  should  be  built  as  rapidly 
as  engineering  skill  could  construct  it 
The  sooner  it  is  through  the  better. 
Everybody  knows  that  the  whole  of  the 
great  west  of  the  United  States  has  been 
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built  up  by  the  rapid  construction  of  rail* 
ways.  They  did  not  wait  for  ten  years, 
and  build  a  hundred  miles  at  a  time. 
They  ran  their  roads  through  before 
population  had  begun  to  pour  into  the 
country.  The  railway  preceded  popula* 
tion,  it  did  not  follow  it.  In  all  cases 
where  the  west  has  been  settled  up,  it  has 
been  by  the  railways  preceding  population. 
That  is  the  policy  that  has  been  adopted 
here,  and  where  would  we  have  been  in 
the  month  of  March,  and  the  early  part  of 
April,  last,  if  we  had  listened  to  the 
earnest  persuasion  of  the  able  and 
eloquent  leader  of  the  Opposition,  who 
spent  hours  in  the  discussions  in 
1880-81,  upon  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  resolutions  and  contract,  try- 
ing to  show  us  that  it  was  absolute 
madness  to  construct  that  road  round  the 
north  shore  of  Lake  Superior,  Where 
would  we  have  been  if  we  had  accepted 
that  policy  ?  We  would  have  made  the 
western  section  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  a  feeder  to  the  railways  of  the 
United  States,  and  once  its  traffc  got  there 
we  in  the  eastern  part  of  Canada  would 
never  have  heard  of  it  again ;  it  would 
never  have  come  back  to  us.  And  if  it 
had  not  been  for  the  persistence  with 
which  we  determined  that  there  should  be 
no  railway  or  that  it  should  be  a  con- 
tinuous line  through  Canada,  we  would 
have  been  perfectly  powerless  when  the 
red  hand  of  rebelliocr  was  raised  in  the 
North- West,  and  it  was  calculated,  cruelly 
and  cooly  calculated,  that  it  would  be  at 
least  two  months  before  troops  could  be 
sent  through  from  eastern  Canada  to  sup> 
press  that  rebellion. 

That  was  the  calculation,  but,  thank 
heaven,  that  calculation  was  defeated — 
was  frustrated  by  the  construction  of  the 
road  round  the  north  shore  of  Lake 
Superior,  and,  having  heard  the  criticisms 
on  that  line,  having  heard  the  doubt  ex- 
pressed as  to  whether  the  work  was  going 
on  in  good  faith,  I  must  confess  that  I 
was  greatly  surprised  when  I  found  that 
even  with  the  inadequate  means  that  the 
road  then  possessed  it  was  able  to  trans- 
port troops  from  Quebec,  Montreal  and 
Ottawa  within  the  space  of  one  week  to 
Winnipeg,  and  thence,  sent  forward  to  the 
seat  of  war.  And  the  rebels  and  those 
concerned  in  the  rebellion — not  only  the 
rebels  themselves,  but  the  men  who  stood 
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behind  them  chuckling  over  the  possibility 
that  the  great  North-West  would  be  lost  to 
Canada,  were  greatly  disappointed  and 
greatly  surprised  when  they  heard  the 
news  of  the  arrival  of  the  troops  in  Winni- 
peg, and  those  who  had  encourag- 
ed the  rising  skulked  back  to 
their  homes,  and  I  trust  before 
the  investigation  is  over  we  shall 
find  them  and  brand  them  as  they 
deserve.  To  show  how  very  loosely 
statements  are  made  in  this  House,  I  shall 
refer  to  one  statement  that  was  made  in 
my  hearing  while  the  discussion  was 
going  on  here.  A  gentleman  who  is  less 
noted  for  the  accuracy  of  his  figures  than 
the  animus  that  inspires  his  attacks*  and 
who  is  not  now  in  the  House,  and  to 
whom  I  will  not  reply  when  the  question 
of  accuracy  is  concerned,  talked  of  the 
Intercolomal  Railway  and  the  cost  of  it 
being  $38,000,000,  and  a  voice  on  the 
other  side — ^the  amiable  voice  of  my  hon. 
friend  the  senior  member  from  Halifax, 
that  supplemented  that  statement  by  saying 
the  cost  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  was 
$40,000,000.  We  have  nothing  to  go  by 
except  the  public  accounts.  Our  imagina- 
tions are  not  allowed  to  travel  outside  of 
the  record  when  we  wish  to  state  facts  and 
figures.  The  public  accounts,  if  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  choose  to  look  at  them, 
will  show  that  the  expenditure  on  capital 
account  instead  of  being  $40,000,000 
is  $29,486,027,  a  trifling  difference  of 
only  $11,000,000;  but  that  does  not 
amount  to  anything  when  statements 
of  this  kind  are  being  made  for  the 
purpose  of  influencing  public  opinion. 
Such  statements  are  made  at  hap  hazard, 
without  reference  to  the  figures  and,  ad 
uno  Usee  amnes,  when  you  hear  a  hazardous 
statement  like  that,  it  is  difficult  to  place 
£uth  in  any  statements  of  figures  when 
made  by  gentlemen  who,  to  say  the  least, 
are  so  inexact  in  a  statement  which  is  so 
easily  verified  as  this.  The  public  debt  in 
i^73'74»  when  the  late  Government  came 
into  power,  was  $  119,000,00a  The  net 
debt  in  1879  was  $143,000,000,  an 
increase  of  $24,000,000,  with  very 
little  to  show  for  it  except  in  the  construc- 
tion of  the  Intercolonial  Railway.  Very 
little  money  had  been  spent  upon  the 
Pacific  RaUway,  and  that  which  was 
expended  was  not  expended  to  the  credit 
of  the  First  Minister  of  the  country  at  that 


time.  It  was  spent  very  much  to  his 
discredit,  and  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  so. 
I  happened  to  be  chairman  of  the 
committee  which  investigated  the  expendi- 
ture between  Red  River  and  Fort 
William ;  I  was  able  to  show  to  the 
country  that  the  construction  of  sections 
of  that  road  was  b^un  without  surveys, 
without  estimates,  without  knowledge  of 
the  country,  without  knowledge  of  the 
route  upon  which  the  road  was  to 
be  located,  without  knowledge  of  the 
termmus  at  which  it  was  to  end  at  Red 
River.  I  was  able  to  show  that  estimates 
were  made  and  contracts  were  based 
upon  assumed  quantities  where  there 
had  never  been  a  quantity  ascertain- 
ed or  a  railway  engineer  upon  the 
ground  on  which  these  imaginary 
quantities  were  stated;  and  upon  those 
quantities  being  moneyed  out  a  general 
statement  of  the  cost  of  the  road  was 
made,  which  was  as  fallacious  as  the 
quantities  themselves.  I  was  able  to 
show  that  the  First  Minister,  in  appealing 
to  the  country  in  1877  and  1878,  said  he 
was  building  the  section,  from  Fort 
William  to  Red  River  at  half  the  cost  of 
the  Intercolonial  Railway,  for  $24,500  a 
mile,  upon  absolutely  baseless  data;  he 
never  had  a  survey ;  he  knew  nothing  of 
what  the  cost  would  be,  and  instead  of 
$24,500  a  mile  that  he  calculated 
upon,  it  cost  nearly  $40,000  a 
mile,  and  I  can  show  the  hon. 
gentleman  incontrovertible  proof  of  every 
word  I  am  stating.  That  was  the 
kind  of  expenditure  which  mcreased  the 
public  debt  up  to  1879.  ^^  ^^^  single 
contract  there  was  an  increase  in  the  earth- 
worth  from  80,000  cubic  yards  estimated, 
up  to  the  time  I  investigated  it,  to  nearly 
1,600,000  cubic  yards,  and  it  was  not  then 
nearly  finished ;  that  contract  was  made  at 
37  cents  a  cubic  yard.  There  were  only 
80,000  yards  called  for  under  the  contract, 
and  when  we  investigated  the  matter  there 
were  nearly  1,600,000  cubic  yards  done, 
and  over  1,200,000  yards  of  ordinary  earth* 
worth  to  be  done  before  the  contract  was 
completed.  That  was  on  contract  15.  On 
section  14  the  engineers  had  never  been 
at  the  end  where  the  contractors  com* 
menced  work ;  they  had  only  been  over 
some  13  miles  of  the  east  end  of  the  road 
That  contract  was  moneyed  out  at  $400,- 
000,  and  when  I  investigated  it,  it  had  cost 
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$770,000,  and  was  not  at  that  time  com- 
pleted. That  was  the  way  in  which  the 
public  debt  was  increased  between  1874 
-and  1879 ;  it  is  a  sample  of  the  kind  of 
railway  building  we  had  under  the  late 
Government  The  same  thing  happened 
on  the  Georgian  Bay  Branch ;  there  never 
.was  an  engineer  over  that  road  before  it 
was  contracted  for  by  the  late  Mr.  Foster. 
The  engineer  stated  that  he  had  not  been 
within  many  miles  of  the  track,  and  knew 
nothing  about  the  line.  At  the  terminus  of 
contract  14  on  Red  River,  if  the  line  had 
been  directed  less  than  five  miles  from 
where  it  was  located,  would  have 
saved  the  Government  $360,000.  Mr. 
Mackenzie  was  on  the  committee,  and  the 
late  Thomas  Oliver  was  on  the  committee. 
The  whole  of  these  facts  were  brought  out 
before  the  committee,  and  the  report  was 
made.  Those  gentlemen  dissented  from 
the  report,  but  they  were  present  on  the 
investigation,  and  the  facts  were  brought 
out,  and  could  not  be  gainsaid.  That 
expenditure  formed  part  of  the  public  debt 
from  1874  to  1879.  I  ^^^  "ot  intend  to 
refer  to  it,  I  have  done  so  only  by  way  of 
vindicating  the  present  Government  from 
the  charge  of  unnecessarily  increasing 
the  public  debt.  Now  what  has  been 
the  cause  of  the  increase  since  1879? 
I  may  say  that  the  expenditure  on  capital 
account  has  been  far  larger  than  the  in- 
crease of  the  debt.  During  the  period 
from  1874  to  1879  the  increase  of  the  debt 
was  larger  than  the  expenditure  on  capital 
account,  which  was  owing  to  the  fact  that 
there  was  a  deficit  every  year,  and  that 
deficit  had  to  be  made  up  by  borrowing 
money ;  but  since  1879  there  has  been  a 
surplus  which  has  been  expended  very 
largely  in  the  construction  of  works  pro- 
perly chargeable  to  capital  account  The 
debt  as  it  stood  on  the  ist  of  July  last, 
for  we  have  no  other  reliable  data  except 
the  general  statements  that  have  been 
made  with  respect  to  the  increase  of  the 
debt,  was  $182,000,000.  The  reduction 
of  interest  has  very  largely  relieved  the 
public  from  the  burden  of  that  increased 
debt  There  has  been  a  reduction  of  one 
half  of  one  per  cent,  nearly  in  the  general 
rate  of  interest  paid  upon  the  whole  public 
debt. 

Hon.  Mi^  SCOTT— I  drew  attention 
to  that  fact 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB. 


Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  am  very  glad 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  did  so ;  it  is  con- 
sistent with  his  usual  candour  in  dealing 
with  those  matters.  It  is  one  of  those 
things  that  cannot  be  ignored  in  a  discusr 
sion  of  the  public  debt,  and  I  say  again 
that  that  reduction  in  the  rate  of  interest 
has  been  made  in  spite  of,  not  aided  by 
Her  Majesty's  loyal  Opposition.  It  has 
been  made  by  the  sheer  force  of  the  real 
prosperity,  growth  and  credit  of  Canada,  in 
spite  of  all  the  attacks  that  have  been 
made  on  our  public  credit — attacks  that 
have  been  made  upon  it  through  the  Can- 
adian Pacific  Railway ;  through  the  North- 
SVest  where  there  has  been  a  constant 
endeavor  to  persuade  the  world  that  that 
country  has  been  so  badly  administered 
that  the  people  were  upon  Uie  eve  of  revo- 
lution everywhere,  and  the  wish  was  father 
to  the  thought,  and  the  thought  has  been 
£Either  largely  to  bringing  about  the  very 
state  of  affairs  which  has  been  predicted 
by  enemies  of  the  Government.  The 
increase  of  our  debt  has  been  from 
$143,000,000,  to  $182,000,000—  that 
is  an  increase  of  $39,000,000.  That 
money  has  gone  largely  into  the 
Pacific  Railway.  This  Government 
pledged  itself  to  construct  the  Pacific 
Railway.  The  people  twice  endorsed  by 
a  large  majority  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment The  Government  stand  supp>orted 
by  a  large  majority  of  the  representatives 
of  the  people  in  that  policy.  The  amount 
provided  for  in  these  resolutions  that  come 
up  to  us  is  partly  made  up  by  sums  that 
have  been  spent  on  the  Pacific  Railway, 
and  are  still  to  be  spent  on  it,  has  a  sanc- 
tion of  a  large  majority  of  the  House  of 
Commons — ^the  money  giving  power — the 
immediate  representatives  of  the  people. 
That  policy  has  been  endorsed ;  that 
policy  has  been  pursued,  and  I  venture  to 
say,  in  spite  of  all  the  adverse  criticisms 
of  the  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  opposite 
side,  that  policy  will  meet  with  the  accept- 
ance ot  the  country,  and  will  continue  to 
be  the  policy  of  the  country  whoever  may 
be  in  power.  I  do  not  believe,  if  the 
hon.  gentleman  and  his  friends  went  into 
power  to-morrow,  that  they  would  venture 
to  stop  the  building  of  the  road.  They 
dare  not  do  so ;  they  would  have  to  go  on 
with  it,  and  to  be  in  accord  with  the  feel- 
ings of  the  country,  it  should  be  built 
speedily  upon  the  principle  of  his  dat  qui 
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c^  dot — he  who  gives  a  benefit  to  the 
country  should  give  it  quickly  and  there- 
by double  its  advantages.  Population  is 
pouring  into  the  west  on  the  American 
side  below  the  line.  We  ought  to  give 
equal  facilities ;  we  have  had  no  opportu- 
nity yet  to  show  what  the  capacity  of  our 
road  is,  and  if  the  hon,  gentleman  will 
read  the  exhaustive  statement  that  was 
made  by  the  President  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  at  the  meeting  of  the 
shareholders  on  the  13th  of  this  month — 
if  he  will  read  it  with  the  candour  which 
diaracterizes  him,  he  will  see  that  our 
course  has  been  the  correct  and  the  proper 
one.  It  is  childish  to  talk  of  a  burden 
of  seven  or  eight  million  of  dollars 
a  year  being  thrown  on  the  country  for 
the  maintenance  of  that  road  The  posi- 
tion of  the  Pacific  Railway  from  the  ist 
of  January  to  the  ist  of  May  last,  as  com- 
pared with  the  previous  year,  is  $950,000 
better.  In  Winnipeg  alone  so  great  has 
been  the  prospect  of  business  that  the 
company  have  put  in  21  miles  of 
siding.  They  have  not  made  it  for  the 
purpose  of  empty  show,  but  to  accommo- 
date the  business  that  they  expect  to  get, 
and  they  will  get  it,  and  if  it  had  not  been 
for  this  unfortunate  insurrection  in  the 
North- West,  which  will,  no  doubt,  eventu- 
ally redound  to  the  benefit  of  that  country, 
we  would  now  see  that  road  loaded  with 
traffic.  I  say  that  the  money  expended 
on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  contract 
by  the  country,  has  been  well  expended — 
as  well  expended  as  if  every  dollar  had 
been  watched  by  special  expert  agents  of 
the  Government  I  have  in  my  posses- 
sion photographs  of  all  the  principal  works 
on  the  road,  and  I  say  that  there  is  no 
better  work  on  this  continent  than  that  on 
tibe  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  The  ab- 
surd statement  was  made  here  that  there 
was  a  grade  of  250  feet  to  the  mile  in  the 
mountain  ^section  of  that  road,  and  5  miles 
of  tunnel  Such  a  statement  is  worthy  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  whom  it  ema- 
nated. One  can  hardly  call  the  man  a 
gentleman,  who  deliberately  makes  such 
a  statement,  but  I  suppose  he  must  have 
quoted  from  the  atrocious  and  absurd 
pamphlet  attacking  the  road,  published 
anonymously  last  autumn,  where  such  a 
statement  was  made  by  the  author,  who 
writes  as  an  engineer,  but  evidently  can- 
not belong  to  that  profession.     The  facts 


aie,  that  in  order  to  connect  the  east  and 
west  line  for  construction  trains,  the  con- 
tractors built  a  temporary  track  of  5  miles 
at  any  grade — 250  feet,  or  any  grade  or 
curve  on  which  they  could  operate  a 
locomotive  for  the  time  being,  while  a 
tunnel  in  the  direct  line  of  some  2,20a 
feet  was  constructed  It  was  seized  upon 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  in  question,  who 
stated  here,  and  spread  through  the  re-^ 
ports,  that  there  were  grades  of  250  feet 
to  the  mile  on  the  Pacific  Railway,  and  a 
5-mile  tunnel  to  be  built  on  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway.  This  shows  the  nature 
of  the  attacks  which  have  been  made  on 
that  great  enterprise,  Now,  I  will  say 
that  the  Bill  which  has  been  brought  here 
has  been  sanctioned  by  the  other  House, 
the  money-giving  power  with  which  we 
are  associated.  I  say  that  the  resolutions 
on  which  it  is  founded  are  for  purposes 
which  will  commend  themselves  to  the 
judgment  of  the  country  at  this  moment,, 
and  will  bear  the  closest  criticism  and 
scrutiny.  I  challenge  that  scrutiny,  and 
I  challenge  that  criticism.  It  is  too 
late  now  to  make  the  further  remarks^ 
which  I  intend  to  make  at  some  other 
time,  with  respect  to  the  financial  position 
of  the  country,  and  when  the  opportunity 
offers  I  trust  I  may  be  pardoned  for  going 
into  it  at  some  greater  length,  and  then  I 
trust  I  will  be  able  to  show  that  whatever 
our  debt  may  be  we  have  got  good  value 
for  it — we  have  got  that  which  will  bring 
us  a  great  deal  more  than  we  shall  pay 
out  in  the  way  of  interest.  We  have  got 
that  which  is  to  be  the  making  of  our 
country,  and  but  for  the  indomitable  per- 
severance of  those  who  have  been  ouii 
leaders,  and  of  him  who  we  are  told  we 
obey  as  the  sheep  obey  the  bell-wether 
— but  for  the  indomitable  perseverance 
of  our  leaders,  the  project  would  have 
been  abandoned  in  despair  on  account 
of  the  persistent  opposition  which  has 
been  given  to  it  from  the  time  of  its  in- 
ception. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  challenge  my 
hon.  friend's  statement  that  it  was  not  fair 
to  draw  a  comparison  between  Sir  Richard 
Cartwright  raising  a  loan  in  1876,  and  Sir 
Leonard  Tilley's  loan  in  1885.  I  said  that 
the  value  of  money  was  entirely  different 
in  both  cases,  and  therefore  it  was  not  a 
fair  standard.     I  sent  out  for  a  paper  Xxy 
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get  the  value  of  American  4's  today,  and 
I  find  they  are  quoted  at  120;  in  1877 
their  4j4  per  cents,  were  only  worth 
104^.  What  I  said  was,  it  was  not  a 
fair  argument  that  was  used  because  the 
value  of  money  to-day  is  not  what  it 
was  in  1876,  and  in  proof  of  that  I  could 
quote  to  you  the  Consuls  of  the  various 
countries  of  Europe,  and  of  the  various 
States  which  are  more  akin  to  ours,  and 
which  show  that  their  4's  have  risen  20 
per  cent,  and  we  have  shared  in  the 
general  prosperity  and  in  the  general 
reduction  of  interest  I  drew  attention 
to  that  in  my  remarks — that  it  was  one  of 
the  great  blessings  that  Canada  had  the 
advantage  of;  that  Canada  was  paying 
less  for  its  public  debt  and  therefore  we 
were  in  a  position  to  borrow  more  now 
than  we  could  if  we  were  paying  larger 
interest 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— When  the  hon. 
gentleman  quotes  American  fours,  he  will 
remember  that  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment had  been  for  a  long  time  under  sus- 
pension ;  that  the  period  when  their  4  per 
cents,  were  low  was  a  period  when  they 
were  emerging  from  their  position  as  a 
non-specie-paying  country,  and  when  they 
were  still  suffering  from  the  result  of  that 
suspension,  and  the  prosperity  of  the 
country  had  not  counteracted  it  fully.  I 
call  the  hon.  gentleman's  attention  to  an- 
other fact ;  there  caiinot  be  properly  any 
comparison  between  the  prices  of  Cana- 
dian stocks  and  those  of  the  United  States, 
and  I  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  one  great 
reason.  There  is  a  general  banking  law 
in  the  United  States  which  compels  all  the 
banks  issuing  circulation,  to  deposit  securi- 
ies  of  the  United  States  with  the  public 
treasury  for  the  security  of  that  circulation. 
That  Act  which  is  now  in  full  operation 
has  made  a  constant  demand  for  United 
States  securities  and  keeps  up  the  price; 
There  are  $327,000,000  of  United  States 
bonds  in  deposit  in  the  banking  depart- 
ment at  Washington  for  the  security  of 
the  issues  of  the  banks  of  the  United 
States,  and  there  is  a  constant  demand  for 
those  securities  for  that  purpose,  and  we 
cannot  therefore  compare  the  price  of  the 
bonds  of  Canada  and  the  United  States, 
because  this  is  an  element  in  the  calcula- 
tion which  throws  it  entirely  out  I  find 
that  at  the  time  the  negotiation  was  made 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOIT. 


by  Sir  Richard  Cartwright  in  1876,  the  ' 
rate  of  interest  in  the  Bank  of  England 
was  2  per  cent,  and  that  it  remained  at 
2  per  cent  for  a  long  time,  and  he  sold 
the  4  per  cents,  of  Canada  for  87^  or 
less.  That  is  a  sufficient  answer  to  m^ 
hon.  friend's  argument  as  to  the  compan* 
son  between  the  two  loans.  That  is  an 
absolute  fact ;  I  stated  on  the  floor  of  the 
House  of  Commons  that  the  fours  of  '76 
did  not  net  over  87^,  and  I  challenged 
Sir  Richard  Cartwright  to  show  that  he 
got  more  than  87^.  I  showed  the  figuresi 
and  I  said,  "  If  I  am  wrong  the  hon.  gen« 
tleman  is  here  to  correct  me." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  third  time  and  passed 

SECOND  READINGS 

The  following  Bills  were  read  the 
second  time  without  debate,  on  the  under- 
standing that  they  would  be  explained  in 
committee : — 

Bill  (183),  "  An  Act  further  to  amend 
the  Steamboat  Inspection  Act  1882." 
(Sir  Alex.  Campbell) 

Bill  (119),  "  An  Act  further  to  amend 
the  Act  respecting  the  Inspection  of  Gas 
and  Gas  Meters."    (Sir  Alex.  Campbell) 

ENTRIES  IN  BOOKS  OF  ACCOUNT 
KEPT  BY  OFFICERS  OF  THE 
CROWN  BILL 

COMMONS  ABIENDMENTS  AGRESD  TO. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
that  the  amendments  made  by  the  House 
of  Commons  to  the  Bill,  "  An  Act  res- 
pecting Proof  of  Entries  in  Books  of  Ac- 
count kept  by  Officers  of  the  Crown,*  be 
concurred  in. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
amendments  were  concurred  in. 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  six  o'clock. 
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THE  SENATE. 

Oitawoy  Wednesday,  June  Iph,  1885. 

The  Speaksr  took  the  Chair  at  three 
o'clock  p^  m. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THIRD  READINGS. 

The  following  Bills,  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Commerce, 
-without  amendment,  were  read  the  third 
time  and  passed  without  debate : — 

Bill  (105),  "  An  Act  respecting  the 
Bank  of  British  Columbia."  (Sir  Alex. 
•Campbell). 

Bill  (117),  "An  Act  respecting  the 
Commercial  Bank  of  Windsor."  (Sir 
Alcr.  CampbeU). 

A  QUESTION  OF  PRIVILEGE. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Before  the  orders 
of  the  day  are  called  I  wish  to  say  a  word 
as  to  a  matter  personal  to  myself.  In  the 
comse  of  the  debate  yesterday  on  the  Loan 
Bill,  I  made  a  statement  with  respect  to 
the  cost  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway, 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Niagara 
said  was  incorrect  I  was  not  present  at 
the  time  the  hon.  gentleman  made  the 
statement,  but  I  understood  that  he  said 
•that  the  total  cost  of  the  road  up  to  date 
was  only  $29,ooo,ooa  I  beg  to  refer  the 
hon.  gentleman  to  the  report  of  the 
Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals  for  the 
year  ending  on  the  30th  June  last  At 
page  16  of  that  report  he  will  find  that  it 
js  stated  that  the  total  cost  of  the  road  and 
equipment  chargeable  to  capital  account, 
at  the  close  of  the  fiscal  year  1882-83,  ^- 
cording  to  last  year's  report,  was  $41,067,- 
252 ;  the  expenditure  charged  to  capital 
account  for  the  year  ending  1884,  was 
$1,514,979,  making  a  total  cost  up  to  30th 
June,  1884,  of  $42,582,231. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— How  much  of 
that  was  before  Confederation  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— None  before 
Confederation. 


Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB  — I  gave  the 
amounts  from  the  Public  Accounts  as  ex- 
pended on  capital  account  Whatever 
previous  expenditure  there  had  been  we 
were  not  talking  about ;  we  were  discus- 
sing the  increase  of  the  public  debt  since 
Confederation.  There  were  roads  taken 
in,  and  the  cost  of  those  roads  was  added 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— My  statement 
was  tliat  the  total  cost  of  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  had  been  about  $42,000,000. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— The  statement 
that  I  heard  from  the  hon.  gentleman  was 
simply  a  supplementary  remark  to  a  state- 
ment made  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
and  I  heard  the  hon.  gentleman  use  the 
words  "forty  millions  of  dollars."  I  had 
the  Public  Accounts  in  my  hands  which 
stated  the  amount  charged  to  capital  ac- 
count for  the  Intercolonial  Railway.  I 
know  nothing  about  any  previous  charges ; 
I  only  took  those  that  were  made  as  ap- 
plying to  the  time  we  were  discussing. 
We  were  discussing  the  finances  of  the 
Dominion  and  the  Dominion  debt,  and 
the  whole  argument  had  reference  to  the 
increase  of  the  Dominion  debt 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— I  think  the  hon, 
gentleman  will  find  that  what  swells  up 
the  amount  is  the  purchase  of  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  portion  of  the  road 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  have  a  great 
deal  of  respect  for  the  hon  gentleman's 
authority  on  the  subject,  but  I  take  it  that 
the  statement  of  the  Minister  of  Railways 
and  Canals  as  to  the  total  cost  of  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  is  more  reliable 
than  any  made  up  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Niagara. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  beg  the  hon, 
gentleman's  pardon,  I  am  not  making  any 
statement,  lam  taking  the  Public  Accounts. 
It  is  not  my  statement  in  any  sense.  He 
will  find  on  page  17  of  the  supplementary 
statements  of  the  Public  Accounts  that  the 
total  sum  represented  by  the  expenditure 
on  capital  account  for  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  is  $29,486,02 — ^and  not  to  put 
too  fine  a  point  upon  it,  90  cents. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— At  what 
date? 
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Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— The  year  ended 
30th  June,  1883-84 — the  last  statement  of 
the  Public  Accounts. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— It  must  in- 
clude the  branch  from  Riviere  du  Loup 
to  Point  Levis. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— Perhaps 
the  Minister  of  Justice  can  explain  how  it 
is  that  there  is  such  a  difference  between 
the  statement  of  the  Minister  of  Railways 
and  the  Public  Accounts  ? 

The  SPEAKER— Orders  of  the  day. 

AGRICULTURAL  FERTILIZERS 
BILL. 

second  reading. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (122),  "  An  Act 
respecting  Agricultural  Fertilizers.*'  He 
said — ^This  is  a  Bill  to  introduce  some 
regularity  and  thoroughness  in  the  sale  of 
agricultural  fertilizers.  The  Bill  proposes 
that  every  manufacturer  or  importer  of 
fertilizers  shall  send  a  sample  to  the 
Inland  Revenue  Department,  and  these 
samples  shall  be  examined.  The  inspector 
shall  go  once  a  year  to  the  manufacturer 
and  see  that  the  samples  which  are  being 
sent  to  the  Department  agree  with  the 
material  which  the  man  is  selling.  A 
certificate  shall  be  placed  on  each  package 
which  the  man  sells,  whether  it  be  a 
barrel  or  a  smaller  parcel,  stating  that  it 
contains  so  and  so,  and  the  public  will 
know  that  the  man  is  selling  fertilizers, 
the  component  parts  of  which  are  stated 
on  the  certificate  on  the  outside  of  the 
package.  It  provides  for  the  examination 
by  an  inspector  once  a  year,  or  oftener  if 
necessary,  of  the  materials  which  the  man 
is  selling  and  imposing  certain  penalties 
for  a  wilful  departure  from  the  terms  of 
the  Act  In  this  as  in  the  other  Bill  we 
discussed  a  few  nights  ago,  it  is  proposed 
that  a  variation  of  less  than  one  per  cent 
is  not  material.  I  think  the  hon.  member 
from  Prince  Edward  Island  (Mr.  Hay- 
thome)  who  took  part  in  the  discussion  on 
that  Bill  and  raised  that  question  came 
ultimately  to  the  conclusion  that  one  per 
cent  was  not  an  unfair  limit  In  this  Bill 
the  provision  is  given  with  more  particu- 


larity. It  provides  that  a  deficiency  of 
one  per  centum  of  the  ammonia  or  its 
equivalent  of  nitrogen,  or  of  the  phosphoric 
acid,  claimed  to  be  contained,  shall  not  be 
considered  as  evidence  of  fraudulent  intent 
That  seemed  not  to  be  an  unreasonable 
limit  If  we  find  it  necessary  we  can 
discuss  that  when  we  come  to  consider  the 
Bill  in  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  have 
looked  into  this  Bill,  being  myself  interested 
in  agriculture,  and  having  been  in  the 
habit  of  using  this  description  of  goods, 
and  I  think  the  Bill  is  a  very  useful  and 
necessary  one.  As  agriculture  improves 
in  this  country,  farmers  will  see  the 
necessity  of  adopting  artificial  fertilizers^ 
because  everyone  engaged  in  that  pursuit 
knows  how  difficult  it  is  to  furnish  a  suffi- 
cient quantity  of  manure  from  the  farm 
yard  and  otherwise.  He  finds  with  all  his 
best  efforts  it  is  impossible  for  him  to  do 
so.  Here  are  articles  offered  for  sale 
which  are  well  calculated  to  remedy  this 
deficiency.  Another  advantage  is  that  a 
new  industry  is  springing  up  amongst  us, 
particularly  in  the  vicinity  of  this  city,  that 
is  mining  phosphates  Now  these  phos- 
phates contain  the  fertilizing  element  which 
is  so  frequently  deficient  in  our  fields,, 
particularly  after  they  have  been  for  some 
time  under  cultivation.  When  using  arti- 
ficial fertilizers  it  is  most  essential  that  the 
farming  community  should  be  defended 
against  impositions  Nothing  is  more 
easy  than  to  adulterate  those  'fertilizers, 
and  perhaps  in  the  present  state  of  the 
trade  in  Canada  there  is  nothing  to  prevent 
farmers  being  imposed  upon  unless  a 
measure  of  this  sort  is  placed  upon  the 
Statute  Books  It  is  different  in  England.. 
The  farmers  there  have  the  means  of  defend- 
ing themselves  without  a  law.  Their  system 
is  this ;  a  dealer  furnishes  a  buyer  with  a 
sample  and  engages  that  the  bulk  of  what 
he  supplies  shall  be  of  equal  quality.  If 
the  farmer  finds  that  the  results  which  he 
expected  from  the  fertilizer  are  inadequate,, 
he  can  take  a  sample  to  an  analyst  and  if 
it  does  not  come  up  to  the  sample  on 
which  the  sale  was  made  he  can  prosecute 
the  dealer.  That  protection,  and  the  de- 
sire of  dealers  to  make  a  good  reputation,, 
are  amply  sufficient,  but  it  is  different 
here  where  everything  is  new  and  imper- 
I  fectly  understood.     It  is  quite  right  in  this> 
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country  that  Parliament  should  step  in 
with  a  law  of  this  description  to  protect 
the  interests  of  the  farmer.  I  agree  with 
all  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  except  that  one 
which  renders  it  unnecessary  for  a  sample 
sent  for  analysis  to  contain  exactly  the 
quantity  guaranteed  I  was  under  the 
impression,  when  I  saw  the  clause  at  first, 
that  the  percentage  was  too  large,  but  my 
hon.  friend  who  sits  near  me  showed  me 
my  mistake  on  that  point  Although  I  do 
not  now  believe  that  any  such  reduction 
is  necessary,  still  it  is  so  comparatively 
small  that  I  am  not  disposed  to  object  to 
the  Bill  on  that  ground 


Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH- 
analysts  to  be  paid.  ? 


-How  are  the 


Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELU- 
There  is  an  analyst  in  chief  here  who  is 
paid  by  the  Government  I  do  not  know 
what  deputies  he  may  have. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Are  they 
paid  by  fees  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
inspectors  are,  but  the  analyst  here  is  an 
officer  of  the  Department,  and  is  paid  by 
salary. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 

STEAMBOAT    INSPECTION  ACT 
AMENDMENT   BILL. 

third  reading. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  on  Bill  (133)  "An 
Act  further  to  amend  the  Steamboat  In- 
spection Act,  1882. ' 

In  the  Committee, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELLexplain 
ed  that  the  object  of  the  first  section  was 
to  provide  for  a  4th  class  of  engineers. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 
On  the  2nd  clause, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  ex- 
plained that  section  48  of  the  Steamboat 


Inspection  Act  was  amended  by  leaving 
out  the  word  "  marine."  It  had  been 
found  that  there  were  not  many  marine 
steam  engine  shops.  On  the  St  Lawrence 
and  the  great  lakes  there  are  no  marine 
steam  engine  shops,  the  marine  steam 
engine  not  being  the  kind  used  for  the 
most  part  on  the  ordinary  steamboats 
navigating  inland  waters.  It  was  propos- 
ed to  re-enact  the  clause  leaving  out  the 
word  "marine."  That  would  give  the 
person  employed  all  the  knowledge  neces 
sary  for  running  the  engines  ordinarily 
used  on  the  lake  and  river  craft. 

The  clause  was  adopted 
On  the  3rd  clause, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  ex- 
plained that  the  object  of  the  clause  was 
to  amend  the  45  th  section  of  the  Steam- 
boat Inspection  Act  by  adding  a  sub-sec- 
tion, making  the  same  provision  with  re- 
ference to  the  new  class  of  engineers  as 
already  existed  in  the  Act  with  reference 
to  the  ist,  2nd  and  3rd  class  engineers. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIRARD,  from  the  Com- 
mittee, reported  the  Bill  without  amend- 
ment. 

The  Bill  was  then  read  the  3rd  time  and 
passed 

INSPECTION  OF  GAS  AND  GAS 
METERS  BILL. 

third  reading 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (119),  "An 
Act  further  to  amend  the  Act  respecting 
the  Inspection  of  Gas  and  Gas  Meters." 

In  the  Committee, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said  : 
This  Bill  consists  of  only  one  clause,  the 
object  of  which  is  to  provide  that  where 
the  quality  of  gas  is  to  be  inspected, 
notice  need  not  be  given  to  the  person 
who  manufectures  it  In  the  Act,  as  it 
now  stands,  the  inspector  is  obliged  to 
give  notice  to  the  manufacturer  that  he 
will  at  such  a  day  be  in  attendance  for 
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the  purpose  of  inspecting  the  quality  of 
the  gas.  It  has  turned  out  in  practice,  as 
one  might  imagine,  that  that  is  not  the 
right  way  to  ascertain  the  quality  of  the 
gas — that  when  the  inspector  goes,  after 
having  given  24-hours  notice,  he  finds  the 
gas  go^,  although  the  quality  might  not 
have  been  good  24  hours  before  that 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL,  from  the  commit- 
tee, reported  the  Bill  without  amendment 

The  Bill  was  then  read  the  third  time 
and  passed. 

COLONIAL  AND  INDIAN  EXHIBI- 
TION,  LONDON,  BILL. 

THIRD  READING. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (i  26),  "An  Act 
to  provide  for  the  fitting  representation  of 
Canada  at  the  Colonial  and  Indian  Exhi- 
bition, to  be  held  in  London  in  the  year 
1886." 

In  the  committee, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
promised  at  the  last  stage  of  the  Bill  to 
give  some  information  to  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Prince  Edward  Island,  who 
asked  for  an  explanation  as  to  the  nature 
of  the  assistance  to  be  given  to  exhibitors 
who  propose  to  send  articles  to  the  ex- 
hibition. I  have  asked  for  the  information 
and  it  has  been  given  to  me  as  follows : — 

The  mode  proposed  to  assist  intending 
exhibitors  at  the  "Colonial  Indian  Ex- 
hibition," to  be  held  in  London  in  1886, 
consists  of  paying  the  freight  of  all  ex- 
hibits, whether  manufactured  or  natiiral 
products,  such  as  shall  be  accepted,  to 
London,  the  placing  of  such  exhibits  in 
position,  and  returning  them  back  to  their 
owners  in  Canada  at  the  cost  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, in  the  event  of  their  not  being 
sold  by  the  order  or  agent  of  the  owners. 

The  Government  also  undertakes  to  see 
that  proper  care  is  taken  of  all  exhibits 
during  the  exhibition ;  but  all  perishable 
articles  are  to  be  at  the  risk  of  the  own- 
ers, as  well  as  generally  any  damage  in- 
cident to  carriage  or  exposure  in  exhibi- 
tion. These  terms  have  been  generally 
accepted  as  being  exceedingly  liberal 

Agents  are  employed  to  collect  the  ex- 
hibits.   There  are  three  for  the  province 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX,  CAMPBELL. 


of  Ontario :  Mes8r&  R.  W.  Wright,  R. 
Pringle  and  Alex.  Leith  ;  two  for  the  Prov- 
ince of  Quebec :  Messrs.  S.  C.  Stevenson^ 
and  L.  Desjardins;  in  the  Maritime 
Provinces :  Mr.  W.  F.  Best  and  Mr.  W^ 
D.  Demock  ;  also  one  in  British 
Columbia :  Mr.  J.  Jessup.  These  agents 
have  been  actively  going  out  to  collect 
exhibits,  and  have  so  far  met  with  success. 
These  are  the  provisions  which  the 
Government  are  making  to  assist  the  ex- 
hibitors on  the  occasion  in  question.  I 
hope  my  hon.  friend  will  consider  them 
satisfactory.  The  whole  guarantee  will 
be  ^£^50,000,  and  as  ;£'io,ooo  is  to  £s^r 
000,  so  will  this  country  have  to  pay  in 
case  there  is  a  loss  at  the  exhibition  ;  but 
the  past  history  of  those  exhibitions  shows 
that  the  danger  of  loss  is  very  small,  and 
in  thb  instance,  I  hope,  instead  of  a  loss 
there  will  be  a  gain. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— When  are 
those  articles  for  exhibition  required  to  be 
prepared  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  — 
I  am  not  able  to  state  that,  but  due  notice 
of  it  will  be  given.  I  have  not  yet  got 
the  information.  Some  of  those  gentle- 
men whose  names  I  have  mentioned  as 
being  employed  as  agents,  are  now  in 
town,  and  they  will  shortly  lay  the  infor- 
mation before  the  Government  Ample 
notice  will  be  given,  however,  to  those 
who  intend  to  exhibit,  to  allow  them 
time  to  send  their  exhibits  forward. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH  —  Did  I 
understand  the  Minister  of  Justice  to  say 
that  by  this  Bill  Canada  is  acting  in  con- 
cert with  India  and  the  other  colonies  to 
guarantee  against  a  loss  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Yes  ; 
India  guarantees  ;^2o,ooo,  Canada  ;^io,- 
000,  and  the  other  colonies  of  the  Empire 
guarantee  ^^20,000,  making  the  total 
guarantee  ^£'50,000 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER,  from  the  Commit- 
tee, reported  the  Bill  without  amendment 

The  Bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  4  o'clock,  p.m. 
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THE  SENATE 

Ottaway  Thursday^  June  i8th,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

AGRICULTURAL  FERTILIZERS 
BILL. 

THIRD  READING. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (122),  "  An 
Act  respecting  Agricultural  Fertilizers." 

In  the  committee, 

On  the  5th  clause^ 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  notice  that  this 
clause  makes  provision  for  an  analysis  by 
the  chief  analyst.  The  committee  will 
remember  that  when  we  had  under  con- 
sideration the  Bill  with  respect  to  the 
adulteration  of  food,  we  found  in  it  a 
provision  that  the  analysis  of  articles  ob- 
tained for  the  purposes  of  examination 
should  be  first  made  by  the  local  analyst 
I  presume  there  is  good  reason  for  not 
adopting  that  course  in  the  present 
instance ;  but  the  Minister  will  probably 
tell  us  why  it  is  that  the  same  provision  is 
not  contained  in  this  Bill  ?  It  would  save 
expense  and  delay  if  the  importer  or  manu- 
facturer, say  in  Nova  Scotia  or  British 
Columbia,  were  allowed  to  have  the  articles 
analyzed  by  the  analyst  on  the  spot,  and 
not  compelled  to  send  them  to  the  Capital 
for  an  analysis. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— In 
the  case  of  food,  the  natural  course  would 
be  to  have  the  analysis  on  the  spot  where 
it  is  sold,  but  in  the  case  of  these  fertilizers 
they  want  a  sample  here  so  that  sales  may 
take  place  in  all  parts  of  the  country  on 
the  strength  of  the  analysis  made  here. 
The  Bill  provides  in  a  subsequent  clause 
that  the  man  who  vends  it  shall  put  a 
stamp  on  the  package  showing  what  it  is 
composed  of,  and  if  he  sells  any  prepara- 
tion that  b  not  up  to  his  own  mark,  or  up 
to  the  mark  of  the  public  analysist,  he 
shall  be  liable  to  a  penalty.    The  scheme 


here  seems  to  be  to  have  the  samples  all 
sent  to  the  headquarters  for  analysis ;  but 
in  the  case  of  food  it  would  be  useless  as 
it  might  spoil  on  the  way. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— The  chief 
analyst  is  paid  by  salary  instead  of  by 
fees? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH  — In  that 
case  it  would  save  the  party  having  the 
analysis  made  the  expense  of  fees  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  myself 
prefer  the  analysis  of  the  head  officer, 
though  it  may  cause  a  little  more  delay. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  presume  the 
difficulty  is  met  in  the  3rd  clause,  which 
provides  that  the  manufacturer  or  im- 
porter shall  himself  furnish  a  certificate  of 
analysts.  That  certificate  goes  to  the 
department,  and  is  presumed  to  be  re- 
liable until  the  chief  analyst  finds  out  that 
it  is  otherwise.  I  see  that  the  importer 
or  manufacturer  is  allowed  to  sell  from 
the  beginning,  so  that  there  can  be  no 
objection  to  it. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 
On  the  1 2th  clause, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  Minister 
will  notice  in  this  clause  there  is  no  room 
for  doubt  as  to  the  meaning  of  the  one  per 
cent.  It  says  here  one  per  cent  of  am- 
monia, or  its  equivalent,  nitrogen  or 
phosphoric  acid.  In  the  Bill  that  went 
down  to  the  other  House  lately  there  was 
a  question  whether  it  was  one  per  cent  of 
the  whole,  or  one  per  cent  of  each  ingre- 
dient • 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Yes, 
I  thought  however  it  was  clear  enough  that 
it  was  one  per  cent  of  each  ingredient 

The' clause  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  NELSON,  from  the  commit- 
tee, reported  the  Bill  with  amendments, 
which  were  concurred  in. 

The  Bill  was  then  read  the  third  time 
and  passed. 
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BILIJS  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (135),  "An  Act  further  to  amend 
*  the  General  Inspeclion  Act,  1874,'  and 
the  Acts  amending  the  same."  (Sir  Alex. 
Campbell). 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  3.45,  p.m. 


THE  SENATE 

Ottawa^  Friday^  June  i^h^  iSSj. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

AN  ADJOURNMENT. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.  C)  moved 
that  when  the  House  adjourns  to-day  it 
do  stand  adjourned  until  Thursday,  the 
and  of  July. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  — We  ought  to 
have  some  expression  of  opinion  on  this 
motion  from  the  Minister  of  Justice. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  would  ask  the 
Minister  of  Justice  whether  it  would  be 
safe  for  the  Senate  to  take  so  long  a  re- 
cess ?  Of  course  it  is  well  known  that  the 
week  after  next  there  will  be  two  holidays, 
the  29th  June  and  the  ist  of  July.  If 
there  is  nothing  next  week  which  is  press- 
ing upon  the  Senate  or  likely  to  come  up 
from  the  other  House,  I  suppose  there 
would  not  be  any  great  objection  to  the 
motion  of  my  hon.  friend.  If  business 
were  coming  up  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, it  might  be  unfortunate  if  the 
Senate  were  not  in  session.  There  are 
none  of  us,  but  are  more  or  less  incon- 
venienced owing  to  the  length  of  the 
session.  If  without  interfering  in  any 
way  with  the  public  business  or  taking  any 
hazard,  such  an  adjournment  can  take 
place,  although  it  is  not  my  habit  to  ad- 
vocate such  adjournments,  (and  I  do  not 
advocate  this)  I  certainly  should  be  very 
glad  to  consent  to  it,  more  for  the  con- 
venience of  others  than    for  my    own. 


Perhaps  the  hon.  Minister  will  give  us  an 
idea  as  to  what  the  effect  of  an  adjourn- 
ment will  be  on  the  public  business. 

Hon.  Mr.  OGILVIE— I  think  that  there 
is  hardly  a  member  in  this  House  on  either 
side  that  would  want  to  adjourn  if  the  hon. 
the  leader  of  the  House  objected  to  it  at 
all,  because  he  has  the  confidence,  I 
believe,  of  both  sides  so  entu-ely,  that  if  he 
were  to  say  that  he  wanted  us  to  remain 
here  we  would  do  sa  But  I  think  the 
mover  of  this  motion  spoke  to  the  leader 
of  the  House  before  he  proposed  it — ^in 
fact  I  know  he  did — and  when  there  is  no 
objection  on  the  part  of  the  Minister  of 
Justice,  I  cannot  see  why  there  should  be 
any  objection  on  the  part  of  other  mem- 
bers of  the  House. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
There  is  no  prospect  that  we  wiU  have  any 
business  before  us  for  several  days.  I 
have  a  note  in  my  hand  from  an  official  of 
the  House  of  Commons  to  say  so.  The 
other  branch  of  the  Legislature  will  be 
engaged  chiefly  on  the  Franchise  Bill,  the 
Estimates  and  the  Bill  to  give  assistance 
to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company. 
Whether  they  may  or  may  not  make 
sufficient  progress  in  any  of  these  matters 
to  send  them  before  this  House  within 
the  time  for  which  ray  hon.  friend  proposes 
to  adjourn,  is  still  a  matter  of  doubt 
Perhaps  it  would  be  more  prudent  not  to 
make  the  adjournment  so  long,  but  to  come 
here  on  Wednesday  or  Thursday  of  next 
week.  We  might  perhaps  have  busi- 
ness for  a  couple  of  days,  and  then  this 
day  week  my  hon.  friend  miu-ht  move  to 
adjourn  over  the  two  ho! id  ys.  The 
objection  to  that  is,  that  th«  to  would  be 
two  adjournments,  and  it  would  prevent 
those  who  live  at  a  distance  from  the 
capital  from  going  to  their  homes.  It  is 
a  matter  that  I  must  leave  in  the  hands  of 
the  House ;  I  do  not  think  that  any  injury 
would  result  to  the  public  business  from 
the  proposed  adjournment. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER  — I  feel 
impelled  to  offer  one  or  two  observations 
respecting  this  proposed  adjournment  If 
a  majority  of  this  House  desire  to  adjourn 
I  am  sure  it  would  be  most  unseemly  for 
any  member  to  object  to  their  wishes.  I 
do  not  remember  on  any  occasion  having 
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offered  an  objection  to  what  I  conceived 
to  be  the  desire  of  the  House,  but  if  we 
have  nothing  to  do  after  we  have  been 
here  four  and  a  half  months,  I  want  to 
know  who  is  chargeable  with  this  waste  of 
time  and  grave  inconvenience  to  which 
we  are  subjected  ?  Here  we  are,  ^  7 
gentlemen  from  different  parts  of  the 
Dominion,  men  who  have  most  important 
interests  at  home,  and  we  are  detained 
here  week  after  week  and  month  after 
month,  without  any  progress  in  the  work 
of  legislation. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
rise  to  a  question  of  order.  I  do  not 
,think  it  is  in  order  for  the  hon.  gentleman 
to  bring  an  accusation  of  this  kind  against 
the  House  of  Commons. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  ask  why 
it  is  we  are  to  be  detained  here  ?  (Order, 
order).  I  trust  the  Speaker  will  rule  upon 
the  question  of  order. 

The  SPEAKER— Great  latitude  is 
allowed  in  discussions  of  this  kind,  and 
although  the  hon.  member  is  arraigning 
the  members  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
I  do  not  know  that  I  am  justified  in  stop- 
ping him. 

Hon  Mr.  ALEXANDER— Whence 
does  it  arise  that  wc  have  been  detained 
here  all  this  time  but  from  the  crooked 
work  of  the  Government,  of  which  the 
hon  gentleman  here  is  one  of  the  leaders  ? 
Whence  is  it  but  that  the  representatives 
of  the  people  in  the  House  of  Commons 
have  been  obliged  to  express  the  indigna- 
tion which  has  been  felt  by  the  public 
with  regard  to  the  legislation  that  has 
been  brought  in,  to  subvert  the  power  of 
the  people.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the 
Government  will  go  on  as  they  have  been 
doing  while  they  have  a  majority  in  both 
branches  of  Parliament  that  will  permit 
them  to  continue  such  a  course.  They 
possess  a  majority  in  the  Commons,  and 
they  avail  themselves  of  that  majority  to 
bring  in  measures  that  will  destroy  the  Con- 
servative party.  I  am  a  Conservative,  and  I 
am  proud  that  I  remain  one,  but  I  am 
ashamed  of  many  of  the  acts  of  the  Conser- 
vative leaders  which  must  sully  the  reputa- 
tion of  that  party  for  a  long  period  of  time. 
But  I  have  every  faith  that  men  will  spring 
T2 


up,  in  both  branches  of  Parliament  who 
will  raise  their  voices  against  those  wicked, 
and  crooked  ways,  and  bring  about  a  more 
upright  administration  of  the  public  affairs 
of  so  promising  a  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  must 
say  I  think  these  frequent  adjournments 
are  exceedingly  objectionable,  and,  besides 
that,  they  are  very  unfair.  Gentlemen  who 
reside  in  the  immediate  neighborhood  of 
the  capital  can  go  to  their  homes  and  can 
make  arrangements  for  the  progress  of 
their  business  while  others  who  live  at  a 
distance  are  unable  to  take  advantage  of 
the  adjournment  at  all.  Now,  from  a 
public  point  of  view,  I  consider  that  not  a 
smgle  day  ought  to  be  lost  at  this  period 
of  the  session.  Suppose  any  of  the 
measures  on  which  the  House  of  Commons 
are  now  engaged  should  come  before  this 
House  next  week,  it  is  clear  that  if  we 
adjourn  to  the  second  of  July  several  days 
will  be  lost,  and  the  probability  will  be 
that  we  will  be  crowded  with  work  when 
we  meet  again,  yet  risks  are  to  be  run  and 
inconvenience  encountered  in  order  that 
some  members  may  get  home  while  others 
have  to  remain  here  under  expense. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)-  I  do 
not  think'that  the  last  charge  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  can  apply  to  the  mover  of  this 
adjournment.  I  do  not  think  it  is  possible 
for  me  to  avail  myself  of  this  adjournment 
to  get  home,  but  I  really  think  that  it  is 
very  much  better  we  should  have  an  ad- 
journment of  considerable  length  than  to 
be  meeting  here  for  a  short  time  each  day. 
If  I  had  any  idea  that  it  would  retard  the 
public  business  of  the  country  or  prolong 
the  session  in  the  slightest  degree,  I  should 
be  the  last  to  move  for  an  adjournment, 
but  I  think  there  will  be  ample  time  after 
we  meet  again  to  give  full  consideration 
to  all  business  that  is  likely  to  come  before 
us,  and  those  who  live  within  easy  reach  of 
the  capital  can  go  home  while  those  whose 
homes  are  too  distant  can  take  a  trip  for 
a  week  or  so  from  the  capital  to  enjoy 
themselves  in  other  portions  of  the 
Dominion. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
desire  to  say  one  word  in  answer  to  the 
hon.  member  from  Prince  Edward  Island, 
who  is  always  reasonable,  and  I  should  be 
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very  loathe  to  take  any  course  which  my 
hon.  friend  on  reflection  would  consider  a 
wrong  one ;  but  what  can  the  House  do  ? 
There  is  no  business  before  us,  and  I  have 
read  a  memorandum  from  an  official  of 
the  House  of  Commons  to  say  that  there 
is  not  likely  to  be  any  for  some  days  to 
come.  No  good  is  to  be  accomplishjsd  by 
rejecting  the  motion.  The  fault  may  be 
with  the  Government  or  it  may  be  with 
the  Opposition,  but  no  good  can  be  at 
tained  by  keeping  the  House  in  session. 
What  would  my  hon.  friend  have  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— Work. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— If 
I  could  give  my  hon.  friend  work  I  would 
not  suggest  for  a  moment  that  the  House 
should  adjourn.  The  hon.  member  who 
offered  the  motion  prefaced  it  by  saying 
that  if  he  had  any  idea  there  would  be 
work  to  be  done  he  would  not  make  it. 
It  is  not  the  fault  of  this  House  that  there 
is  no  work  before  us.  We  are  ready  to 
take  up  bills  from  the  Lower  House  sup- 
posing they  do  come.  But  supposing  we 
were  here  Wednesday,  Thursday  and 
Friday,  we  would  have  none.  Then  comes 
St.  Peter  and  St.  Paul's  day  on  Monday, 
and  Dominion  Day  on  Wednesday. 
There  seems  to  be  no  object  in  opposing 
the  motion,  and  I  do  not  understand  that 
we  could  accomplish  any  good  if  we 
met  the  views  of  my  hon.  friend  from 
Prince  Edward  Island. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to 

GENERAL    INSPECTION    ACT 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

SECOND    READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (135),  "  An  Act 
further  to  amend  *  the  General  Inspection 
Act,  1874,'  and  the  Acts  amending  the 
same."  He  said :  This  Bill,  which  relates 
to  the  inspection  of  wheat  and  fish  and 
other  articles  which  are  mentioned  in  the 
Bill  is  an  amendment  of  an  Act  which 
already  exists,  which  Act  was  passed 
in  1874.  Of  course  during  those 
years  experience  has  shown  that  amend- 
ments are  necessary,  and  this  experience 
has    resulted    in    this    that    under    the 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


Act  as  it  now  stands  the  inspec- 
tion of  fish  and  hides  is  compulsory 
in  districts  in  which  inspectors  have  been 
appointed.  In  respect  of  all  other  articles, 
flour,  grain,  beef,  pork,  butter,  pot  and 
pearl  ashes,  the  inspection  is  optional 

While  the  department  has  had  no  evi- 
dence whatever  brought  before  it  from 
1874  to  the  present  time,  indicating  that 
the  law,  in  respect  of  those  articles  whose 
inspection  is  not  compulsory,  has  failed 
fully  to  meet  the  requirements  of  trade, 
there  has  been  a  never-ceasing  correspond- 
ence in  respect  of  the  articles  of  fish  and 
hides,  and  although  amendments  have 
been  made,  year  after  year  in  reference  to 
the  views  of  those  most  interested,  the 
Act  jstill  does  not  give  public  satisfaction. 

While  it  is  believed  that  a  proper  in- 
spection is  very  desirable,  and,  while  I  am 
free  to  admit  that  the  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce of  Halifax  has  expressed  its  views 
in  favor  of  continuation  of  compulsory  in- 
spection, it  is  impossible  not  to  see  in  the 
correspondence  before  the  Departmrent  a 
very  strong  argument  in  favor  of  providing 
the  machinery  for  inspection,  but  leaving 
individual  traders  free  to  avail  themselves 
of  it  or  not,  as  their  interests  may  dictate. 
The  amendments  proposed,  therefore, 
dispose  of  the  last  vestige  of  compulsory 
inspection. 

One  of  the  main  difficulties  in  respect 
of  the  inspection  of  fish  has  been  the  pro- 
vision that  no  inspector,  or  deputy  in- 
spector, should  deal  in  the  article  he 
inspects  under  heavy  penalties.  It  has 
been  found  to  be  practically  impossible, 
under  those  conditions,  to  find  deputy  in- 
spectors throughout  a  long  coast-line, 
where  almost  every  man  is  a  fisherman. 

The  amendments  proposed  do  not  in- 
terfere with  these  restrictions  as  to  inspec- 
tors, as  it  is  still  deemed  that  they  should 
be  men  not  pecuniarily  interested  in  the 
articles  they  inspect,  but  it  is  proposed 
that  deputy  inspectors,  appointed  not  by 
the  Government,  but  by  the  inspectors 
themselves,  and  responsible  to  them,  may 
be  appointed,  even  though  engaged  in 
the  trade,  and  may  inspect  and  brand 
their  own  articles  provided  they  are  signed 
with  their  name  and  office,  as  **  Deputy 
Inspector  and  Owner." 

It  is  thought  that,  inspection  being 
optional,  it  will  be  availed  of  only  when 
the  inspection  has,  from   the  reputation 
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of  the  deputy  inspector  or  inspector,  a 
commercial  value,  as  a  guarantee,  and 
that  an  owner  who  is  also  a  deputy  inspector 
will  not  injure  the  reputation  of  his  brand 
as  such  for  a  mere  present  advantage. 

Secondly — ^A  provision  has  also  been 
made  for  the  appointment  of  a  chief  in- 
spector of  any  of  the  articles  named  in 
the  Act.  It  is  not  intended  to  ask  any 
vote  for  the  repayment  of  such  chief  in- 
spector, but,  if  it  should  be  determined 
that  the  services  of  such  an  officer  would 
tend  to  a  more  uniform  administration  of 
the  Act,  such  one  of  the  inspectors  as 
may  be  recommended  by  the  trade  would 
be  appointed  chief  without  any  further 
emolument  than  the  Act  itself  provides 
for  in  the  way  of  fees  for  re-inspection. 

A  further  provision  is  made  for  the  meet- 
ing of  delegates  from  the  different  com- 
mercial centres,  with  a  view  to  select  an- 
nually specific  samples  of  grain,  to  assist 
different  inspectors  in  grading  grains  they 
are  called  upon  to  inspect.  This  Board 
will  meet  in  Toronto  every  fall. 

I  understand  that  the  members  of  Par- 
liament from  Nova  Scotia  for  the  most 
part  do  not  think  that  the  inspection  of 
fish  should  be  compulsory.  The  inspect- 
ion of  other  things  for  which  the  Bill  pro- 
vides, wheat,  etc.,  is  pretty  much  as  it  is 
now.  The  Bill,  however,  makes  some 
difference,  I  believe,  in  regard  to  the 
weight  which  should  constitute  a  bushel 
of  each  kind  of  grain.  It  is  intended  that 
the  inspector  of  fish  in  Halifax  will  be 
made  a  chief  inspector  in  that  part  of  the 
country  for  fish,  and  that  the  inspector  at 
Toronto  will  be  made  a  chief  inspector 
there  for  grain  and  other  articles,  the 
other  officers  remaining  as  they  are,  so  it  is 
not  apprehended  that  any  additional  ex- 
pense will  be  incurred.  Sub-section  6  of 
clause  1 1  provides  for  the  reference  of  a 
dispute  between  an  owner  of  goods  and 
an  inspector,  or  deputy  inspector,  to  the 
chief  inspector,  and  some  provision  is 
made  as  to  the  costs  and  charges  for  so 
doing.  In  clause  36,  the  weights  of 
spring  and  other  varieties  of  wheat  are 
given.  These,  I  believe,  vary  a  little 
from  the  present  provisions  in  that  respect. 
These  I  shall  be  able  to  explain  in  com- 
mittee. If  the  House  would  consent  to 
it,  I  would  ask  that  the  Bill  be  read  the 
second  time  now,  and  referred  to  a  com* 
mittee  of  the  whole  House  at  once. 


Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— Did  I  under- 
stand the  Minister  of  Justice  to  say  that 
the  inspection  is  not  to  be  compulsory  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— That  is  a  new 
feature  of  the  Bill 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Yes, 
as  regards  hides  and  fish. 

Hon.  Mr  HOWLAN— I  consider  it  a 
bad  feature. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Perhaps  it  would 
not  be  well  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a  committee 
of  the  whole  House  now.  Hon.  gentle- 
men like  my  hon.  friend  from  Alberton 
and  others  might  like  to  consider  what 
those  they  represent  think  about  the  Bill. 
With  respect  to  the  Chamber  of  Commerce 
at  Halifax,  the  Bill  in  its  original  form,  as 
introduced  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
was  submitted  to  the  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce, and  all  its  provisions  received  their 
unqualified  approval  except  the  one  which 
made  inspection  purely  voluntary.  I  be- 
lieve the  Chamber  of  Commerce  were 
unanimous  in  thinking  that  it  would  be 
unwise  to  make  that  change  at  present. 
While  I  am  individually  somewhat  dis- 
posed to  agree  with  the  provision  in  the 
Bill,  still  I  think  that  as  that  body  has 
more  to  do  with  the  dealing  in  fish  than 
any  other  body  in  the  Dominion,  it  might 
be  as  well  possibly  not  to  pass  that  clause 
which  does  away  with  the  compulsory  irh 
spection  of  fish,  but  let  the  Bill  pass  with 
all  the  amendments  except  that  one. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— There  is  a 
difference  of  opinion  in  Nova  Scotia  as  to 
whether  inspection  should  be  compulsory 
or  not.  I  think  in  the  county  from  which 
I  come  the  merchants  are  in  favor  of  it. 
Fish  sent  to  the  West  Indies  should  be 
inspected.  I  think  it  would  be  well  to- 
accept  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  member 
from  Halifax  and  let  that  clause  stand. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  quite 
concur  in  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  member 
from  Halifax  respecting  the  inadvisability 
of  proceeding  with  this  Bill  in  committee 
to-day.  It  is  a  very  important  measure 
and  one  which  ought  to  be  thoroughly 
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looked  into  before  it  is  adopted  Boards 
of  trade  and  other  bodies  of  that  sort  can 
always  have  their  views  represented,  but 
there  are  other  classes  which  can  only 
make  themselves  heard  through  their 
representatives  in  Parliament,  and  they 
ought  to  have  ample  opportunity  to  study 
this  clause  and  mature  their  opinions  upon 
it  I  see  several  weights  of  different  grains 
in  this  Bill  with  which  perhaps  I  could  not 
exactly  agree,  and  besides  the  farmers, 
there  are  also  the  fishermen  who  are 
interested  in  this  Bill  I  know  in  the 
local  legislatures,  experimental  legislation 
has  been  attempted  for  many  years — about 
as  long  as  I  can  recollect — upon  fish 
inspection  there,  and  rarely  if  ever  has  that 
legislation  given  general  satisfaction,  and 
therefore  I  think  we  need  to  be  exceedingly 
cautious  before  we  adopt  anything  here 
rashly. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— When  the  question 
of  the  inspection  of  fish  was  under  dis- 
cussion here  before,  1  stated  that  I  was  sat- 
isfied that  no  inspection  of  fish  would  be 
any  good,  because  it  depends  altogether  on 
the  character  of  the  men  who  put  up  the 
fish.  I  have  seen  a  barrel  of  fish  opened 
that  were  said  to  be  of  superior  quality. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— Where  did 
thar  come  from  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK. — It  was  not  from 
the  Island. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— Where  did  it 
come  from  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK.— I  did  not  ask  the 
captain. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN.— You  ought  to 
know  when  you  refer  to  it. 

Hon  Mr.  WARK — A  request  was 
made  to  take  the  head  out  of  the  barrel, 
and  finer  fish  I  never  saw.  The  party 
was  asked  to  take  put  some  of  the  fish ; 
he  did  so  and  still  the  fish  were  good  He 
was  asked  to  take  out  some  more,  and 
then  it  was  found  that  in  the  middle  of 
the  barrel  the  fish  were  of  an  inferior 
quality.  But  suppose  the  inspector  could 
see  every  fish  put  in  and  then  brand  the 
barrel,   the  packer  could  take  out  the 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE. 


head  of  the  barrel,  remove  some  of  the 
fish,  and  substitute  inferior  fish  for  them. 
I  have  heard  of  barrels  being  partly  filled 
with  seaweed  after  bemg  inspected.  It  is 
not  like  inspecting  butter  ;  you  can  ascer- 
tam  its  quality  at  any  lime,  but  in  buying 
fish  you  can  depend  upon  nothing  but 
the  character  of  the  man  who  packs  them. 

Hon.  Sir.  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
I  have  no  objection  to  postpone  the 
reference  of  the  Bill  to  a  Committee  of 
the  AVhole  House  until  after  the  adjourn- 
ment. It  will  give  every  hon.  gentleman 
ample  time  to  consider  the  measure  care- 
fully. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  four  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Thursday,  July  2nd  iSSj. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

PONTIAC    &  PACIFIC  JUNCTION 
RALWAY 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL  moved  :— 
That  aD  humble  address  be  presented  to 

His  Excellency  the  Governor  General ;  praj^- 

ing  that  he  will  cauae  to  be  laid  before  this 

House  a  Return  showing: 
L  Who  were  the  sicners  of  the  Petition 

for  the  incorporation  of  the  Pontiac  &  Pacific 

Junction  Bauway  Company; 

2.  The  names  of  the  original  shareholders, 
with  the  amounts  of  their  respective  shares ; 

3.  The  amounts  paid  in  hj  such  sharehold- 
ers, and  the  dates  oi  such  payments  ; 

4.  The  names  oi  the  shareholders  on  the 
Ist  of  January,  1885; 

5.  The  names  of  the  present  shareholders, 
with  the  amounts  of  their  respective  shares 
and  the  amounts  paid  up  on  each  share. 

He  said  : — The  facts  which  gave  rise  to 
this  motion  are  well  known  to  the  public 
They  have  been  discussed  in  the  press, 
especially  the  press  of  the  Province  of 
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Quebec,  and  concern  a  company  called 
the  Pontiac  &  Pacific  Junction  Railway. 
This  company  was  incorporated  by  an 
Act  of  this  Parliament,  and  has  received 
several  grants  of  money  from  the  Local 
Legislature  of  Quebec  as  well  as  from  the 
Parliament  of  Canada.  After  those  several 
grants  of  money  had  been  made,  five  dir- 
ectors of  the  Company,  out  of  seven  I 
think,  sold  their  shares  for  the  sum  of 
$90,000,  and  if  the  information  which  has 
been  placed  before  the  public  is  correct, 
three  men  have  bought  the  amount  of 
their  shares — that  is,  two  of  the  other  dir- 
ectors and  a  third  party — in  order  to  con- 
trol, or  to  be  sole  proprietors  of  the  rail- 
way. These  facts,  which  have  been 
discussed  in  the  press,  have  not  been 
denied.  I  may  say  that  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown — a  member  of  this  Government — 
is  ihe  present  proprietor  of  a  certain 
number  of  shares  in  the  railway.  It  was 
represented  in  the  press  that  it  was  not 
desirable  that  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown 
should  be  interested  in  that  way,  and  that 
while  it  is  admitted  that  public  money 
should  be  granted  to  encourage  the  con- 
struction of  railways,  those  grants  of 
money  should  not  be  of  such  an  amount 
as  to  allow  the  shareholders,  who  may 
not  have  even  put  a  cent  into  those 
undertakings,  to  realize  large  profits.  In 
this  case,  the  sale  by  five  directors  of  their 
interest  for  the  sum  of  $90,000  is  evidence 
that  there  has  been  an  excess  in  the  grant- 
ing of  money  to  this  railway,  either  from 
the  Government  of  the  Dominion  or  from 
the  Government  of  the  Province  of 
Quebec  Those  observations  were  ans- 
wered through  the  press  by  the  argument, 
that  far  from  incurring  any  blame  for 
being  a  shareholder  in  those  railway 
companies,  the  member  of  the  Govern- 
ment alluded  to  had  thereby  shown  his 
zeal  to  promote  the  public  interest,  and 
that  it  was  an  act  of  patriotism.  It 
seemed  to  me  to  be  a  rather  strange 
doctrine,  and  I  thought,  as  all  the  facts 
were  not  perfectly  known,  in  this  sense, 
that  there  was  no  official  document  before 
the  country  to  show  the  proportion  of 
shares  held  respectively  by  those  who 
sold  their  interest  in  the  lailway,  and 
who  are  the  present  purchasers  of  the 
whole  stock  of  the  company,  and  by 
whom  the  stock  that  was  sold  for  $90,000 
was  purchased — that  it  was  in  the  interest 


of  the  country  to  move  the  address  of 
which  I  have  given  notice.  I  do  not 
suppose  that  any  other  member  of  the 
Government  is  concerned  in  this  matter, 
but  a.s,  in  the  opinion  of  some,  it  is  an  act 
of  patriotism  to  speculate  in  railways 
subsidized  by  Parliament,  I  think  it  is 
in  the  interest  of  the  country  to  know  the 
precise  facts.  If  the  House  orders  the 
address,  and  the  papers  are  brought  down 
they  may  give  rise  to  further  proceedings 
in  the  matter. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
Government  has  no  objection  to  the  pas- 
sage of  the  address  which  my  hon.  friend 
has  moved,  and  on  behalf  of  the  member 
of  the  Government  to  whom  he  has  made 
reference  I  beg  to  say  he  has  assured  me 
that  he  will  see  that  the  papers  are  laid  on 
the  table  of  the  House  with  the  utmost 
readiness. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (149),  "An  Act  for  granting  to  Her 
Majesty  the  sum  of  $1,700,000,  required 
for  defraying  certain  expenses  in  connec- 
tion with  the  troubles  in  the  North-West 
Territories."     (Sir  Alex.  Campbell) 

Bill  (148,) "An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts- 
respecting  the  appointment  of  a  Harbor 
Master  at  the  port  of   Halifax."      (Sir 
Alex.  Campbell.) 

Bill  (144),  ''An  Act  to  authorize  the 
augmentation  of  the  North-West  Mounted 
Police.     (Sir  Alex.  Campbell.) 

Bill  (20), "An  Act  to  modify  the  applica* 
tion  of  the  Consolidation  Insurance  Act 
of  1877."    (Sir  Alex.  Campbell.) 

RAILWAY  SUBSIDIES  BILL. 

FIRST  READING. 

Bill  (147),  **An  Act  to  Authorize  the 
Grant  of  certain  Subsidies  in  Land  for  the 
Construction  of  the  Railways  therein 
mentioned,"  was  introduced  and  read  the 
first  time. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
that  the  Bill  be  read  the  second  time  on 
Monday  next 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1094 


Railum/  [SENATE]  Subsidies  BiU. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— In  connection 
with  this,  I  should  like  my  hon.  friend  to 
give  us  some  information,  on  Monday 
next,  about  a  company  which  I  see  is  not 
named  in  this  Bill,  the  North-Western 
Central,  which  was  in  the  same  posi- 
tion as  the  companies  included  in 
this  Bill,  that  is,  they  had  a  charter 
to  build  a  railway  from  a  point  on 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  an 
Order-in-Council  was  passed  for  a  land 
grant  similar  to  that  given  to  the  Manitoba 
and  North-Western.  I  assumed,  from  a 
paragraph  in  the  Governor  General's 
Speech,  that  they  all  came  in  on  the  same 
principle,  and  would  be  entitled  to  their 
land  grant  as  a  matter  of  course,  on  the 
announcement  of  the  Government's  policy. 
I  regret  to  find  that  this  company  is  not 
mentioned  in  the  list.  I  hope  the  leader 
of  the  Government  will  be  prepared  to  tell 
us  on  Monday  that  it  is  not  to  be  ex- 
cluded from  the  advantages  to  be  extended 
to  the  other  companies.  The  point 
on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
from  which  the  line  was  to  run 
is  Melbourne;  52  miles  of  the  road  has 
been  graded,  and  a  very  considerable  sum 
has  been  expended  and  the  parties  who 
had  paid  out  this  money  naturally  sup- 
posed, from  the  announcement  made  in 
the  Governor's  speech,  that  they  would 
not  be  excluded  from  the  operation  of  the 
Government's  policy  after  Parliament 
had  committed  itself  to  the  granting  of  a 
charter  to  build  a  road  from  a  certain 
point,  naming  the  point ;  and  the  Govern- 
ment having  passed  an  Order-in-Council 
giving  them  a  land  grant  at  the  rate  of  $1 
per  acre,  and  then  having  announced  that 
the  policy  would  be  not  to  exact  the  price 
of  the  land,  but  to  allow  them  to  obtain 
the  land  on  payment  of  the  cost  of  survey, 
ten  cents  per  acre, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
will  make  inquiries  and  answer  my  hon. 
friend's  question  on  Monday.  I  naturally 
infer  from  the  anxiety  of  my  hon.  friend 
to  have  another  railway  added  to  the  list 
of  those  to  be  subsidized,  that  he  now 
approves  of  the  policy  of  aiding  railways, 
to  which  he  expressed  himself  as  being  so 
strongly  opposed  a  few  days  ago. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— My  hon.  friend 
does  me   an  injustice.     I  have  not  ex- 


pressed myself  in  opposition  to  granting 
this  assistance  to  railways  in  the  North- 
West  Territories.  On  the  contrary  I 
complimented  the  Government,  in  the 
debate  on  the  Speech  from  the  Throne, 
on  their  announcement  that  they  would 
give  this  assistance  to  railways  for  the 
development  of  that  great  country  ;  and 
my  remarks  to  day  in  no  way  conflict  with 
the  line  I  adopted  the  other  day,  inasmuch 
as  my  argument  then  was  that  in  the  older 
parts  of  the  country,  members  were 
practically — I  will  not  say  purchased,  that 
might  not  be  parliamentary. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^I 
do  not  think  it  would  be  parliamentary. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— At  all  events  it 
was  a  compromising  position  for  the 
Government  to  assume,  and  they  might 
have  to  subsidize  railways  through  other 
localities  which  ought  not  to  be  assisted 
except  by  the  local  governments  or  the 
municipalities.  But,  so  far  as  subsidizing 
railway  enterprises  in  the  North-West 
Territories  I  have  always  approved  of  that 
policy,  and  I  congratulated  the  Govern- 
ment, on  the  announcement  being  made 
in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne,  on  the 
stand  they  had  taken,  because  I  think  the 
only  way  we  can  develop  and  hold  the 
North-West  Territory  is  to  gridiron  that 
country  with  railways.  Had  there  been 
railways  to  Prince  Albert  and  Battleford 
the  late  outbreak  would  in  all  probability 
not  have  occurred,  or  if  it  had  occurred 
it  would  not  have  spread  or  been  of  such 
a  serious  character. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— My 
hon.  friend  must  remember  the  melancholy 
tone  in  which  he  criticized  the  list  of 
railways  mentioned  in  the  Subsidy  Bill, 
and  amongst  them  railways  in  the  North- 
west Territories,  and  how  he  deplored 
the  policy  of  the  Government 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Those  I  read  the 
other  day  were  not  in  the  North-West 
Territories. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^— Some 
of  them  were 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-^Not  one  of  them. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
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LIBRARY  OF  PARLIAMENT  BILL 


FIRST  RSADING. 

Bill  (139)  "An  Act  to  amend^the  Act 
in  lelation  to  the  Library  of  Parliament" 
was  introduced  from  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  read  the  first  time 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX,  CAMPBELL  moved 
that  the  Bill  be  read  the  second  time  to- 
morrow. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  hope  the  Min- 
ister of  Justice  will  consent  to  postpone 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill  until 
Tuesday. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Why  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  wiU  be 
remembered  by  the  House  that  when  the 
adjournment,  which  has  just  closed,  was 
proposed,  the  Minister  of  Justice  said  the 
public  business  would  not  suffer  because 
there  was  no  business  before  the  House. 
Now,  I  take  it,  if  important  measures  are 
hurried  through  without  giving  us  an 
opportunity  to  discuss  them,  in  a  certain 
sense  the  public  business  does  suffer,  and 
I  do  not  think  it  is  too  much  to  ask  that 
a  measure  like  this,  as  to  which  there  is  a 
good  deal  of  difference  of  opinion,  be 
allowed  to  stand  over  until  Tuesday  when 
there  will  be  an  opportunity  to  discuss  it. 
That  will  not  detam  Parliament  any. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— That  does  not 
seem  to  me  to  be  an  adequate  reason  to 
postpone  the  Bill  On  the  same  principle 
there  could  be  no  business  done.  We 
have  met  to  do  the  business  of  the 
Senate  ;  this  is  one  of  the  bills  which  does 
not  require  any  particular  preparation  or 
examination.  We  know  that  this  bill  has 
been  before  the  other  House  for  several 
weeks.  Everybody  understands  its  pro- 
vision and  everybody,  by  looking  at  the 
bill,  without  anything  more  than  a 
cursory  examination,  will  know  what  it 
means.  I  think  it  would  be  well  that  we 
shoald  have  some  business  before  the 
House  to-morrow,  and  of  all  the  bills 
which  are  coming  up^  this  is  one  for 
which  there  is  the  least  reason  to  ask  for 
a  postponement. 


Hon.  Mr,  POWER— I  feel  certain 
now  that  there  must  be  something  in  the 
rumours  we  have  heard  that  the  hon, 
gentleman  from  Niagara  was  about  becom* 
ing  a  member  of  the  Ministry,  as  he  has 
undertaken  to-day  to  answer  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  It  is  an  instance  of 
coming  events  casting  their  shadows 
before.  I  simply  made  the  request  of  the 
Government  as  a  matter  of  courtesy,  and 
although  it  might  not  be  necessary  for  any 
hon.  gentleman  of  the  wonderful  readiness 
and  eloquence  of  my  hon.  friend  from 
Niagara  to  prepare  to  discuss  a  question 
of  this  kind,  still  people  who  have  not  his 
capacity  do  require  a  little  time  to  collect 
their  thoughts,  particularly  when  there  are 
other  subjects  that  they  propose  consider- 
ing in  the  meantime. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
Would  it  not  answer  if  the  hon.  gentleman 
deferred  his  observations  to  another  stage 
of  the  Bill  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  have  no  objec- 
tion on  that  understanding. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

CANADA  TEMPERANCE  ACT  AND 

LIQUOR  LICENSE  ACT  AMEND- 

MENT  BILL 

COMMONS  AMENDMENTS. 

A  message  was  received  from  the 
House  of  Commons,  returning  Bill  (92), 
"An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Canada 
Temperance  Act,  1878,  and  the  Liquor 
License  Act,  1883,"  with  the  following 
message : 

HousB  OF  Commons, 
Thursday,  18th  June,  1886. 

Resolved,  That  a  meflsage  be  sent  to  the 
Senate  to  acquaint  their  Honors  that  this 
House  hath  agreed  to  the  first,  second,  fourth, 
fifth,  seventh,  eighth  and  ninth  of  their 
amendments  to  the  Bill  (No.  92)  intituled : 
**  An  Act  further  to  amend  *  '1  he  Canada 
Temperance  Act,  1878,'  and  *The  Liquor 
License  Act,  1883,'"  and  have  also 
agreed  to  their  amendment,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  the  6th  ^ragraph  of  the 
2nd  proviso  of  the  said  third  amendment,  to 
which  they  have  disagreed  for  the  following 
reason  ; — ^'  Because  it  contravenes  the  princi- 
ple of  the  Act  which  pro>  ides  that  the  sale  of 
Alcohol  and  Spirits  for  the  parpoaes  mentioned 
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shall  be  made  only  on  the  certificate  of  two 
Jastices  of  the  Peace  accomDaDied  Xxj  the 
fiffirmatioD  of  the  applicant  ana  the  registra- 
tion of  the  eale,  which  are  considered  neces- 
sary safeguards  against  an  ahuse  of  the  law." 

And  that  they  have  added  to  the  said  third 
anoendment,  the  following  further  proviso : — 
"  Provided  always  tliat  all  such  Fhysicians, 
Druggists  and  Chemists  selling  Alcohol  or 
Spirituous  Liquors  shall  keep  a  register  of  all 
such  sales,  indicating  the  name  of  the  pur- 
chaser and  the  quantity  sold,  and  shall  make 
an  annual  return  of  all  such  sales  on  the  3l8t 
December  in  each  year  to  the  Collector  of  In- 
land Revenue  within  whose  Revenue  Division 
such  Physician,  Druggist  or  Chemist  resides." 

"And  that  they  have  disagreed  to  the  sixth 
amendment,  for  the  following  reasons : — 
<*  Because  abuses  have  arisen  in  counties 
in  which  the  Act  has  been  adopted,  owing  to 
the  absence  of  a  penal  Clause  of  this  nature, 
and  the  provision  is  necessary  in  order  to  the 
proper  and  effective  enforcement  of  the  law." 

And  that  they  have  amended  the  words  so 
restored  to  the  Bill,  in  page  2,  line  15,  by 
adding  after  the  words  <'  Medical  man,"  the 
words  •*  or  other  person  authorized  to  grant 
cprlifi«!aifs  under  tln«»  Act." 

And  that  ihey  Imve  dir-ii^reed  to  the  tenth 
amendment,  lor  the  following  reason  : — <'  Be- 
•ause  forms  are  necessary  for  the  efficient 
enforcement  of  the  Act." 

And  that  ihey  have  disagreed  to  the 
eleventh  amendment,  for  the  following 
reason  : — '<  Because  it  is  a  violation  of  the 
fundamental  principles  of  the  Act,  which, 
where  adopted,  prohibits  the  sale  of  all 
intoxicating  liquors  for  beverage  purposes; 
and  because  the  Act  has  already  been 
adopted  in  good  faith  by  the  Electors  in  61 
Connties  and  Cities  of  the  Dominion,  believ- 
ing  that  under  the  express  provisions  of 
the  law  it  would  continue  in  force  unimpaired 
for  three  years,  and  would  then  only  be 
repealed  by  the  same  authority  which 
adopted  it ;  and  the  passing  of  the  amend- 
ment would  be  a  breach  of  faith  on  the  part 
of  parliament  with  the  electors  of  these 
counties  and  cities ;  and  further  because  the 
amendment  is  in  direct  opposition  to  the 
wishes  of  a  large  portion  of  the  electors  of  the 
Dominion,  as  manifested  by  the  petitions 
presented  to  Parliament." 

And  that  they  have  disagreed  to  the  twelfth 
amendmment,  for  the  following  reason: — 
**  Because  the  House  has  reinstate  the  Clause 
providing  Schedules." 

Order^,  That  the  Clerk  do  carry  the  said 
message  to  the  Senate. 
Attest, 

J.  G.  BoUBIKOTy 

(^k  oj  ike  Oommma. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
Bill  was  originally  in  charge  of  Mr.  Vidal, 
who  is  not  now  in  his  place,  and  I  have  a 
letter  in  my  hand  from  him,  in  which  he 


asks  roe  if  the  message  should  come  up 
during  his  absence  to  have  the  considera- 
tion of  It  postponed  until  Monday 
next. 

Hon.  Mr.  O'DONOHOE— I  would 
ask  the  Minister  of  Justice  to  let  it  stand 
until  Wednesday  next.  I  think  the  changes 
are  so  considerable  in  the  Bill  that  it 
should  be  granted  :  it  would  be  impossible 
to  consider  the  effect  of  the  changes 
clearly  without  the  Bill  being  reprinted 
with  the  amendments. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
substance  of  the  changes  will  appear  in 
the  minutes  of  the  day,  and  we  shall  then 
see  precisely  what  the  suggestions  are 
that  come  from  the  other  House.  I  do 
not  think  there  is  any  occasion  to  reprint 
the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  O'DONOHOE-I  was 
going  to  say  that  several  members  who 
take  an  active  interest  in  the  Bill  will  be 
absent  until  Wednesday,  and  their  interest 
in  the  Bill  might  be  equally  well 
considered  with  that  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man who  has  charge  of  it. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
have  no  doubt  that  the  gentleman  in 
charge  of  the  Bill  will  postpone  its  con- 
sideration until  Wednesday,  if  he  is 
asked  to  do  so,  but  I  do  not  like  to  do  it 
myself  without  his  consent. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  the  BiU 
is  in  charge  of  the  Minister  of  Justice, 
because  when  it  was  up  for  the  third 
reading  the  hon.  gentleman  .from  Samia  ^ 
disclaimed  any  idea  of  passing  the  Bill  in 
the  shape  it  then  presented,  and  the 
Minister  of  Justice  took  charge  of  it 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX,  CAMPBELL— It 
was,  no  doubt,  an  incident  that  occurred 
in  the  consideration  of  the  Bill,  but  to 
show  that  the  hon.  member  from  Samia 
considers  he  is  still  in  charge  of  the  Bill, 
he  has  written  me  to  ask  that  the  oon- 
sideration  of  the  amendments  be  post- 
poned until  Monday. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
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THE  GENERAL  INSPECTION  ACT 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

THIRD  READING. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (135)  "An 
Act  to  amend  the  General  Inspection  Act 
of  1874,  and  the  Acts  amending  the 
same." 

In  the  Committee, 

On  clause  3, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
Difficulty  has  been  found  in  getting  people 
to  act  as  deputy  inspectors  because  under 
the  law  as  it  now  stands  they  are  not  allow- 
ed to  deal  in  the  articles  they  inspect  and 
that  has  been  found  very  inconvenient, 
and  it  is  thought  no  harm  will  happen  if  a 
party  is  interested  because  he  will  have  to 
add  the  words,  if  he  is  deputy  inspector, 
"and  owner."  It  also  shows  how  the 
inspection  is  done  and  by  whom.  There 
is  a  provision  that  every  deputy  inspector 
who  violates  the  Act  shall  be  liable  to  a 
penalty. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  am  very  glad 
the  Government  have  made  this  amend- 
ment. The  law,  as  it  stands,  has  been 
found  to  work  very  unsatisfactorily.  It 
has  caused  a  great  deal  of  inconvenience 
to  deputy  inspectors  and  people  who 
would  be  inspectors,  and  it  has  not  done 
any  good  to  the  public.  I  think  that  this 
change  is  a  very  great  improvement. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— lam 
very  glad  to  hear  my  hon.  friend  say  so. 
I  am  sure  if  he  will  watch  the  Govern- 
ment measures  carefully  he  will  find  a 
great  many  of  them  of  the  same 
character. 

The  clause  was  adopted^ 

On  the  6th  clause, 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— This  is  an  im 
portant  clause.  Under  the  existing  Act 
the  chief  inspector  must  give  security,  and 
all  his  assistants  must  furnish  security  to 
him.  I  do  not  think  the  security  should 
be  done  away  with. 


Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— We 
are  now  going  to  appoint  people  who  are 
dealing  in  the  article  and  who  will  not 
devote  all  their  time  to  the  work. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— But  a  man, 
besides  inspecting  fpr  himself,  will  inspect 
for  others  in  his  neighborhood. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Why 
should  he  give  security  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— Because  the 
chief  inspector  is  liable  for  his  acts. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  alto- 
gether  agree  with  my  hon.  friend  from 
Alberton,  although  I  am  aware  he  knows 
a  great  deal  about  the  business.  I  do  not 
know  how  it  has  been  in  other  provinces, 
but  in  Nova  Scotia  it  has  been  found  very 
difficult  to  secure  deputy  inspectors  be- 
cause of  the  difficulty  they  experience  in 
getting  bondsmen.  If  my  hon.  friend 
from  Alberton  will  look  at  section  3  he 
will  find  that  it  contains  a  provision  which 
subjects  the  deputy  inspector  to  a  penalty 
of  $100  and  forfeiture  of  his  office  if  he 
violates  any  of  the  provisions  of  the  Act^ 
and  the  chief  inspector  being  responsible 
for  his  deputies  he  will  be  careful  to  ap- 
point reliable  men.  I  think  there  is 
ample  security  for  the  public.  A  very- 
serious  practical  difficulty  has  been  found 
in  the  working  of  the  law  as  it  now  stands, 
and  this  change  is  an  improvement.  I 
think  it  was  recommended  by  the  Chamber 
of  Commerce  of  Halifax. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  Chamber 
is  largely  made  up  of  men  engaged  in  the 
trade 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  think  my 
hon.  friend  from  Halifax  is  right  as  to  the 
difficulty  in  getting  efficient  officers  to 
perform  the  duty.  I  consider  this  ao 
improvement  on  die  Act  It  will  secure 
the  chief  inspector  from  any  loss  that  may 
be  incurred  through  any  feiult  on  the  part 
of  his  deputy. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 
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On  the  8th  clause, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  would  like  to 
ask  the  Minister  if  he  can  inform  the 
committee  whether  this  portion  of  the  Bill 
has  been  approved  of  by  the  Chamber  of 
Commerce  at  Halifax  ?  I  think  the  Com- 
missioner of  Inland  Revenue  sent  a  copy 
of  the  Bill  to  the  Chamber  of  Commerce 
and  it  was  nearly  all  approved  of.  The 
reason  I  ask  the  question  is  that  serious 
difficulties  have  arisen  in  matters  dealt 
with  in  this  clause.  Where  a  deputy  in- 
spector in  one  county  has  inspected  fish 
and  those  fish  have  gone  to  Halifax,  and 
a  dispute  has  arisen  between  the  pur- 
chaser of  the  fish  and  the  inspector  as  to 
whether  they  were  properly  inspected  or 
not,  there  was  no  authority  under  the 
existing  law  to  settle  the  difficulty.  Now 
I  see  that  sub-section  4  says : — 

"If  any  diapate  arises  between  the  in- 
apector  or  deputy  inepector  for  any  of  the 
places  hereioberore  mentioned  by  name, 
where  there  is  a  board  of  trade  or  chamber  of 
commerce,  and  the  owner  or  poseessor  of  any 
article  inspected  under  this  Act,  with  regard 
to  the  quality  or  condition  of  such  article,  or 
relating;  thereto,  such  dispute  shall  not  be  de- 
cided m  the  manner  in  this  section  before 
provided,  but  upon  application  by  either  of 
the  parties  to  the  dispute,  to  the  secretary  of 
the  board  of  trade,  or  the  chamber  of  com- 
merce for  the  place  where  the  dispute  has 
arisen." 

Now,  the  difficulty  does  not  arise  so 
often  in  the  county  of  Halifax,  where 
there  is  a  Chamber  of  Commerce,  as  it 
does  with  regard  to  fish  that  come  from 
outlying  counties.  I  know  the  desire  of 
the  chamber  was  that  there  should  be 
some  tribunal,  which  should  deal  with 
those  disputes.  Under  the  existing  law 
there  does  not  seem  to  be  any  one  with 
power  to  deal  with  them.  I  do  not  un- 
derstand that  sub-clause  4  creates  any 
tribunal  to  deal  with  such  cases.  Sub- 
clause 3  says  that  if  any  dispute  arises 
between  any  inspector  and  deputy  in- 
spector, and  the  owner  or  possessor  of  any 
article  inspected  by  him,  in  respect  of 
which  a  chief  inspector  has  been  ap- 
pointed, that  it  can  only  be  referred  to 
the  chief  inspector  when  the  parties  agree 
to  make  the  reference.  The  case  where 
the  parties  do  not  agree  does  not  seem  to 
be  provided  for.  Will  the  Minister  be 
kind  enough  to  ascertain  whether  this 


chiuse  as  it  stands  met  with  the  approval 
of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
will  ascertain  if  it  has.  I  understood 
generally  the  Bill  met  with  their  approval 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— As  I  under- 
stand,  where  there  is  no  Chamber  of 
Commerce  a  tribunal  of  three,  one  to  be 
chosen  by  the  inspector,  one  by  the 
owner  of  the  article,  and  one  by  the 
neighbouring  magistrate — three  persons 
of  skill — settle  the  matter. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  applies 
where  there  is  a  dispute  between  the 
inspector  and  the  owner.  For  instance  if 
fish  were  inspected  in  the  county  of 
Guysborough,  this  first  sub-clause  would 
provide  for  settling  it,  but  suppose  the 
fish  are  shipped  from  Guysborough  to 
Halifax  and  a  difficulty  occurs,  then  this 
sub-clause  does  not  provide  for  settling 
such  a  difficulty. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— the  case  which 
my  hon.  friend  puts  is  this  :  say  the  fish 
are  inspected  in  Guysborough  and  sold  in 
Halifax  and  a  dispute  arbes  as  to  whether 
the  fish  have  been  properly  inspected  or 
not — this  Act  provides,  in  such  a  case, 
that  the  matter  shall  be  referred  to  the 
Chamber  of  Commerce  or  board  of  trade. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Na 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— Yes,  if  any 
dispute  arises  between  the  inspector  or 
deputy  inspector  where  there  is  a  Chamber 
of  Commerce,  that  is  the  mode  of  settle- 
ment. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  think  I 
have  made  myself  clear.  Suppose  the 
fish  are  inspected  by  a  deputy  inspector  in 
Guysborough  county  and  they  come  to 
Halifax  and  the  purchaser  finds  the  fish 
not  up  to  the  brand ;  under  this  provision 
the  question  should  be  settled  by  three 
persons  to  be  named  by  the  justice  of  the 
peace  in  Guysborough. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— The  practical 
working  of  that  would  he  this ;  suppose 
100  barrels  of  Na  i  mackerel  had  been 
inspected  in  the  town  of  Guysborough  and 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Oenerdl  InapeoHon  Act  [JULY  2, 1885]  Ammdmmt  BiU.  1099 


sold  in  Hali&x.  The  purchaser  sa3rs  the 
goods  are  not  of  the  quality  they  ought  to 
be  according  to  the  brand.  To  whom  is 
he  to  appeal  ?  This  Bill  says  the  Cham- 
ber of  Commerce. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— No.  That  is 
where  a  dispute  occurs  between  a  purcha- 
ser and  the  mspector  or  deputy  inspector 
in  any  place  where  there  is  a  board  of  trade. 
In  the  case  which  we  have  been  assuming 
the  dispute  is  with  the  inspector  at  Guys- 
borough,  where  there  is  no  Chamber  of 
Commerce. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— Then  he  would 
have  to  summon  the  deputy  inspector. 
Suppose  those  mackerel,  which  were 
branded  No.  i  turned  out  to  be  No.  2, 
the  deputy,  or  chief,  as  the  case  might  be, 
would  be  responsible,  and  the  difficulty 
would  have  to  be  settled  by  the  chamber 
of  commerce. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
dispute  might  be  inchoate  until  the  fish 
got  to  Halifax ;  then  it  does  not  seem 
very  clear  whether,  if  the  dispute  arose 
partly  in  Guysborough  and  partly  in 
Halifax,  it  is  to  be  decided  in  Halifax, 
where  there  is  a  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
or  in  Guysborough,  where  there  is  none ; 
but  the  dispute  would  not  arise  in  Guys- 
borough. It  would  arise  in  Halifax  when 
the  fish  came  to  be  sold  and  turned  over 
to  a  new  purchaser — ^the  dispute  would 
arise  as  to  whether  they  were  up  to  the 
brand  or  not  The  dispute  would  be 
settled  in  the  way  laid  down  here  for  a 
place  where  there  is  a  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  is  only  if  the 
dispute  arises  between  the  inspector  and 
the  owner,  but  here  the  dispute  would 
arise  between  the  deputy  inspector  at 
Guysborough  and  the  purchaser  at  Halifax. 
I  merely  wish  the  Minister  of  Justice  to 
ascertain  if  this  clause  has  been  approved 
of  by  the  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— This  is  quite 
clear.  It  states  that  if  any  dispute  arises 
in  the  places  named — ^there  can  be  no 
dispute  between  the  inspector  and  the 
deputy  inspector  only  when  fault  is  found 
by  a  third  party.     No  dispute  can  arise 


between  the  chief  inspector  and  the 
deputy.  The  dispute  is  to  be  settled  by 
either  of  the  parties  to  the  dispute  appeal- 
ing to  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  where 
the  dispute  has  arisen. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^I 
do  not  think  it  is  clear,  because  it  says 
this  dispute,  which  is  to  be  settled  by  the 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  must  be  a  dispute 
arising  between  an  inspector,  at  a  place 
where  there  is  a  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
and  the  owner.  It  is  limited  to  that  It 
must  be  a  dispute  between  the  owner  and 
an  inspector  at  a  place  where  there  is  a 
board  of  trade.  Now,  as  in  Guysborough 
there  is  no  board  of  trade,  this  clause 
does  not  provide  for  a  dispute  between 
the  inspector  at  Guysborough  and  the  pur- 
chaser or  owner.  It  wants  to  be  cleared 
up,  I  think. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— Section  11 
provides  for  a  dispute  where  there  is  no 
Chamber  of  Commerce. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
Yes,  but  this  sub-section  4  only  hits  the 
case  of  a  dispute  in  a  locality  where  there 
is  a  board  of  trade.  It  does  not  hit  a 
dispute  between  the  inspector  at  a  place 
where  there  is  no  board  of  trade,  and  the 
owner. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

On  the  9th  clause, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL-This 
clause  will  do  away  with  compulsory  in- 
spection* 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— I  think  that  is 
a  very  important  matter ;  it  is  the  most 
important  clause  in  the  Bill,  and  I  am 
only  surprised  that  any  inspection  bill, 
having  such  a  clause  as  that  in  it,  should 
be  placed  before  Parliament.  The  only 
way  that  I  can  account  for  it,  is,  that  the 
bill  emanates  from  a  department  that  does 
not  know  anything  about  fish.  It  is  a 
bill  which  should  have  emanated  from  the 
Fisheries  Department  We  have  several 
Inspection  Acts  scattered  through  the 
Statutes,  starting  from  the  fh^t  bill  intro- 
duced, I  think,  by  the  Marine  and  Fish- 
eries Department,  and  which  was  a  very 
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good  Act.  It  was  an  Act  compiled  from 
the  American  Acts,  from  the  French  Acts 
and  from  the  English  Acts,  and  worked 
very  well  indeed — so  much  so,  that  our 
fish  soon  attained  a  reputation  which,  up 
to  that  time,  they  did  not  have.  I  think 
it  is  unfortunate  that  any  department 
should  interfere  with  what  might  be  called 
the  jurisdiction  of  trade.  A  few  years  ago 
we  had  a  bill  placed  before  us  with  regard 
to  the  regulation  of  scales,  which,  if 
passed  into  law,  would  have  been  found 
to  be  so  impracticable  that  it  would  have 
had  to  be  abandoned.  Here  is  a  bill  ask- 
ing us  to  do  away  with  the  bulwarks  we 
have  had  placed  around  our  fishing  in- 
dustry for  the  last  forty  years.  If  the 
Chambers  of  Commerce  are  to  be  con- 
sulted with  regard  to  petty  disputes  be- 
tween inspectors  and  sub-inspectors,  how 
much  more  should  they  be  requested  to 
give  their  opinion  with  regard  to  the 
practical  working  of  a  bill  like  this.  The 
Board  of  Trade  of  Halifax  has  more  to  do 
with  the  fisheries  of  this  Dominion  than 
any  other  board  of  trade  in  Canada, 
and  that  Board  of  Trade  is  opposed 
to  the  abolition  of  compulsory  inspection. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— They  are  opposed 
to  this  particular  clause. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— I  am  not  sur- 
prised at  it  If  we  look  at  the  statistics 
of  the  exports  of  fish  from  Canada,  we  will 
find  that  very  nearly  one-half  of  the  whole 
quantity  is  from  Nova  Scotia.  The  total 
value  of  the  Fisheries  of  Canada,  for  1884, 
is  reckoned  as  follows  : — 

Nova  Scotia $  8,763,779.36 

New  Brunswick 3>73o>453.99 

Quebec 1,694,560.85 

British  Columbia 1,358,267,10 

Ontario 1,133,724.26 

Prince  Edward  Island.  • . .     1,085,618,68 

Showing  a  total  of $17,766,404.24 

Now  the  Board  of  Trade  of  Halifax, 
from  which  port  the  great  bulk  of  the  ex- 
ports of  the  fish  of  Nova  Scotia  takes 
place,  have  condemned  this  Bill,  and  very 
properly  sa  No  practical  man  would 
break  down  the  law  we  now  have.  With- 
in the  last  few  days  we  have  had  before 
U8  a  bill  for  the  inspection  of  manure,  and 
H  Parliament  think  it  b  necessary  that 

.    Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN. 


there  should  be  a  close  inspection  of  fer- 
tilizers, how  much  more  important  it  is 
that  we  should  have  compulsory  inspec- 
tion of  one  of  the  most  important  items  of 
food  that  the  Dominion  produces.  I  have 
not  seen  in  any  newspaper,  nor  have  I 
heard  from  any  practical  man  engaged  in 
the  fisheries,  that  there  is  anything  to 
justify  the  abolition  of  the  protection  that 
our  fish  industries  have  enjoyed  hitherto 
under  compulsory  inspectioa  The  Hall* 
fax  Chamber  of  Commerce,  when  this 
bill  was  submitted  to  them,  passed  a 
resolution  on  the  13th  of  May,  approving 
of  the  Bill  now  before  Parliament  respect- 
ing the  Inspection  of  Fish,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  the  omission  of  the  clause 
making  inspection  compulsory,  a  system 
which  the  Chamber  unanimously  favored. 
Now,  if  that  is  a  fact — and  I  have  taken 
it  from  the  Hahfax  Herald  oi  the  14th 
May — I  do  not  see  any  reason  why  we 
should  throw  aside  the  advice  which  is 
offered  by  those  men  who  are  engaged  in 
the  fisheries,  and  whose  business  it  is.  I 
may  say  that  I  have  had  some  little  ex- 
perience of  the  fisheries  myself,  and  that 
it  is  a  business  that  requires  all  the  assist- 
ance that  it  can  have  without  being 
hampered  in  any  way  \  and  if  the  reputa- 
tion' of  our  fish  is  to  be  destroyed  by  a 
bill  of  this  kind,  I  think  we  ought  to  pause 
before  allowing  it  to  become  law.  We 
have,  in  the  maritime  portion  of  the  Dom- 
inion, some  of  the  most  important  food 
fish  of  the  world,  and,  within  my  recol- 
lection, from  being  almost  an  unsaleable 
article  in  the  markets  of  the  world,  they 
have  gained  a  good  reputation.  That 
reputation  has  only  been  obtained  by 
strict  attention  to  packing,  and  close  in- 
spection. The  fact  that  our  herrings  are 
of  so  little  value  as  compared  with  what 
they  might  be,  is  from  the  lack  of  more 
rigid  inspection  than  they  receive.  Many 
hon.  gentlemen  are  no  doubt  aware  that 
the  Loch  Fyne  or  Scotch  herring  are 
looked  upon  as  the  best  herring  in  the 
world.  Such,  however,  is  not  tibe  case. 
They  are  not  as  good  herring  as  we  have 
in  the  Gulf  pf  St.  Lawrence,  but  they  are 
treated  in  a  different  way.  Some  years 
ago  the  government  of  New  Brunswick 
thought  that  they  shdijld  *  get  a  complete 
inspection  of  fish  by  a  man  of  practical 
knowledge^  Mr.  H.  M.  Perley,  whose 
report  I  now  hold  in  my  hand,  and  it  is 
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the  best  report  extant  of  the  fisheries  of 
the  Dominion,  even  to  this  day.  With 
regard  to  the  item  of  herring,  after  speak- 
ing of  spring  herring,  which  are  taken  in 
set  nets  along  the  eastern  shore  of  New 
Brunswick,  which,  being  caught  while  in 
the  act  of  spawning,  are  thin  and  poor, 
he  says  : 

"  Anolber  herring  appears  on  the  coast 
about  the  20th  August  and  remaius  in-shore 
for  a  month  ;  these  are  fat  and  in  good  con- 
dition,  furnishine  excellent  food,  and  a 
valuable  commodity  for  export.  It  is  ad- 
mitted that  when  first  caught  these  fall 
herrings  are  fully  equal  in  every  respect  to 
the  best  Scotch  herrings,  and  if  they  were 
cured  in  the  Dutch  manner,  this  fishery, 
from  the  increased  price  and  demand,  would 
become  one  of  the  most  important  and 
valuable  fisheries  of  the  Gulf." 

At  the  date  of  this  report  (1852)  there 
was  very  little  attention  paid  to  this 
matter;  but  everyone  knows  that  since 
then  the  herrings  of  Nova  Scotia  are  not 
only  equal  to  but  superior  to  the  best 
Labrador  herring,  and  they  have  been 
made  so  by  strict  inspection.  If  we 
abolish  this  protection  and  make  it  no 
longer  compulsory  to  inspect  fish,  we  will 
do  away  with  the  whole  benefit  of  the  laws 
under  which  our  fish  trade  has  been  built 
up  during  the  past  quarter  of  a  century. 
If  I  were  to  read  the  hon.  gentleman  a 
description  of  the  amount  of  labor  that  is 
bestowed  on  the  curing  and  packing  of 
Scotch  herring  as  compared  with  ours, 
they  would  be  surprised.  It  is  this  that 
makes  Scotch  herrings  worth  from  three 
to  four  pounds  a  barrel  in  the  German 
markets,  and  so  careful  are  the  packers 
that  the  bung  of  the  barrel  which  contains 
the  pickled  fish  is  made  of  hard  wood, 
sealed  with  a  seal  and  registered.  The 
Dutch  mode  of  curing  herrings  is  thus 
described  by  Mr.  Chambers  in  his 
*•  Tour  in  Holland  in  1838." 

'^Immediately  on  being  caught  the  herrings 
are  bled,gutted,  cleaned,  salted  and  barrelled. 
The  ble^ing  is  effected  by  cutting  them 
rcross  the  back  of  the  neck  and  then  hanging 
them  up  for  a  few  seconds  by  the  tail.  By 
b«ing  thus  relieved  of  the  blood  the  fisn  retain 
a  certain  sweetness  of  flavor  and  delicacj^  of 
flesh  which  uubled  herrings  cannot  possibly 
possess.  The  rapidity  of  the  process  of  curing 
mnat  likewise  aid  in  preserving  the  native 
delicaoj^  of  the  animal,  f<Mr  the  herring  lies 
salted  in  the  barrel  in  a  very  few  minutes 
after  it  has  been  swimming  in  the  water.  I 
was  assured  that  the  supeiiority  of  the  Dutch 


herrings  is  solely  a»cribable  to  this  mode  of 
curing/* 

That  is  not  done  with  our  fish.  If  it 
were  rendered  necessary,  as  it  is  under  the 
inspection  laws  of  England,  we  would 
never  hear  of  Loch  Fyne  herring  being  so 
much  better  than  our  own.  It  is  not,  in 
fact,  any  better  than  our  own,  it  is  only 
want  of  care  and  diligence  in  curing  and 
packing  that  renders  ours  less  valuable.  I 
will  give  you  a  little  of  ray  own  experience. 
In  1866,  at  the  City  of  Bost  n,  I  had  a 
vessel  with  a  cargo  of  mackerel.  On  the 
other  side  of  the  wharf  where  she  lay  there 
was  a  vessel  from  Nova  Scotia,  also  with 
a  cargo  of  fish.  The  Nova  Scotia  fish 
was  inspected,  and  was  sold  readily ; 
mine  was  not  inspected,  and  I  was  sub- 
jected to  a  loss  of  $1.50  per  barrel,  for 
want  of  an  inspection  law  in  my  Province. 
When  I  got  back  to  Prince  Edward  Island 
I  introduced  a*  Bill  in  the  Legislature 
there  for  the  inspection  of  fish,  which  is  in 
operation  to  this  day,  and  which  has  been 
a  great  benefit  to  the  trade  of  that  Pro- 
vince. From  my  own  experience  I  say 
that  the  best  opinion  you  could  have  is 
the  opinion  of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce 
and  the  Board  of  Trade  at  Halifax,  who  are 
interested  in  this  matter,  and  if  they 
unanimously  favor  the  compulsory  inspec- 
tion of  fish  I  think  we  ought  to  hesitate 
before  we  throw  down  the  barrier  in  the 
way  that  this  Bill  proposes  to  do. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  am  very 
glad  that  my  hon.  friend  from  Alberton 
has  taken  up  this  question — the  compul- 
sory inspection  of  fish,  as  he  is  a  practical 
man,  and  is  thoroughly  familiar  with  the 
subject.  He  has  referred  to  the  fact  that 
Nova  Scotia  exports  nearly  half  of  all  the 
fish  exported  from  the  Dominion,  and  I 
might  inform  my  hon.  friend  that  the 
County  of  Lunenburg,  from  which  I  come, 
ships  one-half  of  the  fish  exported  from 
Nova  Scotia,  or  one-fourth  of  the  whole 
of  the  fish  exported  from  the  Dominion. 
Having  had  to  do  largely  with  fishermen 
and  shij)  owners,  I.  myself,  found  that  for 
some  trme  a  strong  feeling  existed  against 
compulsory  inspection  in  Halifax.  That 
feeling  was  caused  by  fish  sent  in  from 
outports  being  improperly  inspected  and 
the  brand  could  not  be  relied  upon.  The 
law  under  which  such  fish  can  be  re- 
inspected  in   Halifax   will    obviate    that 
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difficulty.  I  know  from  persons  who  are 
engaged  in  the  trade  that  in  the  United  States 
the  inspection  of  our  fish  is  of  great  value, 
and  the  inspection  of  fish  in  the  county 
from  which  I  come  has  always  been  taken  as 
reliable.  With  regard  to  the  West  India 
trade,  the  inspection  is  of  little  value, 
owing  to  the  distance  and  to  climatic 
influences.  I  think  that  under  compulsory 
inspection  our  fish  will  be  put  up  in  a 
manner  that  will  command  the  highest 
markets  in  the  United  States. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— When  and  where 
would  you  have  this  compulsory  inspec- 
tion? 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Wherever 
the  fish  are  taken. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— The  reason  I  put 
that  question  is  this  :  I  contend  that  if 
you  want  the  inspection,  that  inspection 
should  be  made  at  the  place  the  fish  are 
first  packed. 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  is  where 
is  generally  done. 


It 


Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— No,  lately  that 
has  not  been  the  case.  I  say  that  if  you 
inspect  there,  it  is  all  right  and  proper,  but 
if  you  send  those  fish  to  Quebec  or  Mon- 
treal, or  to  any  other  market,  and  then 
inspect  them,  it  destroys  the  whole  value 
of  inspection,  and  I  would  prefer  to  have 
no  inspection  whatever, 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— Why  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— Because  the  in- 
spector opens  the  barrels,  say  at  Mon- 
treal Those  barrels  are  very  slim,  and 
they  can  never  be  re-headed  in  such  a 
way  as  to  retain  the  pickle,  and  the  fish 
that  are  opened  for  inspection  there  can 
never  be  repacked  so  as  to  make  the  bar- 
rels hold  the  pickle,  and  if  the  fish  are  fat 
they  become  rusty  in  a  short  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— What  kind  of 
fish  do  you  speak  of? 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH — I  speak  princi- 
pally of  herring — Labrador  and  North 
shore,  such  as  used  to  come  to  our  mar- 
ket.     I  say  that  the  inspection  at  the 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH. 


place  the  fish  are  packed  would  be  perfectly 
right  and  proper ;  but  the  inspection  in 
any  other  place  destroys  the  fish,  and  has 
a  tendency  to'  make  them  rust  and  decay 
when  stored  in  cellars. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Fish  are 
always  inspected  at  the  place  they  are 
packed. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— Not  always,  be- 
cause in  Montreal  they  have  been  opened 
and  inspected,  and  it  has  been  the  cause 
of  destroying  the  fish  so  that  they  could 
not  be  sold  for  one-fourth  of  what  they 
would  have  brought  as  originally  packed. 
In  former  years  we  bought  on  the  repu- 
tation of  the  packer.  For  instance  there 
was  Rourke's  brand.  He  was  a  first-class 
packer,  and  his  brand  could  be  relied  on. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— Where  did  he 
pack? 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— In  Newfound- 
land. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— On  board  schoon- 
ers? 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— How  are  you 
going  to  inspect  fish  when  packed  on 
board  schooners  as  they  are  caught  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— Those  are  fish 
that  we  packed  on  shore.  They  were 
caught  by  small  vessels  and  brought  ashore 
to  be  packed,  and  they  were  sold  on  the 
reputation  of  the  packer.  Rourke's  brand 
was  known  in  every  market,  and  his  her- 
ring were  worth  $i  per  barrel  more  than 
any  other.  I  say  that  the  place  to  inspect 
fish  is  where  the  fish  are  packed.  Other 
fish  might  be  worth  $5  a  barrel  when 
originally  packed  and  they  would  not 
fetch  $3  in  the  market  after  they  were 
warranted. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— My  hon. 
friend  must  refer  to  Newfoundland  fish. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— No  I  do  not 
There  are  fish  improperly  packed  on  cor 
own  shores  as  well  as  in  Newfoundland, 
but  not  by  men  whose  character  is  at 
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stake.  If  you  make  inspection  compulsory 
at  the  place  the  fish  are  packed  it  will  be 
all  right ;  but  if  you  do  not  it  will  be  better 
to  have  no  inspection,  and  let  every  packer 
sell  on  his  own  brand  and  reputation. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— I  wish  to  show 
to  the  hon.  gentleman  what  the  fish 
exported  by  the  Dominion  consists  of: — 

The  following  table  shews  the  value  of 
the  several  kind^  of  fish  taken  in  Canada 
in  1884. 

Cod $4,302,454-85 

Herring 2,645,447.00 

Lobsters 2,35i,559-8o 

Mackerel 1,826,681.03 

Salmon 1,357,727.64 

Haddock 758,245.70 

Fish  oils 477,443.40 

Trout 464,653.00 

Sardines 384,600.00 

Smelt 370,644.60 

Pollock 275,222.50 

Whitefish 271,971.28 

Hake 217,981.70 

Alewives 189,854.50 

Seal  Skins 166,788.00 

Oysters 126,458.00 

Pickerel 111,452.06 

Halibut 98,532.90 

Sturgeon 88,899.60 

Eels 84,714.80 

Bass 75,57330 

Shad 74,058.41 

My  hon.  friend  says  he  would  like  to 
see  the  fish  inspected  where  they  are 
caught  I  would  like  to  know  where  else 
they  would  be  inspected  ?  I  remember  a 
few  years  ago  a  gentleman  visited  the 
Magdalen  Islands,  and  wrote  an  article 
on  the  fisheries  there.  In  the  course  of 
his  inquiries  some  wag  told  him  that  in 
the  spring  at  times  herrings  were  so 
plentifiil  that  when  the  high  tide  was  in 
all  the  fishermen  had  to  do  was  to  hold 
the  barrels  in  the  water  and  the  herrings 
ran  in.  This  was  gravely  stated  by  the 
writer  as  a  fact,  and  it  can  be  found  in  the 
library  here  by  anyone  who  has  the 
curiosity  to  see  it.  Newfoundland  has  no 
inspection  law  for  then:  barrels.  We  have 
an  inspection  law  which  pro^des  that  a 
barrel  shall  be  so  many  inches  long  in  the 
stave  and  a  certain  diameter.  In  Nova 
Scotia,  where  they  are  very  strict,  they 
provide  that  the  bung  of  the  barrel  shaU 


consist  of  hard  wood.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Toronto  tells  us  that  it  is 
impossible  to  re  head  barrels  so  that  they 
will  retain  pickle.  I  can  tell  him  the 
reason  why  they  cannot  get  the  heads 
back  in  the  barrel ;  in  a  great  many  cases 
the  heads  were  not  made  to  fit  the 
barrels.  They  were  gathered  up  indis- 
criminately and  put  in  indiscriminately ; 
but  in  some  places  the  barrels  are  branded 
at  the  cooper's  and  sent  down  to  the 
packer.  We  have  a  character,  a  reputa- 
tion, for  our  fish.  We  have  made  that 
reputation  and  that  character  by  our 
strict  inspection  laws.  Once  it  goes 
abroad  that  it  is  optional  with  our  packers 
to  inspect  their  fish,  that  moment  the 
reputation  of  our  fish  falls.  There  is 
no  doubt  about  that,  and  the  markets 
in  which  our  fish  are  sold  will  very  soon 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  reputation 
of  our  fish  is  gone.  I  have  heard  it  stated 
that  fish  cannot  be  pickled  or  cured  with- 
out sea  water.  That  idea  has  long  since 
been  exploded.  If  my  hon.  friend  goes 
to  New  York  or  to  Boston  he  will  find 
fresh  water  used  in  making  the  pickle  for 
packing  fish.  It  has  to  be  made  in  a  par- 
ticular way ;  but  there  is  no  more  difficulty 
in  curing  fish  vrith  pickle  made  with  fresh 
water  than  there  is  with  pickle  made  with 
sea  water,  if  it  is  well  made.  If  you  take 
any  quantity  of  pickled  fish,  no  matter  how 
good  the  barrels  are,  and  put  them  into  a 
cellar  and  leave  them  there  without  look- 
ing after  them  from  time  to  time,  they  are 
sure  to  spoil  if  the  pickle  goes  off.  That 
is  one  more  reason  why  we  should  have 
compulsory  inspection.  The  finer  the 
fish  the  sooner  they  will  spoil  if  the  pickle 
is  lost 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— It 
might  be  well  to  read  to  the  House  the 
view  which  is  taken  on  this  point  by  the 
Department  of  Inland  Revenue,  the 
Deputy  Minister,  Mr.  Miall,  says  in  the 
memorandum  that  he  has  given  to  me : — 

Under  the  Aot  as  it  now  etands.  the  in- 
spection of  fish  and  hides  is  compulsory  in 
districts  in  which  inspectors  have  been 
appointed.  In  reepect  of^all  other  articles^ 
flour,  grain,  beef,  pork,  butter,  pot  and  pearl 
ashes,  tne  inspection  is  optional. 

While  the  aepartment  has  had  no  evidence 
whatever  brought  before  it  irom  1874  to  the 
present  time,  indicating  that  the  law,  in 
respect  of  those  Articles  whose  inspection  is 
not  compulsory,  has  failed  fully  to  meet  fhe 
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requirements  of  trade,  there  has  been  a  never^ 
ceasing  correspondence  in  respect  of  the 
articles  of  fish  and  hides,  and  although 
Amendments  have  been  made,  year  after  year 
in  reference  to  the  views  of  those  most  inter- 
ested, the  Act  still  does  not  give  public 
•satisfaction. 

While  it  is  believed  that  a  proper  inspec- 
tion is  very  desirable,  and,  while  I  am  free  to 
admit  that  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  of 
Halifax  has  expressed  its  views  in  favor  of 
continuation  of  compulsory  inspection,  it  is 
impossible  not  to  see  in  the  correspondence 
before  the  department  a  very  strong  argument 
in  favor  of  providing  the  macninery  tor 
inspection,  but  leaving  individual  traders 
free  to  avail  themselves  of  it  or  not,  as  their 
interests  may  dictate. 

For  many  years  great  stress  was  laid  on 
the  inspection  of  deals  in  Quebec,  and 
deals  are  still  inspected  there,  but  I  know 
that  the  opinion  of  many  persons  who  have 
a  real  knowledge  of  the  trade  in  deals, 
and  are  themselves  in  that  business,  is 
against  compulsory  inspection.  My  hon. 
friend  from  Alberton  says  that  the  fish 
will  deteriorate  in  quality  if  compulsory 
inspection  is  abolished ;  but  that  has  not 
been  the  experience  of  the  country  in  re- 
ference to  other  articles.  The  only  two 
articles  as  to  which  inspection  is  compul- 
sory are  fish  and  hides.  Then  there  are 
a  great  many  other  articles  of  which  in- 
spection sometimes  takes  place,  but  is  not 
compulsory-  for  instance  flour  (that  used 
to  be  compulsory),  grain,  beef,  pork,  but- 
ter, and  pot  and  pearl  ashes.  I  do  not 
know  about  grain,  but  certainly  in  beet 
and  pork,  and  butter  and  potash,  there 
used  to  be  compulsory  inspection,  but  that 
has  been  done  away  with,  and  I  do  not 
think  that  any  deterioration  has  taken 
place  in  any  of  these  articles.  For  instance 
there  has  been  an  improvement  in  butter, 
which  occupies  a  very  much  higher  posi- 
tion than  it  used  to  do  in  olden  times. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOVVLAN— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— It  does  in  Ontario. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
believe  that  butter  has  improved  without 
compulsory  inspection.  I  have  read 
articles  saying  that  the  butter  produced 
in  Ontario  has  improved  very  much,  par- 
ticularly in  Perth,  and  that  both  butter  and 
cheese  are  much  better  in  quality  through- 
out the  province  than  they  were  some  years 
ago. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.  C.)— I  wish 
they  would  send  some  of  that  good  butter 
down  to  Ottawa  during  the  session. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
argument  is  that  the  quality  of  fish  will 
deteriorate  if  we  do  not  make  inspection 
compulsory.  In  reply  to  that,  I  say,  with 
reference  to  those  articles  I  have 
mentioned — 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— We  have  had 
for  a  long  number  of  years  compulsory 
inspection  and  our  fish  have  a  character 
and  reputation  for  that  reason.  It  we 
drop  compulsory  inspection  now  we  will 
lose  that  reputation. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
was  quoting  my  hon.  friend's  views  cor- 
rectly. He  thinks  if  we  do  not  continue 
to  make  the  inspection  compulsory  the 
character  of  our  fish  will  deteriorate.  In 
reply  to  that  I  have  shown  that  other 
articles  which  are  not  inspected  now,  but 
which  were  inspected  in  former  years, 
have  not  deteriorated.  Will  any  one  say 
that  pork  has  not  improved  in  quality 
since  the  inspection  of  it  ceased  to  be 
compulsory?  According  to  this  memo- 
randum, the  only  two  articles  in  which 
inspection  continues  to  be  compulsory 
are  those  I  have  mentioned,  fish  and 
hides.  I  think  in  all  the  other  articles 
where  inspection  has  ceased  to  be  com- 
pulsory we  have  gained  ground  instead  of 
losing  it,  and  therefore  there  is  no  reason 
to  suppose  that  we  will  lose  ground  it  we 
cease  to  make  the  inspection  of  fish  com- 
pulsory. People  will  take  pride  in  their 
own  brands.  Of  course  it  is  not  a  matter 
in  which  I  have  knowledge,  but  the 
strong  opinion  of  the  Department  is  that 
it  would  be  desirable  no  longer  to  make 
the  inspection  of  fish  compulsory. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— The  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Alberton  spoke  of  fish  being 
re-packed  in  Boston  in  fresh  water.  I 
would  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  are  the  fish 
thus  re-packed  with  fresh  water  as  good  as 
if  they  were  packed  with  sea  water,  pro- 
vided they  can  get  it  clear  ? 

Hon.  Mr  HOWLAN— Yes,  quite  as 
good. 
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Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— I  contend  they 
are  not  I  contend  there  is  nothing  as 
good  as  pure  salt  water  to  pack  herrings 
in ;  but  the  reason  they  do  not  re-pack 
them  in  salt  water  at  Boston  is  that  they 
cannot  get  pure  sea  water  there.  It  is 
quite  easy  to  see  that  that  is  why  they 
use  fresh  water. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN  —  Boston  is 
situated  on  tidal  water,  and  there  is  no 
difficulty  in  securing  clean  salt  water 
there.  My  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of 
Justice  stated  that  the  Deputy  Minister  of 
the  Department  of  Inland  Revenue  has 
had  no  correspondence  calling  for  this  re- 
peal of  the  compulsory  sections  of  the  Act. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— No ; 
what  he  says  is,  that  he  has  had  no  cor- 
respondence indicating  any  dissatisfaction 
with  the  Act  as  regards  those  goods  where 
the  inspection  is  not  compulsory,  but  he 
has  had  a  great  deal  of  correspondence 
with  reference  to  hides  and  fish  where  the 
inspection  is  compulsory,  and  the  whole 
volume  of  correspondence  leads  him  to 
suppose  that  it  would  be  better  not  to 
have  the  inspection  of  fish  compulsory. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— I  will  give  my 
hon.  friend  an  authority  quite  as  good  as 
the  Deputy  Minister  who,  I  presume, 
does  not  know  anything  practically  about 
the  questioa  I  will  quote  from  the 
report  of  M,  H.  Perley  on  the  progress  of 
the  Fisheries  of  New  Brunswick : — 

**  The  great  step  towards  iocreasing  the 
fisheries  and  rendering  them  more  valuable, 
18  the  enactment  of  a  general  inspection  law, 
with  provisions  for  the  appointment  in  every 
county  and  district  of  competent  and  trust- 
worthy inspectors  of  dried,  pickled,  and 
smoked  fish ;  and  a  total  probioition  of  the 
sale  or  exportation  of  any  such  fish,  unless 
inspected  and  branded  by  the  proper  officer.'' 

Now,  you  can  take  that  opinion  as 
against  Mr.  MialFs. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  Minister  of 
Justice  will  notice  that  the  Deputy  Minis- 
ter of  Inland  Revenue  is  simply  giving  an 
opinion  that  he  has  formed  him  elf.  It 
does  not  appear  that  he  is  expressing  the 
opinions  of  persons  who  are  engaged  in 
the  business,  and  who  would  naturally 
know  more  about  the  subject  than  the 
Deputy  Minister. 

U2 


Hon.  Sir.  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— It  is 
not  his  own  opinion  he  is  giving,  but  he 
says  he  has  come  to  that  conclusion  from 
the  correspondence  received  in  the  De- 
partment. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Why  does  he 
say  that?  The  Deputy  Minister  says 
that  as  to  these  articles  the  inspection  of 
which  is  not  compulsory,  he  has  had  very 
little  correspondence.  That  is  what  one 
would  expect — where  there  is  no  compul- 
sory inspection  no  disputes  arise,  but 
where  inspection  is  compulsory,  questions 
arise  between  the  inspectors  and  owners, 
and  that  leads  to  correspondence  with  the 
Department  as  to  what  the  meaning  of 
the  law  is,  and  suggesting  that  the  law 
should  be  altered  a  little  here  and  there. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— My 
hon.  friend  misquotes  what  I  read.  I  will 
read  it  as  it  is  here.  "  While  the  Depart- 
ment has  no  evidence  whatever  brought 
before  it  from  1874  to  the  present  time 
indicating  that  the  law  in  respect  of  those 
articles  whose  inspection  is  not  compulsory 
has  failed  fully  to  meet  the  requirements 
of  trade,  there  has  been  a  never  ceasing 
correspondence  in  respect  of  the  articles 
of  fish  and  hides,  and  althbugh  amend- 
ments have  been  made  year  after  year  in 
deference  to  the  views  of  those  most 
interested,  the  Act  still  does  not  give 
public  satisfaction." 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— But  the  Depart- 
ment have  been  bothered  with  compulsory 
inspection  because  that  is  really  all  that 
the  Department  has  anything  to  do  with. 
But  there  is  another  way,  and  a  much 
more  important  way  of  considering  the 
subject,  and  that  is  as  to  the  sale  of  those 
goods  in  the  markets  of  the  world.  Our 
fish  is  nearly  all  exported ;  the  great 
market  for  pickled  fish,  for  mackerel 
particularly,  is  the  city  of  Boston — that  is 
the  market  where  nearly  all  of  them  go  to. 
The  hon.  gentleman  from  Alberton  gave 
an  instance  in  his  own  experience  which 
shows  the  value  of  a  good  inspection  law. 
He  says  there  were  two  vessels  lying  at 
the  same  wharf,  one  from  Nova  Scotia 
where  they  have  had  an  inspection  law  for 
forty  or  fifty  years,  and  another  from  his 
own  province  where  they  had  no  inspection 
law,  and  the  fish  from  Nova  Scotia  brought 
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$1.50  a  barrel  more  than  the  fish  which 
were  not  inspected,  although  they  were 
equally  good.  The  treaty  under  which 
our  fish  were  admitted  into  the  United 
States  duty  free  has  expired  ;  some 
of  the  fishermen  have  to  contend  now  in 
the  markets  of  the  United  States  with  a 
■duty  of  $2  a  barrel.  If  in  addition  to 
that,  by  repealing  this  inspection  law, 
which  has  undoubtedly  given  our  fish  a 
•character  and  reputation  in  the  American 
market,  you  lower  and  degrade  the 
character  of  our  fish,  you  are  going  to 
place  our  fishermen  in  an  exceedingly 
difficult  position. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Yes, 
if  it  does  degrade  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  would  be 
the  tendency.  The  Nova  Scotia  inspec- 
tion has  been  thought  well  of  in  the 
United  States,  and  if  the  inspection  law  is 
repealed,  and  fish  are  sent  there  unin- 
spected, the  effect  of  that,  taken  to- 
gether with  the  imposing  of  the  duty  on 
fish,  will  be  serious  indeed.  The  very 
thing  will  happen  of  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Toronto  has  spoken, 
because  when  our  fish  go  to  Boston, 
Gloucester,  New  York  and  other  American 
cities  uninspected,  inspection  there  will  be 
considered  necessary.  The  Massachusetts 
laws,  and  the  laws  of  other  states  require 
inspection.  Those  fish  will  have  to  be  in- 
spected there,  and  ♦hen  the  consequences, 
of  which  a  member  of  the  Government 
has  spoken,  will  to  a  certain  extent  follow. 
It  always  injures  fish  to  take  them  out  and 
repack  them,  particularly  in  warm  weather, 
as  very  often  would  happen  if  they  were 
reinspected  in  the  United  States.  I  think 
that  is  a  very  serious  consideration.  One 
can  gather  from  the  memorandum  of  the 
deputy  Minister  that  he  does  not  lay  any 
very  special  stress  on  this  provision  of  the 
law,  and  I  hope  I  am  not  guilty  of  saying 
anything  unparliamentary  when  I  state 
that  in  the  course  of  a  private  conversation 
with  the  deputy  Minister  he  said  he  did 
not  lay  any  stress  on  this  particular  pro- 
vision. When  I  suggested,  as  all  the  rest 
of  the  Bill  had  the  approval  of  the  Chamber 
of  Commerce  of  Halifax,  that  it  might  be 
as  well  to  let  the  Bill  go,  as  they  had  ap- 
proved of  it,  omitting  this  particular 
provision,  and  if  a  law  with  the  amend- 

HoN.  Mr.  POWER. 


ments  which  this  Bill  makes  in 
it  after  the  experience  of  a  year  or 
two  is  found  to  work  unsatisfactorily,  this 
change  might  then  be  made,  on  the  whole 
the  Deputy  Minister  did  not  seem  to  see 
any  serious  objection  to  that.  When  we 
consider  that  in  those  Maritime  Provinces 
where  they  have  had  a  great  deal  of  ex- 
perience in  the  fish  business,  compulsory 
inspection  has  been  in  force  in  all  of  them 
for  a  number  of  years,  it  is  a  very  strong 
argument  in  favor  of  our  retaining  it.  We 
have  the  unanimous  expression  of  opinion 
from  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  at 
Halifax  in  lavor  of  retaining  compulsory 
inspection.  I  hope  that,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, the  Minister  will  consent  to 
omit  this  provision  for  the  present  at  any 
rate.  It  may  be  limited  to  fish  alone :  as 
to  hides  I  do  not  feel  that  it  is  a  matter 
of  much  consequence.  The  Minister  has 
referred  to  butter  and  some  other  articles. 
I  should  be  quite  satisfied  to  rest  my  case 
on  that.  The  reputation  of  Canadian  butter 
in  the  markets  of  the  world — certainly  the 
reputation  of  butter  from  some  of  the 
provinces — is,  to  say  the  least  of  it, 
indifferent.  It  is  much  easier  to  ascertain 
the  quality  of  a  tub  of  butter  than  the 
quality  of  a  barrel  of  fish.  The  man  who 
wishes  to  examine  butter  runs  an  instru- 
ment called  a  tryer  to  the  bottom  of  the 
tub  and  gets  a  sample  of  the  whole  tub. 
That  cannot  be  done  with  fish.  The 
packages  have  to  be  emptied  to  ascertain 
what  they  contain,  and  it  involves  great 
delay  and  expense.  As  this  change  in 
the  law  has  not  been  asked  for  by  the 
people  who  are  interested  in  the  matter, 
and  as  the  Department  is  not  strong 
on  the  point  and  as  the  people  w^ho  are 
most  interested  ask  that  the  change  be 
not  made,  I  hope  that  the  Minister  will 
consent  to  let  this  clause  stand  over,  and 
if  it  is  found  that  the  Act,  with  the  amend- 
ments made  by  this  Bill,  works  satisfactorily 
compulsory  inspection  need  not  be 
abandoned,  but  if  it  does  not  work 
satisfactorily,  then  the  change  can  be 
made  later  on. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  hope  the 
Minister  will  pay  some  regard  to  the  re- 
marks of  the  hon.  member  from  Hali&x. 
If  you  relax  the  law  once  you  will  find  it 
hard  to  get  back  to  the  position  we  oc- 
cupy now.     I  have  had  a  conversation 


Digitized  by 


Google 


General  Inspection  Act  [JULY  2,  1885]  Amendment  BiU. 


im 


with  the  Deputy  Minister,  and  I  found 
that  he  had  no  opinion  at  all  on  the 
matter.  He  did  not  know  what  to  say 
about  this  compulsory  inspection.  He 
was  in  such  doubt  about  it  that  he  did 
not  know  what  should  be  done.  I  believe, 
in  the  lower  ports  now  the  opinion  is  in 
favor  of  compulsory  inspection.  In  Hali- 
fax, in  consequer.ee  of  not  trusting  to 
country  inspection,  there  was  a  feeling 
against  it  because  they  had  to  re-inspect 
there,  but  I  think  the  feeling  now  is  in 
favor  of  compulsory  inspection. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Per 
haps  the  better  way  would  be  for  me  to 
ask  the  committee  to  pass  over  that 
clause  for  the  present,  and  I  will  have 
further  conversation  with  the  officers  of 
the  department,  and  when  we  are  in  com- 
mittee again  I  will  bring  down  any 
evidence  there  may  be  in  the  department 
which  has  induced  the  officers  to  believe 
that  the  change  would  be  a  good  one. 
In  the  meantime  we  will  pass  it  over. 

The  clause  was  allowed  to  stand. 

On  the  nth  clause, 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— Is  it  con- 
sidered essential  that  extra  Manitoba 
hard  wheat  should  consist  of  one  kind 
only— red  Fife  wheat?  It  seems  strange 
that  if  there  is  any  other  wheat  of  equal 
quality  it  should  not  have  the  same  rank, 
because  ic  does  not  happen  to  be  red 
Fife  wheat.  I  should  \hink  the  more 
varieties  of  wheat  you  can  get  to  come  up 
to  the  highest  standard  the  better. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
next  |)aragra|)h  requires  only  85  per  cent, 
of  red  File  wheat. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— It  seems 
to  me  that  the  best  quality  of  spring 
wheat  is  confined,  in  this  Bill,  to  red  Fife. 
I  do  not  think  that  it  is  judicious,  or  in 
the  interests  of  the  farmers  and  of  all  other 
classes,  that  other  varieties  should  not  be 
recognized  if  they  are  equally  good. 

Hon  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
wheat  spoken  of  in  this  clause  is  a  variety 
which,  when  carefully  cultivated,  yields  a 
remarkably  fine  quality  of  grain,  and  it  is 


proposed  that  where  a  man  grows  that 
kind  of  wheat  and  wants  it  branded,  he 
shall  have  it  marked  "extra  Manitoba 
hard  wheat." 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— The  hon. 
gentleman  fails  to  perceive  the  point  I 
make.  Another  man  may  grow  another 
kind  of  wheat,  not  red  Fife,  which  may 
weigh  63  pounds  to  the  bushel,  but  under 
this  clause  he  could  not  get  it  graded 
"  extra  Manitoba  hard  wheat." 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
suppose  there  is  no  objection  to  branding 
red  Fife  wheat  as  provided  for  in  this  clause, 
if  it  weighs  62  pounds  to  the  bushel.  If 
there  is  some  other  kind  which  will  weigh 
as  much  or  more,  we  could  include  it  also. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— The  objection 
of  the  hon,  member  from  Prince  Edward 
Island  is  that  it  could  not  be  admitted 
under  this  section.  Only  red  Fife  can  be 
admitted  under  this  clause  as  '*  extra 
Manitoba  hard  wheat."  If  another  kind 
is  equally  good  there  is  no  reason  why  it 
should  not  be  admitted  under  that  brand. 
My  hon.  friend's  suggestion  is,  I  suppose, 
that  the  words  "  red  Fife  "  should  be 
struck  out,  leaving  it  any  kind  of  sound, 
well  cleaned  wheat  which  weighs  62 
pounds  to  the  bushel, 

Hon.  Mr.  GIRARD— The  red  Fife  is 
a  variety  of  spring  wheat  which  has  been 
introduced  in  the  Northwest  and  has  suc- 
ceeded there  remarkably  well ;  and  it 
would  be  well  if  it  were  spread  over  the 
whole  Dominion.  It  would  render  an 
immense  service  to  the  country.  In  the 
other  varieties  of  Manitoba  hard  wheat 
there  is  red  Fife  also,  but  not  being  alto- 
gether red  Fife  it  cannot  be  classed  as 
**  extra  Manitoba  hard  wheat."  Wheat 
composed  exclusively  of  red  Fife  is  what 
the  farmers  in  the  Northwest  wish  to  have 
branded  as  "  extra  Manitoba  hard  wheat." 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

On  the  1 6th  clause, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  should  like  to 
have  that  clause  stand  until  the  Bill  is  in 
Committee  again.  It  increases  the  cost 
of  inspection  from  live  to  seven  cents  a 
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barrel.  The  Minister  might  inquire  as  to 
the  reasons  for  making  the  change.  I 
know  the  increase  will  be  very  objection- 
able to  the  fishermen  and  others  engaged 
in  the  fish  trade  in  the  Maritime  Pro- 
vinces. 

The  clause  was  allowed  to  stand. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE,  from  the 
Committee,  reported  that  they  had  made 
some  progress  and  asked  leave  to  sit 
again. 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  5:30  p.  m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa^  JFriday,  July  3rd,  1885^ 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  three 
o'clock  p.  m. 

Prayers  and  routme  proceedmgs. 

HARBOR  MASTER  AT  HALIFAX 
BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (148),  "An  Act 
to  amend  the  Act  respecting  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  harbor  master  at  the  port  of 
Halifax."  He  said  :  This  Bill,  in  the 
I  St  clause,  is  to  afford  facilities  for  re- 
covering penalties  for  breach  of  regula- 
tions; the  second  clause  is  for  the  pur- 
pose of  increasing  the  remuneration  of  the 
harbor  master  of  the  port  of  Halifax  by 
$200. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  rise  for 
the  purpose  of  opposing  the  Bill,  but  for 
the  purpose  of  asking  the  Minister  how 
the  harbor  master  of  St.  John  is  paid, 
whether  he  is  paid  a  fixed  sum  or  is 
allowed  to  take  all  the  fees  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
think  he  takes  the  fees  in  the  same  way  as 
the  harbor  master  at  Halifax. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— When  the  Bill 
goes  into  committee  I  hope  the  Minister 
will  be  prepared  to  state  positively. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER. 


Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Is  there 
anything  that  a  harbor  master  undertakes 
to  do  by  this  Bill  he  has  not  previously 
done? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL- No, 
but  the  number  of  vessels  coming  to  ±e 
port  has  increased — the  number  of  coast- 
ing vessels — and  it  was  thought  desirable 
to  add  to  the  income  of  the  harbor  master 
in  this  way. 


The    SPEAKER- 
office  rent  out  of  it 


-And  he  pays  his 


The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

LIBRARY  OF  PARLIAMENT  BILL. 

SECOND   READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (139),  "An  Act 
to  amend  the  Act  in  relation  to  the 
Library  of  Parliament."  He  said:  This 
is  a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  appointing  two 
Librarians  instead  of  one  and  arranging 
for  a  staff  under  these  officers  for  the 
management  of  the  Library ;  the  salaries 
to  be  given  to  the  chief  officers  is  not  to 
exceed  $3,000,  chief  messenger  not  to 
exceed  $700,  and  the  other  officers 
on  the  scale  of  the  civil  servants, 
and  there  is  a  provision  in  the  end 
that  nothing  in  this  Act  contained 
shall  operate  to  diminish  the  salary  of  any 
officer  or  servant  now  employed  in  the 
library.  I  know  that  the  fact  of  having  a 
Joint  Librarian  has  excited  some  remarks, 
but  it  is  often  an  advantage  that  there 
should  be  a  French  Librarian,  as  well  as 
an  English  Librarian,  for  the  convenience  of 
persons  who  desire  to  consult  those  officers. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  cannot  allow 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill  to  pass 
without  saying  a  few  words  against  it. 
There  are  two  objections  to  the  measure  ; 
one  on  the  ground  of  the  additional  ex- 
pense, and  the  other  on  the  ground  of 
policy.  Now  as  to  the  first  objection,  I 
think  it  is  clear  that  this  Bill  involves  con- 
siderable additional  expense.  In  the  first 
place,  you  have  the  salaries  of  two  Libra- 
rians to  provide  instead  of  the  salary  of 
one  Librarian. 
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Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— But 
there  is  no  assistant  Librarian. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— On  referring  to 
the  existing  statute  governing  the  Library, 
I  find  that  the  salary  of  the  Librarian  as 
set  down  there  is  $2,500 ;  the  salary  to 
the  assistant  librarian  is  $1,800.  It  is 
true  the  late  Librarian,  Mr.  Todd,  was 
allowed  a  larger  salary  than  the  salaiy  set 
down  here,  in  consideration  of  his  long 
services  and  great  ability ;  but  if  we  were 
appointing  a  Librarian  to  take  Mr.  Todd's 
place,  I  do  not  think  that  that  librarian 
would  necessarily  begin  on  the  salary 
which  Mr.  Todd  had  at  the  time  of  his 
death,  and  the  salaries  ought  to  be 
governed  by  the  original  statute.  The 
4th  section  of  the  Act  of  187 1  gives  a  list 
of  the  officers  of  the  Library.  It  says  the 
officers  and  servants  of  the  Librarjr  of 
Parliament  shall  consist  of  a  Librarian, 
assistant  librarian,  two  clerks  and  two 
messengers.  This  Bill  provides  for  two 
Librarians,  two  first-class  clerks,  two 
second-class  clerks,  and  three  third 
class  clerks;  that  is,  instead  of  hav- 
ing a  librarian  and  an  assistant 
librarian  you  will  have  two  librarians,  and 
instead  of  three  clerks  you  will  have  seven 
clerks,  and  instead  of  two  messengers  you 
will  have  four ;  so  that  the  staff  will  be 
considerably  increased.  I  know  that  the 
staff  has  been  increased  sincp  the  passage 
of  the  Act  of  1871,  but  this  will  increase 
it  still  further.  The-  tendency  will  be  to 
further  increase  the  expense  in  the  future 
— unnecessary  expense.  Under  the  pre- 
sent system  clerks  have  been  appointed 
when  they  have  been  found,  in  the  actual 
working  of  the  Library,  to  be  absolutely 
necessary.  Under  the  system  which  will 
be  initiated  by  this  Bill  clerks  will  be 
appointed  in  a  difierent  way.  It  will  be 
found  for  instance  that  it  is  necessary  to 
have  an  additional  English  clerk,  and 
immediately  as  a  matter  of  course  an 
additional  French  clerk  will  be  appointed ; 
or  if  it  happens  the  other  way  that  an 
additional  French  clerk  is  needed,  under 
the  arrangement  provided  by  this  Bill  an 
additional  English  clerk  who  may  not  be 
necessary  at  all  will  be  appointed.  That 
is  the  way  this  double-headed  system 
works  always  and  we  have  no  reason  to 
suppose  that  the  library  of  Parlia- 
ment   will    be    an    exception.      Those 


are  the  principal  grounds  of  objec- 
tion to  this  measure,  as  to  the  additional 
expense.  Then  there  is  an  objection  to 
the  policy.  A  double-headed  department 
means,  as  a  matter  of  course,  unnecessary 
expense,  and  it  means  unsatisfactory  work- 
ing. The  proverb  that  a  house  divided 
against  itself  cannot  stand,  wc  find  exem- 
plified continually.  There  are  to  be  two 
heads  to  this  Library  and  the  result  of  that 
will  be  that  there  will  be  no  head — no  one 
person  who  can  be  referred  to  in  case  of  a 
difference  of  opinion  between  the  joint 
officers.  This  experiment  has  been  tried 
in  other  cases.  It  was  tried,  I  think,  in 
the  Parliamentary  Library  in  Quebec  and 
was  found  not  to  answer  satisfactorily ;  and 
it  has  been  tried  in  other  departments,  and 
I  see  no  hope  that  the  systej»  will  work 
better  in  connection  with  the  Library  than 
it  has  in  other  cases.  I  think  that  the 
history  of  this  matter  of  the  Librarianship 
reflects  very  little  credit  upon  the  Govern- 
ment When  the  late  Mr.  Todd  died,  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Government,  par- 
ticularly as  that  gentleman's  death  took 
place  during  the  sitting  of  Parliament, 
to  have  appointed  a  successor  im- 
mediately, or  after  a  decent  interval, 
and  it  was  their  duty  then  to  have 
selected  one  competent  man  to  take 
Mr.  Todd's  place.  But  they  did  not  do 
that  The  Government  might  have  ap- 
pointed Mr.  Decelles,  who  had  acted  as 
assistant  Librarian, ;  if  they  had  done  that 
I  think  no  o  ne  could  have  found  fault 
with  their  conduct  As  far  as  I  know, 
Mr.  Decelles  is  a  good  and  efficient 
officer,  and  he  had  had  some  experience 
in  the  Library,  and,  I  have  no  doubt, 
would  have  made  a  very  satisfactory  Libra- 
rian. If  they  did  not  choose  to  appoint 
him,  it  was  open  to  them  at  that  time  to 
have  appointed  some  English  speaking 
gentleman  as  Librarian,  and  to  have  con- 
tinued Mr.  Decelles  as  Assistant  Librarian 
I  do  not  think  that  that  could  be  looked 
upon  as  a  great  wrong  to  Mr.  Decelles, 
because  he  had  not  been  very  long  in  the 
Library  himself.  A  Government,  which 
transacted  business  in  a  businesslike 
way  would  have  adopted  either  one. 
of  those  courses,  either  appointed 
Mr.  Decelles  as  Librarian,  and 
some  English-speaking  gentleman  as 
Assistant,  or  appointed  an  English-speak- 
ing Librarian  and  continued  Mr.  Deoelles 
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as  Assistant.  The  Government  instead  of 
doing  that  procrastinated.  The  procras- 
tination of  the  head  of  the  Government 
has  become  proverbial ;  and  I  regret  to  say 
that  the  effect  of  his  procrastination  as  a 
rule  is,  not  that  things  are  better  done  than 
if  he  had  acted  promptly,  but  they  are 
done  in  almost  the  worst  possible  way. 
Some  eminent  man,  whose  name  I  do  not 
remember,  once  remarked  :  "  Time  and 
I  against  any  two":  the  motto  of  the 
head  of  the  Government  is  pretty 
much  the  same,  and  time  and  he  together 
produce  the  most  unsatisfactory  results 
when  they  are  combined.  The  gentleman 
to  be  appointed  Parliamentary  Librarian 
was  for  many  years  a  personal  friend  of 
mine,  and  I  am  very  glad  indeed  that  he 
is  going  to  receive  a  good  appointment;  but 
at  the  same  time  that  fact  does  not  blind  me 
to  the  objectionable  nature  of  this  Bill. 
If  the  Government  thought  he  was  the 
man  to  be  librarian  they  might  have  ap 
pointed  him  hist  winter,  nnd  if  he  was  not 
to  be  the  man  to  be  librarian  they  might 
have  appointed  him  assistant  and  made 
Mr.  Decelles  librarian.  I  was  under  the 
impression  that  one  of  the  great  objects 
of  bringing  the  Maritime  Provinces  into 
the  Union  with  Upper  and  Lower  Canada 
was  to  get  rid  of  this  system  of  having 
two  heads  to  every  Department,  and  I  am 
very  sorry  to  see  that  now,  after  i8  years 
of  Confederation,  we  are  going  back  to 
the  old  objectionable  system.  If  the 
Government  felt  that  it  was  desirable  to 
appoint  Mr.  Decelles  Librarian  and  to 
appoint  an  officer  of  a  special  char- 
acter, they  might  have  appointed  the 
other  gentleman  assistant  Librarian, 
and  given  him  charge  in  a  special 
manner  of  the  parliamentary  works  in 
the  Library,  and  I  for  one  should  not, 
under  those  circumstances,  have  objected 
seriously  to  giving  the  assistant  Librarian 
and  Parliamentary  Librarian  a  salary 
larger  than  that  provided  by  the  Act  of 
1871 ;  but  as  it  is,  I  shall  feel  obliged  to 
vote  against  this  Bill  because  it  is  going  to 
lead  to  very  considerable  and  unnecessary 
expense,  and  because  it  is  going  to  give  us 
less  efficiency  and  probably  a  good  deal 
of  difficulty  and  trouble  in  the  conduct  of 
the  Library. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— I  do  not 
think  I  would  have  said  a  word  on  this 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER. 


Bill  but  for  the  observation  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  taken  his 
seat  has  made,  and  which  I  cannot  let  go 
without  a  reply.  The  hon.  gentleman 
states  that  Mr.  Decelles  has  not  been  long 
in  the  service,  and  that  he  could  have  re- 
mained as  assistant,  and  that  another  gen- 
tleman speaking  the  English  language 
could  have  been  appointed  as  Librarian. 
I  am  quite  opposed  to  that  principle. 
When  the  Government  make  an  appoint- 
ment they  should  select  a  good  man,  and 
if  the  appointments  are  good,  promotion 
ought  to  be  the  general  rule.  Either  Mr. 
Decelles  was  fit  to  be  appointed  to  the 
position  he  has  held  for  years,  or  he  was 
not.  If  he  was  not,  the  Government  did 
wrong  to  appoint  him,  and  both  Houses 
of  Parliament  ought  to  have  taken  a  stand 
on  the  matter.  But  it  is  very  well  known 
that  Mr.  Decelles  was  fit  for  the  position, 
and  that  he  ought  to  have  been  promoted. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— But  that 
is  not  what  the  hon.  gentleman  said ;  he 
said  either  to  do  this  or  the  other.  I  say 
the  other  thing  could  not  be  done  without 
doing  injustice,  and  Parliament  ought 
not  to  be  unjust.  Now,  as  to  this  Bill,  I 
am  happy  to  see  that  the  Government 
have  determined  not  to  set  Mr.  Decelles 
completely  aside  because  he  is  a  French- 
speaking  gentleman ;  but  I  must  say  this, 
that  the  Government  have  shown  in  this 
instance  that  a  Frenchman,  however  clever 
he  may  be,  has  never  full  justice  done 
him  unless  an  English-speaking  gentle- 
man receives  equal  recognition.  If  two 
heads  are  necessary  in  the  Library  now, 
they  were  necessary  in  the  time  of  Mr. 
Todd.  If  two  are  not  necessary,  why 
did  not  Mr  Decelles  receive  the  appoint- 
ment? Mr.  Decelles  is  to  be  pro- 
moted now,  but  the  Government  had 
to  wait  for  more  than  a  year  to  promote 
him'  in  order  that  they  might  appoint  with 
him  an  English-speaking  gentleman.  That 
shows  that  we  have  good  reason  to  com- 
plain. I  have  heard  it  said  once  or  twice 
in  this  House,  "why  speak  of  French  and 
English  ;  let  us  all  be  Canadians."  As  I 
said  before,  we  wish  to  be  CanadianSi 
Let  the  majority  act  honorably,  justly  and 
equitably,  and  we  will  all  be  Canadians 
together,  but  when  we  see  such  an  act  as 
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this,  when  we  find  that  the  full  justice 
which  the  French-speaking  population  in 
this  country  ought  to  enjoy  in  common 
with  Englishmen  is  denied  us,  we  must 
lay  aside  that  word  Canadian  and  think 
that  we  are  descended  from  French  an- 
cestors— from  those  who  came  here  first — 
and  demand  that  those  who  govern  the 
country  shall  concede  to  us  our  rights.  If 
those  rights  are  trampled  upon,  it  is  not 
surprising  that  we  sometimes  complain. 
Has  justice  been  done  in  this  matter? 
Here  is  an  important  position  to  be 
filled;  there  is  a  deputy  Librarian  who  is 
quite  equal  to  the  position,  but  before 
promoting  him  a  way  must  be  found  to 
appoint  an  English-speaking  man  to 
occupy  a  position  equal  to  his  in  rank. 
Now  that  is  not  right,  and  it  does  not 
show  that  we  are  getting  the  justice  for 
which  we  have  a  right  to  look.  As  the 
hoa  member  from  Halifax  says,  we  have 
been  waiting  for  twelve  months  for  this 
appointment  to  be  made.  Why?  Be- 
cause when  Mr.  Todd  died  the  Govern- 
ment were  asked  in  this  House  how  they 
would  deal  with  the  appointment  of  a 
successor,  and  whether  Mr.  Decelles,  a 
French  gentleman,  would  occupy  the 
position.  On  account  of  that  difficulty 
the  appointment  was  delayed  from  day  to 
day  for  twelve  or  rather  fifteen  months. 
Now  this  shows  that  whenever  the  French 
people  have  a  right  to  an  appointment,  it 
is  only  conceded  after  long  delay.  We 
have  another  instance  in  a  position  not 
quite  so  important  A  vacancy  occurred 
amongst  the  messengers  in  this  House, 
and  it  was  proposed  to  fill  it,  but  because 
the  older  messenger  is  a  Frenchman 
the  question  of  filling  the  vacancy 
has  been  set  aside,  and  God  knows  when 
the  position  will  be  filled,  except  Provi- 
dence so  manage  things  that  that  French- 
man would  die  and  give  a  chance  to  an 
Englishman  to  be  promoted.  As  hon. 
gentlemen  know,  when  that  question 
came  before  the  Committee  on  Contin- 
gencies, and  it  was  proposed  that  a 
messenger  speaking  the  English  language 
should  be  appointed  to  fill  the  vacancy, 
exception  was  taken  to  it  because  an  older 
messenger  was  a  Frenchman;  so  it  was 
set  aside  for  another  year,  and  this  year 
not  a  word  has  been  said  about  it.  These 
are  facts,  and  I  ask,  have  we  not  good 
reason  to  ignore  the  fact  that  we  are 


Canadians  and  remember  only  that  we  are 
French,  and  that  in  this  country  of  ours 
we  have  rights  equal  to  those  of  our  fellow 
citizens  of  English  origin  ?  We  speak  a 
language  which  is  recognized  as  one  of  the 
official  languages  of  the  country;  but 
the  right  to  speak  in  the  French  lan- 
guage is  not  always  admitted  and  we 
are  treated  in  such  a  way  as  to  make 
us  feel  every  day  that  we  are  a  minority. 
We  are  ready  to  forget  that  we  are  French 
or  English.  We  are  ready  to  remember 
only  that  we  are  Canadians,  but  let  the 
majority  of  the  Dominion  follow  the  ex- 
ample of  the  majority  o\  the  province  of 
Quebec  in  their  treatment  of  a  minority. 
In  the  province  of  Quebec  we  hear  of  no 
difficulties.  Why  ?  Because  the  English 
minority  have  no  cause  to  complain,  be- 
cause they  are  given  all  their  rights,  and 
more.  They  are  given  so  much  that 
they  refuse  part  of  what  is  conceded  to 
them.  Is  there  not  a  law  in  existence  to 
give  a  superintendent  of  education  to  the 
minority  of  the  province  of  Quebec? 
Why  have  they  not  availed  themselves  of 
it  ?  Because  they  say  it  is  not  necessary 
— that  they  are  all  so  well  treated  by  the 
majority  in  the  province  of  Quebec  that 
they  do  not  require  a  superintendent  of 
education  for  themselves.  Treat  us  in 
the  same  way  and  we  will  not  complain ; 
but  as  long  as  we  are  dealt  with  as  we 
have  been  hitherto,  there  are  men  who  will 
be  ready  to  fight  for  their  rights,  and 
to  claim  all  that  they  are  entitled  to, 
I  do  not  make  these  remarks  in  any  hos- 
tile spirit  but  merely  to  remind  gentlemen 
that  if  we  sometimes  complain  it  is  because 
we  have  good  cause  for  complaint.  I 
might  speak  of  the  seat  on  the  Treasury 
benches  in  this  House,  now  unoccupied, 
which  should  be  filled  by  a  French  mem- 
ber in  order  that  the  (questions  which  we 
ask  in  one  of  the  official  languages  might 
be  answered  in  that  language.  It  has 
been  acknowledged  that  we  should  have  a 
representative  here  speaking  our  own  lan- 
guage ;  but  has  that  right  been  conceded 
yet  ?  It  has  not  been  done,  though  the 
failure  to  do  it  is  recognized  as  a  violation 
of  the  spirit  of  the  constitution ;  and  if  wq . 
can  trample  upon  one  part  of  the  constitUfl 
tion  then  any  and  all  of  it  may  be  disre- 
garded. I  say  that  we  ought  to  stand  by 
our  constitution ;  if  we  do  so  I  believe  that 
we  will  have  no  cause  to  complain,  and 
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gentlemen  in  this  House  and  other  parts 
of  the  Dominion  will  hear  no  more  of 
those  complaints — complaints  which  for 
my  own  part  I  do  not  like  to  utter,  and 
which  gentlemen  in  this  House  are  not 
very  pleased  to  hear,  but  which,  I  hope, 
they  will  have  the  justice  to  admit  are 
only  too  well  founded. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  wish  to  say  a 
word  or  two  in  explanation.  The  hon, 
gentleman  from  DeLanaudiere  seems  to 
have  misapprehended  what  I  said.  I  did 
not  at  all  object  to  the  appointment  of 
Mr.  Decelles.  I  said  on  the  contrary 
that  as  far  as  I  knew,  Mr.  Decelles  was 
perfectly  qualified  to  act  as  Librarian,  and 
I  went  on  to  add  that  if  the  Government 
did  not  think  fit  to  appoint  him  as 
Librarian  they  might  appoint  another 
gentleman.  The  compromise  I  suggested, 
and  I  think  after  the  long  delay  it  would 
have  been  the  proper  course  to  have  adopt- 
ed, was  to  appomt  Mr.  Decelles  as  Librarian 
and  appoint  another  gentleman  as  his  assist- 
ant in  charge  of  the  Parliamentary  Library, 
at  a  good  salary.  As  to  the  charge  of  want 
of  fair  play  that  the  French-Canadians 
meet  with  in  the  Senate,  I  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  no  ground  for  the  some- 
what vigorous  language  he  has  used| 
I  have  had  occasion  to  look  oVer  a 
statement  showing  the  number  of  em- 
ployes in  this  House  and  their  salaries, 
and  I  find  that  the  French-Canadian 
emploprees  of  the  Senate  are  to-day 
receivmg  a  larger  amount  for  salaries  than 
the  English  employes. 

Hon.  Mr  BELLEROSE— In  reply  to 
the  hon.  gentleman  I  would  call  his  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  two  years  ago  a  return 
was  moved  for,  of  all  the  officers  employed 
by  the  Government  throughout  the  Dom- 
inion, showing  their  nationality  and  salaries 
received,  and  it  was  found  that  the  French- 
Canadians  did  not  have  half  the  number 
of  appointments,  according  to  population, 
that  they  are  entitled  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  should 
have  supposed,  after  listening  to  the 
remarks  of  the  hoa  gentleman  who  has 
jQst  sat  down,  that  this  new  arrangement 
proposed  for  the  management  of  the 
Library  bore  with  peculiar  hardship  upon 
the  French-Canadian  section  of  the  Dom- 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSK 


inion ;  but  I  cannot  understand  that  that 
is  in  any  way  the  case,  seeing  that  a  French- 
gentleman  is  to  be  appointed  to  the  high 
position  of  joint  Librarian,  and  conse- 
quently  it  appears  to  me  that  the  hon. 
gentleman's  habit  of  complaining  of  hard- 
ships received  by  his  compatriots  has 
become  chronic  with  him,  and  he  cannot 
rise  to  his  feet  without  making  some 
comi^int  of  this  kind. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— In  the  same 
way  as  it  has  become  chronic  with  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  be  unjust 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— Speaking 
seriously  it  seems  to  me  we  are  about  to 
adopt  a  course  which  is  the  very  worst  we 
could  adopt.  The  first  clause  m  this  Bill, 
it  appears  to  me,  displays  just  about  as 
little  tact  or  management  as  it  is  possible 
to  conceive  could  be  shown  in  adopting  a 
new  system  fot  the  management  of  such  a 
heretofore  well  conducted  establishment 
as  our  parliamentary  library  has  been.  I 
do  not  think  it, would  be  easy  to  mention 
any  instance  in  which  a  joint  management 
of  this  kind  has  ever  been  successful — 
whether  it  has  been  in  the  Government  of 
the  country  or  the  government  of  a  De- 
partment, or  in  any  other  way.  If  you 
put  two  men  in  the  same  office  with  joint 
authority,  and  equal  powers,  it  is  almost 
inevitably  the  case  that  that  joint  manage- 
ment will  prove  unsuccessful,  and  if  it 
should  not  be  so  in  this  case,  it  will  be 
worthy  of  note.  This  Bill  does  not  even 
set  forth  the  particular  departments  which 
each  of  the  librarians  is  to  preside  over. 
They  are  appointed  under  joint  commis- 
sion, under  the  great  seal,  and  they  are  to 
have  co-ordinate  powers.  It  is  stated  that 
one  of  them  is  to  be  the  Librarian  of  Par- 
liament, and  that  the  other  is  to  be  the 
general  Librarian,  but  it  does  not  define 
what  those  separate  duties  are.  We  may 
assume  from  our  own  experience  of  what 
those  duties  consist,  but  surely  they  ought 
to  be  set  forth  in  this  clause  so  that  there 
can  be  no  doubt  when  those  gentleman 
are  appointed  and  inducted  into  their 
offices,  as  to  what  their  particular  duties 
will  be  in  the  future.  They  are  to  have 
equal  powers ;  but  their  separate  duties  are 
not  defined.  Of  course,  one  can  imagine 
that  some  member  of  the  Government  when 
those  appointments  are  presented,   wiH 
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lead  those  gentlemen  into  the  library  and 
s^  '^  gentlemen  here  is  the  library,  one 
or  you  is  to  be  Parliamentary  Librarian 
and  the  other  is  to  be  a  General  Li- 
brarian,'' but  you  have  no  further  power  to 
gobeyondthat  You  may  assume  power  and 
tell  this  gentleman  who  is  Parliamentary 
Librarian  that  he  is  to  devote  his  time 
and  attention  to  such  and  such  de- 
tails, and  tell  the  General  Librarian 
that  he  is  to  devote  his  attention  to  such 
other  details ;  but  there  is  nothing  in  the 
Bill  to  indicate  what  those  duties  are. 
Take,  for  example,  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant duties  of  the  Librarian,  and  it  will 
be  easy  for  the  House  to  see  what  a  diffi- 
cult position  it  is  for  those  gentlemen  t6 
be  put  in.  Take  the  selection  of  books 
in  the  first  instance,  a  duty  that  has  al- 
ways been  in  an  obscure  condition.  I 
have  been  a  member  of  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee on  the  Library  of  Parliament,  since 
I  have  had  the  honor  of  a  seat  in  this 
House,  and  have  taken  great  interest 
in  it,  and  I  know  from  experience  that 
the  selection  of  books  is  one  of  the  most 
important  and  difficult  duties  to  perform 
in  relation  to  it,  and  that  it  is  hard  to  say 
who  performs  that  duty.  During  a  recent 
session  the  Library  Committee  appointed 
sub-committees  to  perform  this  duty,  and 
they  were  directed  in  the  recess  to  ex- 
amme  the  catalogues  and  take  any  other 
means  within  their  power  to  make 
selections  of  books  and  make  recommend- 
ations to  the  committee  sitting  at  Ottawa. 
I  believe,  out  of  all  those  committees,  only 
two  or  three  gentlemen  took  any  active 
part  in  performing  the  duties  assigned  to 
them.  I  made  some  recommendations 
myself,  and  I  find  several  books  that  I 
recommended  have  been  selected  and  are 
in  the  library.  I  know  that  great  dissatis- 
faction is  generally  expressed  at  new  books 
which  we  find  in  the  library  from  year  to 
year.  I  think  I  may  say  without  any  re- 
proach to  the  memory  of  the  late  Mr. 
Todd  that  it  has  been  the  case,  and  that 
we  have  found  from  yeir  to  year  books 
in  our  library  which  do  not  meet  with  our 
approbation.  They  may  be  very  useful 
books,  but  are  not  such  volumes  as  we 
would  expect  and  hope  to  find  on  the 
shelves  of  a  parliamentary  library.  If  this 
has  been  the  case  under  single  manage- 
ment how  much  greater  must  be  the 
difficulties  under  the  double  management 


proposed  by  this  Bill  I  think  it  will  be 
a  great  misfortune  for  the  library  of  parlia- 
ment if  this  Bill  becomes  law.  Double 
responsibility  seems  to  me  to  be  almost 
no  responsibility  at  alL  I  would  prefer  to 
see  Mr.  Decelles  or  any  other  French 
gentleman  of  competent  requirements 
appointed  as  librarian,  than  to  see  two 
gentlemen  appointed,  one  of  English  and 
one  of  French  extraction,  with  equal 
powers.  Of  the  two  I  would  prefer  to 
see  a  competent  French  gentleman 
appointed  sole  head  of  the  library  than  to 
see  the  proposal  of  this  Bill  carried  into 
effect 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I  do 
not  think  the  change  is  so  great  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Prince  Edward 
Island  supposes,  or  that  the  expense  will 
be  so  great  as  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Halifax  alleges.  The  present  staff  con- 
sists almost  of  the  same  number  as  the 
staff  proposed  under  this  Bill,  and  the 
salaries  that  are  paid  at  present  are  not' 
the  salaries  which  are  mentioned  in  the 
original  Art,  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  read — the  salaries  paid  to  day  to  the 
staff  dre  much  larger.  There  are  now  in 
the  Library  six  clerks  exclusive  of  the 
Librarian,  and  exclusive  of  the  Assistant 
Librarian.  Including  the  Librarian  and 
the  Assistant  Librarian  there  are  eight. 
Under  this  Bill  there  would  be  nine. 
Therefore  there  would  be  an  increase  of 
one,  and  the  two  Librarians  would  get 
$6,ooo.  At  this  moment  the  salary  of  the 
principal  Librarian  is  $3,200,  and  the 
assistant  is  getting  $2,400,  or  a  total  of 
$5,600.  Under  the  new  Bill  the  two 
chief  officers  will  be  paid  $6,000,  the 
difference  being  $400,  so  that  there  is  no 
great  discrepancy  there,  and  no  great  in- 
crease to  be  commented  upon  very  severely. 
Then  the  House  must  bear  in  mind  that 
the  service  is  continually  increasing.  The 
number  of  members  of  Parliament  is 
much  greater  now  than  it  was  when  that  Act 
was  passed.  The  Library  was  then 
small,  and  was  contained  in  one 
building  where  the  reading  room 
now  is.  The  number  of  references  has 
also  increased  by  the  increased  number  of 
members  who  resort  to  the  Library',  and 
not  only  increased  by  the  number  of 
members,  but  increased  by  the  number  of 
gentlemen   who  have  business  with  the 
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members,  and  a  great  many  others  con- 
nected with  Parliamentary  affairs  who 
resort  to  the  Library,  and  who  also  require 
a  certain  amount  of  service  and  civility 
from  the  officers  m  charge,  so  that  we 
must  all  acknowledge  that  the  duties  of  the 
officers  have  inrreased.  Then  with 
reference  to  the  appointment  of  an 
English  and  French  Librarian,  those  who 
live  in  the  old  Province  of  Canada  must 
remember  that  such  an  appointment  is 
not  an  uncommon  thing.  We  have,  in 
the  City  of  Quebec  and  various  other 
cities,  offices  held  by  two  persons,  repre- 
sentatives of  the  two  races;  you  have 
even  a  joint  sheriff  and  a  joint  prothono- 
tary,  and  it  is  often  found  convenient. 
We  had,  in  the  old  Province  of  Canada, 
two  librarians.  We  had  a  librarian 
appointed  by  the  House  of  Commons 
and  a  librarian  appointed  by  the  Legis- 
lative Council,  and  there  was  no  discord 
or  want  of  harmony  on  that  account,  and 
there  was  in  that  case  no  definition  of  the 
duties  to  be  performed  by  either — they 
were  joint  librarians,  with  joint  and  equal 
authority,  and  yet  there  was  no  want  of 
harmony,  and  the  service  was  performed 
well,  and  I  do  not  remember  of  any  evils 
having  occurred  from  that  system. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— One  acting  for 
the  Senate  and  one  for  the  House  of 
Commons. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
There  was  nothing  for  them  to  do  for  the 
Senate  particularly,  or  nothing  to  do  for 
the  Commons  as  distinct  from  the  Senate. 
If  a  member  of  the  Commons  wished  to 
go  to  the  library  for  information,  he  would 
go  with  equal  ease  and  with  equal  facility 
to  Rev.  Dr.  Adamson,  the  father  of  our 
present  assistant  clerk,  as  to  Mr.  Todd,  for 
advice  or  assistance ;  and  in  the  same  way 
if  a  gentleman  from  the  Senate  went  to 
the  Hbrary  he  would  go  to  Mr.  Todd,  or 
to  Dr.  Adamson,  whose  service  was 
rendered  with  cordiality  at  all  times,  and 
no  difficulty  of  the  kind  now  suggested 
ever  occurred.  Here  we  are  a  joint  race, 
and  things  cannot  be  managed  in  the 
same  way  perhaps  as  they  would  be 
managed  in  an  exclusively  English 
speaking  province  of  the  Dominion.  There 
are  two  races  to  be  consulted,  and  the 
convenience  of  two  races  to  be  thought 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


of,  and  an  endeavour  to  be  made 
to  promote  the  convenience  of  both.  The 
appointment  of  a  single  librarian  there 
would  probably  have  been  attended  with 
more  or  less  inconvenience.  At  all  events 
it  is  more  convenient  for  the  two  races  to 
have  a  representative  of  each  in  the 
Library.  The  hon.  gentleman  from  Prince 
Edward  Island  says  he  would  rather  have 
a  French  speaking  gentleman  appointed 
as  Librarian  than  to  see  two  Librarians, 
one  English  and  one  French,  appointed 
with  coordinate  powers.  It  may  be  the 
fact,  however,  that  it  is  more  convenient 
for  those  gentlemen  who  resort  to  the 
Library  to  have  a  representative  of  each 
race  to  con«ult  with.  The  appointment 
involves  a  very  small  additional  sum  of 
money,  and  we  have  already  instances  of 
the  office  being  held  jointly  without  incon- 
venience, and  we  have  instances  of  other 
offices  being  held  jointly  in  Quebec  with- 
out inconvenience.  Then  with  reference 
to  the  fact  that  we  have  not  appointed  an 
English  Librarian  as  soon  as  we  might  have 
appointed  him,  of  course  the  action  of 
Government  is  open  to  that  remark,  but 
there  is  always  difficulty  in  those  matters, 
as  those  who  have  been  in  the  Govern- 
ment know,  which  causes  delay.  The 
hon.  gentleman  from  Halifax  suggests  that 
the  delay  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
and  of  the  head  of  the  Government  has 
accomplished  a  good  deal  No  doubt  it 
has,  but  those  delays  are  often  governed 
hy  sound  judgment.  We  are  not  aW 
gifted  with  that  impetuosity  of  youth 
which  influences  the  hon.  member  from 
Halifax.  These  matters  take  time,  and 
we  may  perhaps  do  quite  as  well  in  the 
long  run  as  the  hon.  gentleman  would  do^ 
with  all  his  youth  and  impetuosity.  I  do 
not  think  the  change  proposed  will  be 
very  great,  and  I  apprehend  that  the 
service  will  be  as  satisfactorily  and  as 
faithfully  performed  as  it  can  be  under 
the  Bill  now  before  us. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the 
Bill  was  read  the  second  time 

NORTH-WEST  MOUNTED  POLICE 
BILL. 

SECOND  READING* 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (144)  «*  An  Act 
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to  authorize  the  augmentation  of  the  North- 
West  Mounted  Police."  He  said — 
This  is  a  Bill  to  increase  the  mounted 
police  which  now  consists  of  500 
men,  to  1000.  It  provides  that  the 
Govemor-in-Council  shall  be  and  is  hereby 
empowered  to  authorize,  from  time  to 
time,  the  Commissioner  of  the  North -West 
Mounted  Police  to  increase  the  present 
number  of  constables  to  one  thousand 
men,  and  to  appoint  from  among  them 
non-commissioned  officers  of  different 
grades,  and  to  appoint  supernumerary 
constables  not  to  exceed  in  the  whole 
twenty  men,  and  to  employ  not  more  in 
the  whole  than  fifty  men  as  scouts  ;  and 
such  constables  and  scouts  shall  be  paid 
the  same  rates  of  pay  now  authorized  by 
law  for  the  present  force.  I  understand 
from  the  Premier  that  it  is  the  intention 
to  increase  the  force  up  to  800  as  soon  as 
possible. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— In  moving  the 
second  reading  of  a  Bill  of  such  great 
consequence  as  this,  and  involving  so 
much  additional  expenditure,  the  Minister 
of  Justice  might  have  given  us  a  little 
more  information  as  to  what  the  additional 
expenditure  will  be.  I  did  not  hear 
the  debate,  and  have  not  read  the  report 
of  it,  but  there  was  quite  a  long  discussion 
in  the  other  Chamber  on  the  subject,  and 
I  think  the  Minister  of  Justice  should  have 
given  us  a  little  more  information  here. 
One  reason  why  I  say  that  is,  that  I  see 
that  the  Government  propose  to  increase  the 
standing  army  to  1,000  men.  The  force 
is  now  I  think  500  and  the  Government 
are  taking  power  under  this  Bill  to  in- 
crease the  Mounted  Police  also  to  1000. 
That  is  going  to  involve,  speaking  roughly 
— ^those  two  measures  together — a  yearly 
expenditure  of  about  $1,000,000  in  addi- 
tion to  that  which  the  country  is  now  at 
to  keep  up  the  Mounted  Police  and  the 
standing  army,  and  I  think  that  a  little 
more  might  be  said  about  the  Bill 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I  am 
sorry  that  I  did  not  give  the  House  all  the 
explanation  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Halifsa  thinks  I  ought  to  have  given; 
but  it  does  not  seem  to  me  that  there  is 
much  more  to  be  said.  The  House  knows 
very  well  the  troubles  that  have  recently 
occurred  in  the  North-West,  and  that  it  is 


necessary  to  have  a  militia  force  there  to 
deal  with  those  troubles.  I  might  say  that 
it  is  proposed  to  bring  down  all  the  mili- 
tia, and  to  keep  at  Winnipeg  only  a  mili- 
tary school  to  consist  of  two  companies  of 
men,  and  the  pupils  who  may  attend  for 
instruction —probably  300  or  400  men — 
and  with  those  and  the  Mounted  Police  it 
is  thought  we  can  maintain  order  in  the 
North-West.  It  is  necessary  in  order  to 
enable  us  to  do  that,  that  we  should  have 
mounted  men,  and  it  is  proposed  that  one 
of  those  schools  shall  be  devoted  to  drill- 
ing mounted  men,  or  that  it  shall  be  a 
joint  school,  part  of  which  will  be  devoted 
to  drilling  mounted  men.  I  do  not  think,, 
from  what  we  know  has  recently  occurred, 
that  it  would  be  wise  to  reduce  the  force 
below  the  number  I  have  mentioned.  The 
country  to  be  dealt  with  is  large,  the  dis- 
tances are  great,  and  the  trouble  amongst 
the  Indians,  for  the  moment  subdued^ 
may  cause  some  difficulty  in  the  future,, 
and  it  may  be  necessary  to  have  a  force  at 
command  to  protect  the  settlers  at  any 
time,  and  a  force  that  will  be  very  mobile. 
With  reference  to  the  expense,  the  cost 
per  man  will  be  the  same  as  at  present, 
which  is,  I  think,  about  $970  per  annum. 
It  is  a  very  large  sum,  certainly.  Whether 
It  is  too  much  or  not  I  cannot  say,  but,  of 
course,  it  is  a  just  subject  of  criticism  if 
we  are  extravagant,  or  if  supplies  are  not 
properly  bought,  and  so  on. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  Minister 
has  not  referred  to  the  fact  that  the  Gov- 
ernment have  taken  power  to  increase  the 
standing  army  to  1000  men  also,  and  I 
can  see  no  reason  for  that  increase,  in 
addition  to  the  increase  in  the  Mounted 
Police. 

Hon.  Sir.  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— That 
in  effect  goes  into  the  schools.  The  num- 
ber of  men  now  in  the  schools  is  750.  A 
new  school  at  Winnipeg  of  both  branches 
of  the  service  is  proposed ;  and  I  think  it 
is  In  contemplation  to  establish  a  school 
in  British  Columbia  and  another  school  in 
the  Province  of  Quebec,  and  thus  occupy 
the  time  and  give  duty  to  so  many  men ;. 
and  the  standing  army,  so  to  speak,  if  it 
is  to  be  1000  men  would  be  divided 
amongst  those  schools,  each  school  having 
a  company  or  troop  for  drilling  pupils  who- 
come  in  from  the  country  for  that  purpose. 
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When  I  allude  to  the  school  at  Winnipeg 
I  describe  what  is  the  duty  to  be  per- 
formed by  some  of  those  men  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  calls  the  standing  army. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  assume  that  the 
recent  unfortunate  events  that  occurred 
in  the  North-West  will  involve  the  neces- 
sity of  our  keeping  a  force  in  that  country 
for  some  time  to  come.  It  may  or  may  not 
be,  and  I  am  not  at  thismomentpreparedto 
dissent  from  the  wisdom  of  the  policy  that 
looks  to  augmenting  the  mounted  force 
insteadofthe  foot.  The  proposition  to 
increase  the  Mounted  Police  to  the  num- 
bers indicated  by  the  Minister  would  re- 
move the  necessityfor  raising  so  large  aforce 
as  that  contemplated  and  proposed  by  the 
legislation  of  last  session  with  regard  to 
the  infantry,  because  if  we  look  upon  the 
mounted  force  as  the  arm  in  the  North- 
West,  then  we  should  not  keep  up  so  large 
a  body  of  infantry.  We  have  seen  how 
readily  our  volunteers  have  been  grouped 
together,  and  how  quickly  they  have  been 
forwarded  to  the  scene  of  action  when 
necessary,  and  therefore  the  existence  of 
volunteers  in  the  country  will  no  doubt 
relieve  us  from  the  absolute  necessity  of 
keeping  up  an  infantry  force;  but  the 
mounted  force  I  regard  as  a  necessity 
under  the  present  condition  of  affairs  in 
the  North  West  My  own  view  of  the 
vulnerable  point  in  this  country,  and 
where  an  armed  force  has  to  be  preserved, 
is  that  it  should  centre  largely  in  that 
country,  and  that  the  spirit  which  has  been 
evoked  there  recently  is  not  one  that  will 
be  rapidly  extinguished.  The  Indian  has 
to  be  awed  into  absolute  subjection  in 
order  to  make  that  country  habitable  to 
the  white  man,  and  therefore  I 
consider  that  the  major  part  of  our 
artillery  could  be  prudently  kept  in  the 
North- We5t,  either  in  Winnipeg  or  some 
other  suitable  point  where  their  services  I 
hope  will  not  be  required,  but  where  their 
presence  will  no  doubt  assist  in  preserving 
the  peace  in  the  future  until  that  country 
gets  back  to  its  normal  condition;  but 
until  that  period  arrives,  I  think  it  would 
be  wise  on  the  part  of  the  Govemnjent  to 
station -the  largest  portion  of  the  paid  army 
of  Canada  in  the  North-West  We  cer- 
tainly do  not  need  them  in  the  older 
provinces.  There  is  no  spirit  there  that 
would  likely  develop  into  resistance  to 
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constituted  authority.  No  people  probably 
on  the  face  of  the  earth  is  disposed  to  be 
more  peaceable  or  to  accept  more  readily 
the  laws  of  the  country  than  the  Dominion 
of  Canada,  save  that  section  of  it  which 
has  been  recently  inarmed  rebellion ;  and 
therefore,  except  as  a  school  and  as  an 
assistance  to  the  training  of  young  men 
who  are  sent  to  Kingston  and  Quebec,  I 
think  the  greater  portion  of  the  force  might 
very  prudently  be  kept  in  the  North-West 
for  a  year  or  two  to  come,  and  in  that  way 
a  considerable  saving  might  possibly  be 
effected.  Even  with  that  I  appreciate  the 
fact  that  we  do  require  a  much  larger 
force  of  Mounted  Police  in  that  country 
than  we  at  present  possess,  and  therefore 
I  think  it  is  the  proper  policy  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  to  increase  that  force 
in  the  manner  indicated. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  am  not 
at  all  disposed  to  find  any  fault  with  the 
expenditure  necessary  to  maintain  this  ad- 
dition to  the  force  of  Mounted  Police  in 
the  North  West  Territories.  Whether  we 
consider  it  as  a  matter  of  true  economy  in 
the  long  run  to  do  so,  or  in  any  other 
light,  I  think  it  is  evidently  the .  duty  of 
the  Government  of  this  Dominion  to  pro- 
pose to  Parliament  that  a  sufEcient  force 
should  be  kept  on  foot  to  maintain  ab- 
solute peace  in  the  North-West  Unless 
that  can  be  accomplished  it  is  useless  for 
us  to  be  building  railroads,  and  inviting 
settlers  to  make  their  homes  in  that  region, 
when  they  would  be  suddenly  subjected 
to  such  vicissitudes  as  have  occurred  there 
during  the  last  few  months.  It  will  be 
necessary  if  we  intend  to  call  ourselves  a 
rising  country.  If  we  are  laying  the 
foundations  of  a  Dominion  which  is  to  be 
great  and  respected  amongst  nations,  we 
must  in  time  take  upon  ourselves  the 
responsibilities  of  preserving  the  lives  and 
proper^  of  our  subjects  in  all  parts  of  the 
Dominion — preserving  their  property  free 
from  raids,  whether  of  half-breeds,  or  of 
Indians,  or  of  discontented,  ill-disposed 
people  from  beyond  our  borders.  These 
are  so  clearly  our  duties  that  I  cannot  see 
how  anybody  possessed  of  feelings  of 
patriotism  can  hesitate  for  a  moment  to 
pledge  the  aeces.sary  expenditure  for  this 
state  of  things.  But  as  to  whether  the 
plan  propos^  by  the  Government  is  the 
best,  or  the  only  plan  to  be  adopted,  we 
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are  of  course  welcome  to  entertain  our 
own  opinions,  and,  on  an  occasion  like 
this,  to  offer  them  publicly,  whether  they 
be  accepted  in  the  light  of  advice 
or  not  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
North-West  Mounted  Police,  thoroughly 
organized  should  be  a  highly  efficient 
body  of  men ;  but  we  must  recollect, 
on  the  other  hand,  that  there  is  an 
enormous  extent  of  country  over  which 
their  operations  may  be  called  upon  to 
extend,  and  for  that  reason  the  small  force 
of  1,000  men  may  be  broken  up  into 
comparatively  small  parties,  and  therefore 
I  can  readily  perceive  myself  that  the 
preservation  and  the  maintenance  of 
peace  in  the  North-West  is  not  so  easy  a 
matter  as  may  casually  appear.  One 
thousand  mounted  police,  kept  within  a 
day's  march  of  each  other,  would  be  a 
formidable  body,  but  they  would  be  com- 
paratively useless  if  an  outbreak  occurred 
at  a  distance  of  two  or  three  days'  march 
from  them.  It  does  appear  to  me  that  no 
force  can  be  more  properly  called  upon  to 
assist  in  the  maintenance  of  peace  and  the 
preservation  of  order  in  a  country  of  that 
kind  than  the  male  inhabitants  them- 
selves, of  a  certain  age ;  and  my  opinion 
is  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  organize  in  those  territories 
an  efficient  body  of  mounted  men  who 
shall  be  available  aft  all  times  to  act  in 
their  own  defence  and  in  defence  of  the 
adjoining  regions — not  merely  in  the 
immediate  vicinity  of  their  own  location, 
but  wherever  they  may  be  called  upon  in 
time  of  trouble  such  as  has  occurred 
within  the  last  few  weeks.  It  appears 
from  recent  experience  in  the  warfiare  of 
older  countries  where  armies  of  consider- 
able discipline  and  numbers  have  been 
engaged,  that  the  most  efficient  arm  in 
modem  warfare  is  the  mounted  infantry. 
It  seems  rather  a  misnomer  or  a 
Hibernianism  to  speak  of  a  "mounted 
infantry  man/*  still  that  is  the  name 
which  has  been  adopted,  and  it  seems  to 
me  that  for  the  North-west  service  a  body 
of  mounted  militia  would  be  the  force 
best  calculated  to  maintain  peace.  My 
hon.  friend  who  has  just  resumed  his  seat 
has  mentioned  the  desirability  of  the 
artillery  force  being  available  there.  That, 
no  doubt,  is  a  most  important  suggestion. 
We,  all  of  us,  have  had  an  opportunity  of  read- 
ing of  the  effect  produced  upon  the  minds 


of  the  Indians  and  others  who  were  opposed 
to  our  army  in  the  North-West,  of  artillery 
fire — particularly  of  shells,  and  also  the 
effect  of  the  Gatling  guns.  It  would  seem,  in 
order  to  make  whatever  force  is  employed 
in  the  North-West  fairly  effective,  it  should 
be  supported  both  by  artillery  and  Gatling 
guns  of  the  most  modern  and  useful  type* 
Seeing  that  the  Militia  Department  of  the 
Government  has  shown  considerable  apti- 
tude in  carrying  on  the  details  of  warfare 
— the  office  details  — it  may  not  be  mis- 
apprehended if  one  ventures  to  offer  a  few 
suggestions  of  this  nature  on  this  occasion. 
I  myself  think  that  although  the  increase 
in  the  Mounted  Police  is  a  very  useful  and 
necessary  measure,  it  should  be  accom- 
panied by  the  establishment  of  volunteer 
Mounted  Police  in  that  country,  and  that 
forts  will  be  required  where  a  comparatively 
small  body  of  men  can  be  in  perfect  safety 
against  the  attack  of  much  larger  numbers. 
The  want  of  such  places  was  quite  evident 
during  the  late  outbreak.  The  so-called 
forts  of  the  country  were,  as  I  understood, 
nothing  better  than  log  houses  with  wood- 
en stockades,  but  had  our  few  police  and 
available  forces  been  able  to  retire  on 
certain  occasions  within  properly  con- 
structed fortifications,  some  of  the  disas- 
ters we  met  with  would  have  been  avoided, 
and  it  is  certain  that  the  knowledge  of  the 
existence  of  such  places  would  give  a 
feeling  of  security  to  the  whole  country. 
It  would  not  be  merely  the  military  of  the 
country,  who  would  feel  that  their  security 
was  cared  for,  but  it  would  be  the  farmers 
and  other  inhabitants  of  the  country  also, 
the  women  and  children  and  ecclesiastics. 
If  such  places  existed,  to  which  people 
could  retire  with  perfect  security  in  case 
oi  an  outbreak,  there  would  be  a  feeling 
of  confidence  in  the  country  which  is  per- 
haps rather  lacking  at  present.  These 
ideas  occur  to  me,  and  I  must  say  I  think 
such  precautions  are  necessary,  in  taking 
into  consideration  the  protection  of  life 
and  property  in  that  country.  For 
example,  in  arming  the  militia  in  that 
country  a  great  risk  would  be  run 
of  the  arms  being  stolen,  suppose 
they  were  left  in  the  keeping  of  the  differ- 
ent members  of  the  force.  They  are 
frequently  absent  from  their  homes,  either 
in  the  fields  or  away  from  their  farms  for 
a  few  days,  leaving  their  houses  quite 
undeffended.    A  body  of  turbulent  Indians 
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might  be  disposed  for  an  outbreak  and 
make  a  raid  for  the  arms  of  the  settlers, 
but  the  existence  of  fortified  strongholds 
in  those  places,  where  the  arms  could  be 
deposited,  would  obviate  any  difficulty  of 
that  sort,  and  I  think,  besides  the  actual 
security  which  would  be  afforded,  that  it 
would  have  a  beneficial  effect  in  infusing 
amongst  the  settlers  a  feeling  that  they 
were  citizens  of  the  country,  having  their 
duties  to  perform  as  well  as  their  privi- 
leges to  enjoy,  and  when  this  state  of 
things  should  have  supervened  for  a  few 
years,  we  should  find  the  feelings  and  the 
condition  of  a  much  older  country  growing 
up  amongst  our  people  in  the  North- 
west. I  am  glad,  on  the  whole,  that  the 
Government  have  taken  this  step  of 
increasing  the  North-West  Mounted 
Police  force,  but  I  think  it  might  be 
supplemented  by  other  measures  in  the 
same  direction  with  advantage  both  to  the 
present  security  of  the  country  and  to  its 
future  progress. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  do  not  think  it 
would  be  possible  in  the  present  state  of 
the  North- West  to  get  a  large  volunteer 
force.  It  would  be  a  great  burden  on  the 
sparse  population,  and  I  doubt  if  it  would 
be  practicable  at  all.  As  to  the  forts  to 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  refers,  they  were 
Hudson  Bay  trading  posts,  and  were 
never  supposed  or  believed  to  be  regular 
fortifications.  Nobody  was  deceived  with 
the  idea  that  they  were.  I  am  very  glad 
indeed  to  find  that  a  bill  for  increasing  the 
force  has  been  met  in  so  kindly  and 
generous  a  spirit  by  the  gentlemen  on  the 
opposite  side.  The  need  is  apparent,  and 
I  think  every  one  feels  that  it  will  be  ab- 
solutely necessary  to  see  that  there  is 
sufficient  force  in  the  North-West  to  over- 
awe any  turbulent  spirits  that  may  be  there 
and  may  be  inclined  to  set  the  laws  of  the 
country  at  defiance.  I  am  very  glad  to 
hear  my  hon.  friend  from  Prince  Edward 
Island  speak  in  so  kindly  a  manner  of  the 
efficient  way  in  which  arms  and  men  and 
the  munitions  of  war  were  sent  into  that 
country  on  the  occasion  of  the  late  out- 
break there.  It  is  a  strong  contrast  to  the 
action  of  older  countries  that  have  been 
suddenly  brought  face  to  face  with  the 
disasters  of  war  that  a  young  country  like 
this,  with  almost  no  preparation,  was 
ready  at  such    a    moment  and  in  such 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE. 


an  efficient  way  to  meet  so  grave  an 
exigency  as  that  which  threatened  the 
country.  I  have  no  doubt  that  we  have 
seen  the  last  of  that  serious  difficulty. 
There  may  be  some  few  Indians  that 
have  not  yet  been  taught  by  t:;e  disasters 
which  have  befallen  their  people,  that  they 
cannot  defy  the  power  of  the  Dominion 
Government  with  impunity.  They  will 
be  taught,  and  I  imagine  that  the  dfficul- 
ties  which  have  arisen  will  be  removed  by 
the  augmentation  of  the  force  as  we  have 
it  now.  I  doubt  if  it  will  be  possible  to 
get  up  a  volunteer  force  without  a  very 
much  larger  expense  than,  I  fancy,  hon. 
gentlemen  would  be  willing  to  incur.  I 
presume  that  for  the  present  we  will  have 
to  be  contented  with  the  increase  of  the 
Mounted  Police  which  will,  I  suppose, 
add  nearly  seven  or  eight  hundred  thou- 
sand dollars  to  the  expense  with  which 
the  public  is  already  burdened  for  the 
purpose. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time  at  length. 

ADULTERATION  OF  FOOD,  DRUGS 
AND  AGRICUTURAL  FERTI- 
LIZERS BILL. 

COMMONS   AMENDMENTS    AGREED   TO. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
that  the  amendments  made  by  the  House 
of  Commons  to  Bill  (W),  "  .\  Act  respec- 
ting the  adulteration  of  f^  •  ,  drugs  and 
agricultural  fertilizers"  bt-  it>ncurred  in. 
He  explained  that  all  the  clunges  were  in 
accord  with  the  general  object  of  the  Act 
and  merely  for  the  purpose  of  making  it 
more  complete, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  suggested  that  the 
amendment  to  the  26th  clause  contained 
an  inaccuracy.  As  it  read,  it  referred  to 
the  27th  clause,  but  it  seemed  to  him  that 
it  was  intended  to  refer  to  the  25th  clause. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
that  the  House  concur  in  all  the  amend- 
ments except  the  amendment  of  the  26th 
clause. 

The  motion  was  agreed  ta 
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CANNED  GOODS  BILL. 

COMMONS  AMENDMENTS   CONCURRED   IN. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
that  the  amendments  made  by  the  House 
of  Commons  to  Bill  (U),  "  An  Act  resj^ec- 
ting  Canned  Goods  "  be  concurred  in. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

INSPECTION    ACT    AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

THIRD  READING. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (135),  "  An 
Act  further  to  amend  the  General 
Inspection  Act,  1874,  and  the  Acts 
amending  the  same." 

In  the  Committee, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
There  were  two  or  three  points  as  to 
which  I  was  to  obtain  further  information 
with  regard  to  this  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  Minister 
said  he  would  consider  the  propriety  of 
amending  the  affidavit. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I  did 
consider  that  and  wrote  out  another  form 
of  affidavit,  but  I  find  that  the  one  which 
is  here  expresses  with  sufficient  clearness 
what  the  object  is — that  is,  that  the  officer 
shall  not  undertake  to  stamp  any  goods  in 
which  he  has  an  interest,  except  as 
permitted  by  the  Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  did  not  say 
there  was  anything  incorrect  in  the 
clause,  but  I  suggested  that  the  inspectors, 
not  being  familiar  with  legal  phraseology, 
might  not  apprehend  the  meaning. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
T*hen,  as  to  sub-section  4,  I  promised  to 
make  some  inquiry.  I  find  as  to  that 
sub-section  the  suggestion  is  that 
if  a  dispute  oocurs  between  the  owner 
and  an  inspector  in  a  place  where 
there  is  a  Chamber  of  Commerce  then  it 
shall  be  disposed  of  in  the  manner  pro- 
vided in  the  section.     If  it  occurs  in  a 


place  where  there  is  no  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce, then  it  is  to  be  disposed  of  as 
provided  in  section  n.  I  do  not  see  that 
we  can  improve  on  that.  Then  the  hon. 
member  from  Halifax  asked  if  all  these 
provisions  had  received  the  sanction  of 
the  Halifax  Chamber  of  Commerce.  I 
understand  one  of  them  was  not  in  the 
Bill  when  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  saw 
it — that  is  sub-section  6,  which  is  a  pro- 
vision for  referring  the  matter  to  the 
chief  inspector ;  but  that  is  optional  and 
it  need  not  be  used  unless  the  parties 
agree. 

Hon  Mr.  POWER— That  is  a  very 
good  provision — there  can  be  no  objec- 
tion to  that. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Then 
as  to  the  compulsory  clause,  which  really 
was  the  principal  point  objected  to,  my 
hon.  friend  from  Prince  Edward  Island 
(Mr.  Howlan)  took  strong  objections  to 
that  clause,  and  I  was  very  much  inter- 
ested in  what  he  said,  and  affected  by  his 
argument  considerably,  but  on  inquiring 
into  it,  I  find  that  in  the  island  from 
which  he  comes  there  never  has  been  an 
inspector,  or  deputy  inspector,  appointed 
under  the  Act,  so  that  from  1874  to  the 
present  time — 11  years — they  have  never 
felt  any  inconvenience  from  want  of  in- 
spection, and  never  derived  any  benefit 
from  inspection  under  the  Act,  so  that 
would  show  very  conclusively  that,  so  far 
as  Prince  Edward  Island  goes,  compulsory 
inspection  has  not  been  enforced  there. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— The  reason  it 
has  never  been  applied  for  is  this  :  they 
had,  previous  to  entering  Confederation, 
a  good  inspection  law,  and  had  inspectors 
and  deputy  inspectors  under  whom  they 
had  been  acting. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^They 
had  voluntary  inspection  only,  and  that 
voluntary  inspection  they  can  continue  to 
have  under  this  Bill.  I  find  also  that 
the  point  was  submitted  to  a  meeting  of 
all  the  representatives  of  the  Maritime 
Provinces  in  the  other  branch  of  Parlia- 
ment, at  a  private  meeting — I  suppose  I 
am  quite  right  in  mentioning  this.  At 
that  meeting,  with  the  exception  of  a 
single  individual,  all  the  members  from 
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the  Maritime  Provinces  agreed  that  this 
compulsory  part  of  the  Act  should  be 
done  away  with.  There  was  a  very  strong 
expression  of  opinion  from  those  who 
know  best  as  to  the  merit  or  demerit  of 
the  compulsory  clause,  and  it  was  expressed, 
as  I  am  told,  almost  unanimously — there 
was  but  one  exception.  Those  are  very 
strong  arguments — there  has  been  no 
compulsory  inspection  in  Prince  Edward 
Island,  and  they  have  done  very  well 
without  it,  so  well  that  they  desire  to 
remain  without  it ;  and  that  the  members 
from  the  Maritime  Provinces,  with  the 
exception  of  one  voice,  agree  that  the 
compulsory  inspection  clause  is  not  neces- 
sary. Then  we  must  bear  in  mind  the 
thing  will  remedy  itself  if  we  are  going 
wrong,  because  the  machinery  is  providea 
for  the  inspection.  If  a  man  packing 
fish  finds  that  inspection  would  be  a 
benefit  to  him  he  can  get  it ;  if  he  finds 
that  it  is  no  benefit  to  him  then  under  this 
Bill  he  will  not  be  compelled  to  have  them 
inspected.  That  is  the  state  of  the  law 
which  those  most  interested  and  experi- 
enced in  the  trade,  and  who  know  better 
than  we  do  in  this  part  of  the  Dominion, 
desire  and  think  best  for  the  Maritime 
Provinces.  These  reasons  make  me  satis- 
fied that  the  clause  as  it  is  is  the  one 
which  is  most  consonant  with  the  general 
condition  of  those  concerned  in  the  busi- 
ness, and  it  has  the  advantage  of  the  ex- 
perience to  which  I  have  referred,  and  I 
therefore  am  unwilling  to  change  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— Who  was  the 
single  individual  who  objected  at  this 
meeting  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I  did 
not  like  to  ask  his  name,  and  if  I  had 
learned  it  I  should  not  like  to  mention  it. 
I  have  mentioned  the  fact  that  there  was 
a  meeting  of  all  the  members  of  the  Mari- 
time provinces  in  the  other  House,  and 
that  there  was  but  one  exception  to  the 
decision  they  anived  at,  that  this  compul- 
sory clause  was  not  desirable. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— I  heard  of  the 
meeting  and  I  took  the  liberty  of  inquiring 
the  name  of  the  gentleman  who  dissented 
from  their  conclusioa  I  found  that  he 
was  from  Prince  Edward  Island,  and  is  a 
gentleman  who  has  had  a  good  deal  of 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


experience  in  the  fish  business.  He  told 
me  that  he  was  the  one  who  had  objected ; 
but  in  contradistinction  to  the  views  of 
the  members  who  have  been  referred  to, 
I  have  the  opinion  of  gentlemen  engaged 
practically  every  day  in  the  fishing  industry 
— members  of  the  Board  of  Trade  of  Halifax 
— ^and  they  are  unanimously  in  favor  of 
compulsory  inspection.  With  regard  to 
the  Province  of  Prince  Edward  Island,  an 
Act  was  passed  in  1865  under  which 
inspectors  and  deputy  inspectors  were 
appointed,  and  they  have  had  their  brands 
and  have  been  working  in  that  way  ever 
since.  They  have  never,  therefore,  felt 
the  necessity  of  applying  for  compulsory 
inspection. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^Then 
there  is  no  occasion  to  make  it  compulsory. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— All  those  who 
are  engaged  in  the  business  have  continued 
to  use  barrels  of  the  dimensions  and 
capacity  etc.,  specified,  and  that  is  the 
reason  why.  I  believe  my  hon.  friend  was 
himself  the  Minister  when  the  first  Ins- 
pection Act  was  brought  in  for  Canada. 
It  was  looked  upon  as  a  very  perfect  Act 
and  it  is  the  one  under  which  we  have 
been  working  ever  since.  There  has  been 
no  petition,  so  far  as  I  know,  from  those 
particularly  engaged  in  the  fisheries  for 
doing  away  with  compulsory  inspection* 
I  have  not  seen  or  heard  of  any  of  them, 
and  when  we  hav,e  the  opinion — the  best 
we  can  possibly  get,  I  consider — of  the 
Halifax  Board  of  Trade,  we  should  listen 
to  it  in  preference,  to  acting  in  accordance 
with  the  views  of  parties  who  are  not 
practical 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  attach 
quite  as  much  weight  to  the  opinion  of 
the  meeting  the  Minister  refers  to,  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  seems  to  do.  In  the  first 
place  I  presume  that  whoever  represented 
the  Department  of  Inland  Revenue  there 
intimated  a  very  decided  opinion  as  to  com- 
pulsory inspection.  The  suggestion  came 
from  him  and  not  from  the  members. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX  CAMPBELL— No, 
it  was  the  other  way. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Excuse  me;  I 
think  I  am  right  about  that.     I  find — ^I 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Oeneral  Jnspectian  Act  [JULY  8^  1885J  Am&ndmerU  Bill, 


1121 


did  not  know  it  before — that  a  member 
from  Prince  Edward  Island  objected. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Then  there  must 
be  some  error  in  the  statement  communi- 
cated to  the  Minister  of  Justice,  because 
I  am  aware  that  a  member  who  attended 
at  that  meeting,  who  represents  the  most 
important  fishing  county  in  the  whole 
province  ot  Nova  Scotia,  also  objected. 
Take,  for  instance,  the  county  of  Halifax ; 
the  two  members  who  lepresent  that  county 
concurred  in  the  suggestion  of  the  Depart- 
ment Neither  of  these  gentlemen  is  in  any 
way  connected  with  the  fishing  business. 
One  is  a  lawyer  and  the  other  is  a  gentle- 
man engaged  in  the  manufacture  of 
cordage,  but  the  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
made  up  chiefly  of  merchants,  and  largely 
of  men  who  make  their  living  from  deal- 
ing in  fish,  unanimously,  at  a  very  large 
meeting,  asked  that  this  provision  be 
stricken  out  of  the  Bill,  and  now  you  have 
the  fact  that  this  body,  composed  of  men 
who  are  supposed  to  know  as  much  about 
the  fish  trade  as  any  body  in  Canada,  are 
opposed  to  the  views  of  the  members  from 
the  county.  We  have  the  fact  that  one 
member  from  Prince  Edward  Island,  who 
is  familiar  with  the  business,  took  the 
same  view  that  the  Chamber  of  Commerce 
did,  and  the  fact  that  a  representative  of 
the  largest  fishing  county  in  Nova  Scotia 
agrees  with  him.  If  these  gentlemen 
desired  to  have  the  law  altered  something 
might 'be  said,  but  they  are  asking  that  the 
law  remain  as  it  has  been  for  the  last  forty 
years,  and  I  think  the  Government  should 
not  make  the  change.  I  attempted  yester- 
day to  give  the  reason  why  I  thought  the 
time  was  not  well  chosen  to  make  the 
change  Our  treaty  with  the  United 
Staies  has  just  ceased.  Our  fish  will  go 
into  the  American  market  meeting  a 
heavy  duty.  I  may  mention  that  the 
fish  as  to  which  the  difficulty  has  generally 
occurred  is  mackerel,  and  that  for  our 
mackerel  in  Nova  Scotia — which  is  the 
great  mackerel-catching  province,  together 
with  Prince  Edward  Island — ^practically  the 
only  market  we  have  is  Boston.  Under 
our  inspection  law  our  fish  have  estab- 
lished a  good  reputation  in  that  market. 
If  you  abolish  compulsory  inspection,  and 
the  fish  go  in  there  subject  to  a  duty  of 
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$2  per  barrel,  and  they  also  go  in  dimi- 
nished in  value  by  the  want  of  the 
guarantee  which  the  inspection  has  hither- 
to given,  and  that  all  happens  at  a  time 
when  mackerel  are  exceptionally  low  in  the 
market,  I  think  the  effect  will  be  most  in- 
jurious to  our  fishermen.  The  Minister 
has  said  there  is  no  difficulty  about 
it ;  if  the  inspection  is  found  ad- 
vantageous, it  can  be  continued.  But 
there  is  this  answer  to  that  j  unfortunately 
fishermen,  perhaps  to  a  greater  extent 
than  farmers  and  other  classes,  do  not  see 
what  is  for  their  own  ultimate  good  A 
fisherman  may,  fcr  the  sake  of  saving  the 
ten  cents  immediate  expenditure  which 
it  would  involve  to  have  a  barrel  of 
mackerel  inspected,  lose  50  cents  on  a 
barrel  of  mackerel.  I  think,  in  the 
interests  of  the  fishermen  and  of  the 
merchants,  it  would  be  better  to  leave  the 
law  as  it  is  now,  and  if  it  is  found  after  a 
couple  of  years  that  the  law,  with  the 
amendments  made  by  this  Bill,  does  not 
work  satisfactorily,  then  this  change  could 
be  made ;  but  I  regret  that  the  hopes  we 
entertained  yesterday  that  the  Minister 
would  consent  to  the  slight  change  which 
has  been  suggested  do  not  seem  to  be 
realised 

Hon.  Mr.  CARVELL— I  am  very  glad 
to  find  that  the  minister  has  seen  fit  to- 
present  the  Bill  in  its  present  form,  making 
inspection  non-compulsory.  I  think  we 
are  altogether  too  much  inspected  in  this 
country.  The  department  which  has 
charge  of  inspection  seems  to  have  gone 
wild.  What  in  the  world  the  department 
of  Inland  Revenue  has  to  do  with  inspec- 
tion I  cannot  imagine.  However,  they 
are  as  well  able  to  regulate  it  as  any  one 
else.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down  speaks  of  the  loss  our  fishermen 
sustain  by  our  fish  going  uninspected  to- 
Boston,  which  is  the  largest,  almost  our 
only,  fish  market.  The  value  of  inspec- 
tion is  simply  nothing.  Perhaps  there 
are  40  or  60  different  establishments 
around  our  coast,  and  each  man  procures 
an  appointment  for  himself  to  inspect  his 
own  fish.  They  go  to  Boston ;  perhaps  a 
steamer  arriving  there  will  have  1,500  to 
2,000  barrels  of  mackerel  on  board.  Many 
buyers  will  say,  "  Have  you  any  of  Dan 
Ross'  on  board,  or  any  of  Churchill's  fish  ?** 
These  are  the  fishermen  who  have  made 
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names  for  themselves  and  their  reputation 
will  sell  fish  when  no  amount  of  inspec- 
tion or  branding  the  barrels  will  do  any 
good  whatever.  Inspection  does  not 
amount  to  anything  in  the  Boston  market 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— It  is  a  mere  farce 

Hon.  Mr  CARVELL— It  would  be 
very  much  better  to  leave  it  optional. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— I  do  not  agree 
with  the  hon.  gentleman  at  all  I  can 
assure  him  that  if  he  would  put  a  lot  of 
Dan  Ross'  or  Churchill's  fish— and  they 
are  very  good  fish  indeed,  I  am  well 
acquainted  with  both  gentlemen  and  know 
the  way  they  put  up  their  fish — ^if  they 
would  put  them  in  the  market  without  a 
compulsory  inspection  law  alongside  of 
fish  inspected  under  a  compulsory  inspec- 
tion law,  he  would  very  soon  get  an 
answer  that  would  satisfy  him. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^My 
hon.  friend  from  Halifax  asked  me  to 
ascertain  why  the  price  for  inspecting  her- 
rings had  been  increased  from  5  to  7 
cents.  I  find  the  reason  is  the  charge  of 
5  cents  was  so  small  that  they  could  not 
get  the  work  done,  and  the  charge  of  7 
cents  is  as  low  as  it  can  be  done ;  and  so 
with  the  half  barrel,  4  cents.  In  other 
fish  no  change  has  been  made  except  to 
reduce  the  rates.  That  is  the  explanation 
which  has  been  given  me. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE,  from  the 
Committee,  reported  the  Bill  with  amend- 
ments, which  were  concurred  in. 

The  Bill  was  then  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (134)  "An  Act  respecting  the 
Liquor  License  Act,  1883."  (Sir  Alex. 
Campbell.) 

Bill  (150)  "An  Act  to  authorize  the 
advance  of  a  certain  sum  to  the  Harbor 
Commissioners  of  Three  Rivers."  (Sir 
Alex.  Campbell) 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  5  o'clock. 
Hon.  Mr.  CARVELL. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Monday^  July  6thy  iSSj. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

CANADA  TEMPERANCE  ACT. 

PETITION  PRESENTED. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL  presented  a  petition 
from  the  General  Assembly  of  the  Pres- 
byterian Church  of  Canada.  He  said  : 
I  would  like  to  read  this  petition,  inas- 
much as  it  has  reference  to  a  measure  that 
is  on  our  orders  to  be  disposed  of  to-day: — 

**  To  the  Honorable  the  Senate  of  Canada  : 

The  Qeneral  Assembly  of  the  Preabyterisn 
Church  in  Canada  assembled  in  Montreal  this 
16th  day  of  June  in  the  year  1885,  respect 
fully  submit  to  your  honorable  body,  that 

Whereas  your  honorable  body  have  lately 
framed  amendments  to  the  Canada  Temper- 
ance Act  of  1878  permitting  the  sale  of  light 
winefl,  ale  and  beer:  thus,  in  the  opinion  of 
your  petitioners  destroying  the  ueemlness  cf 
the  Act  as  a  prohibitory  measure,  and  that  in 
opposition  to  the  will  of  the  people  so  recently 
expressed  at  the  polls  as  provided  for  by  said 
Act; 

Thertfore^  your  petitioners  respectfully  re- 
quest your  honoraole  body  to  reconsider  eaid 
amendments,  and  to  make  no  change  in  the 
Act  except  in  the  direction  ol  strengthening 
its  prohibitory  character  and  increasing  the 
facflitiee  for  enforcing  it. 

And  your  petitioners  as  in  duty  bound  will 
ever  pray,  etc.,  etc. 

In  the  name  of  the  Presbyterian 
General  Assembly, 
Alexandbb  McKkioht,  D.  D., 

Moderator. 

William  Fbasee,  D.D.  J  <^^\^^^^^^^ 
Montreal,  June  16th,  1886.  aembly. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  would 
like  to  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  if  the  meet- 
ing was  unanimous. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — I  could  not  say. 
Resolutions  were  passed  by  a  very  large 
majority,  and  this  petition  was  authorized 
to  be  sent  and  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment 
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WESTERN  TERMINUS  OF  PACI- 
FIC RAILWAY. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.  C.)  moved : 

That  an  bumble  address  be  ptesented  to  His 
Bzoellency  the  Governor  General  5  pfayin|( 
that  His  Excellency  will  cause  to  be  laid 
befi>re  this  House,  copies  of  all  corFespond* 
«nce  or  telegrams  received  from  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company,  the  Legislature  of 
British  Columbia  or  any  o\  their  officials, 
addressed  to  the  Railway  Department,  or  any 
member  of  the  Privy  Council,  respecting  the 
Western  Terminus  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  at  Port  Moody,  Coal  Harbor  or 
English  Bay. 

He  said :  In  order  that  hon.  gentlemen 
may  have  a  more  intimate  knowledge  of 
the  subject  under  consideration  I  would 
ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House  for  a 
short  time  while  I  outline  the  history  and 
causes  which  led  to  the  selection  of  the 
Burrard  Inlet  route  and  Port  Moody  as 
the  western  terminus  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway.  On  the  ist  of  July  187 1, 
just  14  years  ago  last  Wednesday,  British 
Columbia  became  a  part  and  parcel  of  our 
wide-spread  Dominion,  and  every  hon. 
gentleman  who  took  the  slightest  interest 
in  the  negotiations  at  that  time  between 
the  province  of  British  Columbia  and  the 
Dominion  of  Canada  will  remember  that 
the  principal  condition  in  the  terms  of 
union,  in  fact  I  may  say  the  principal  in- 
ducement that  was  held  out  to  the  Pacific 
province  to  join  the  Confederation,  was 
the  building  of  the  Pacific  Railway,  and  by 
that  means  giving  the  people  of  the  Pacific 
province  direct  communication  with  her 
sister  provinces  east  of  the  Rocky  Moun- 
tains and  with  the  outside  world  generally. 
Another  importent  clause  in  the  terms  of 
union  was  that  actual  construction  was  to 
commence  within  two  years  after  the  union, 
and  the  entire  road  from  the  Atlantic  to 
the  Pacific  was  to  be  completed  within  ten 
years.  In  order  that  that  particular  part 
of  the  agreement  with  British  Columbia 
should  be  carried  out  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment the  following  spring,  with  com- 
mendable promptitude,  placed  a  large 
number  of  exploring  and  surveying  parties 
in  the  Rocky,  Selkirk,  and  Coast  or 
Cascade  ranges  of  mountains  in  order  to 
find  the  best  possible  railway  route  to  the 
Pacific  Ocean.  There  were  two  rival  routes, 


namely,  the  Bute  Inlet  or  northern  route, 
and  the  Burrard  Inlet  or  southern  route, 
which  was  eventually  adopted  in  the  year 
1877.  After  the  first  year's  explorations  the 
southern  route  was  virtually  abandoned 
for  a  period  of  nearly  four  years,  abandoned 
I  believe,  owing  to  the  unwarrantable 
representations  made  by  Mr.  Marcus 
Smith,  then  chief  engineer  on  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  and  others.  Owing  to 
those  representations,  the  Macdonald 
Government  of  that  day  and  the  Mac- 
kenzie Government  that  succeeded  it  in  the 
fall  of  1873,  were  strongly  biased  in  favor 
of  the  northern,  or  abandoned  route,  and 
any  gentleman  who  has  the  slightest 
doubt  in  his  mind  as  to  the  accuracy  of 
that  statement  will  have  his  doubts 
removed  by  referring  to  a  speech 
delivered  by  the  Hon.  Mr.  Mackenzie,  I 
think  in  the  session  of  1879  or  1880,  in 
which  he  acknowledges  its  correctness. 
This  condition  of  affairs  continued  until 
the  fall  of  1876  until  $2,000,000  was 
expended,  and  four  precious  .years  were 
wasted  in  a  vain  endeavor  to  find  a 
practicable  pass  through  the  different 
ranges  of  mountains  to  the  tidal  waters  at 
Bute  Inlet.  Fortunately  for  the  Pacific 
Province  and  for  the  Dominion  generally, 
this  unsatisfactory  state  of  affairs  was 
suddenly  brought  to  a  close  by  the  timely 
visit  of  the  justly  popular  and  astute  Lord 
Dufferin,  then  Governor-General  of 
Canada.  That  nobleman  honored  the 
Pacific  Province,  or  the  western  gate  of 
the  Dominion,  with  a  visit  in  the  fall  of 
1876,  and  took  in  at  a  glance  the  muddled 
condition  of  railwa)  matters,  and  im- 
mediately on  his  return  here  he  advised 
his  Government  that  a  thorough  survey  of 
the  southern  or  Burrard  Inlet  route  should 
be  made  at  the  earliest  possible  moment. 
The  advice  of  that  nobleman  was  taken, 
and  the  consequence  was  that  the  following 
year  nearly  all  the  surveying  and  exploring 
parties  were  placed  on  the  southern  route, 
and  in  the  year  1877,  or  early  in  the 
spring  of  1878,  the  Government  of  the 
day  adopted  the  southern  or  Burrard 
Inlet  route,  and  declared  Port  Moody  to 
be  the  western  terminus  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway.  The  gradients  on  the 
route  adopted  were  found  to  be 
very  much  lower  than  those  on 
the  northern.  The  cost  was  variously 
estimated  at  from  $15,000,000  to  $20,- 
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000,000  less,  and  the  length  of  the  road 
was  shortened  some  300  miles.  When 
the  Mackenzie  Government  adopted  Port 
Moody  as  the  western  terminus  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  they  did  not  do 
so  merely  because  it  was  the  flrst  point  at 
which  the  tidal  waters  of  the  Pacific  were 
touched,  as  alleged  by  many  of  the 
opponents  of  that  place,  but  on  account 
of  its  being  declared  by  the  highest  naval 
authorities  to  be  the  best  harbor  to  be 
found  on  the  Pacific  coast  That  was 
the  reason,  and  I  believe  the  only  reason, 
why  Port  Moody  was  selected  instead  of 
English  Bay  and  Coal  Harbor.  When 
the  present  Government  came  into  power 
did  they  question  the  wisdom  of  their 
predecessors  in  selecting  Port  Moody  as 
the  terminus  ?  No,  on  the  contrary  they, 
in  unmistakeable  language,  endorsed  the 
selection  of  their  predecessors,  and  in 
confirmation  of  what  I  have  just  staled  I 
will  read  an  extract  or  two  from  a  speech 
delivered  last  year  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons by  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  then  Minis- 
ter of  Railways.  I  will  only  read  that 
portion  of  the  speech  which  has  a  direect 
bearing  on  the  question  under  considera- 
tion. Sir  Charles  Tupper,  some  three 
years  before  that,  had  paid  a  visit  to 
British  Columbia  and  made  a  critical  ex- 
amination of  Port  Moody,  Coal  Harbor 
and  English  Bay,  and  knew  precisely 
what  he  was  speaking  about.  The  portion 
of  the  speech  to  which  I  refer  will  be 
found  in  the  Commons  Hansard  of  1884, 
page  420,  and  in  order  to  put  it  in  a  more 
convenient  form  I  have  had  it  struck  off, 
as  I  found  that  all  the  copies  of  the  report 
of  last  year  were  out  of  the  Library.  The 
hon.  gentleman's  remarks  were  made  in 
reply  to  Mr.  Blake,  who  probably  had  a 
little  more  forethought  than  others,  and 
was  contending  at  the  time  that  the  road 
would  probably  be  eventually  taken  down 
to  English  Bay  or  Coal  Harbor,  and  that 
the  extra  charge  or  cost  would  become  a 
burden  on  the  country.  This  is  the  reply 
that  Sir  Charles  Tupper  made  : — 

As  to  whether  Port  Moodv  or  English  Bay 
ifi  the  best  port  for  the  terminuf*,  ail  I  can  nay 
is  that  the  ^ioverninent  selected  Port  Moody 
aa  the  terminuB  of  the  railway,  and  in  doing 
80  they  selected  a  port  acceseible  from  the 
Pacific  Ocean  and  which  is  declared  to  be  the 
best  port  that  ir  to  be  found  on  the  Pacific 
coast.  Her  Majesty's  vessels  have,  durine  the 
past  year,  surveyed  the  harbor,  and  we  nave 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES. 


the  deolarattOQ  of  the  offioen  who  have  b^n 
there,  and  they  are  the  most  perfectly  inde- 
pendent and  able  sonroes  of  in  formation » that 
we  have  made  the  most  wise  and  judicious 
selection  which  could  have  been  made ;  that 
the  port  is  simply  perfect,  and  that  there  is 
nothing  on  the  Pacific  coast  superior  to  it. 
And  they  have  now  represented  to  the  Admi- 
ralty the  propriety  of  makine  Port  Moody  the 
head  quarters  for  the  admiralty  on  the  Pacific 
coast,  as  being  the  best  location  which  is  to 
be  found  there.  The  hon.  geni)eman»  I  dace 
say,  (Mr.  Blake)  would  like  us  to  go  down  to- 
Ei^lish  Bay,  because  it  would  have  compelled 
the  expenditure  of  $1,000,000  to  get  there  in 
the  first  instance,  and  another  one  or  two 
millions  to  make  a  harbor  out  of  an  6pen 
roadstead  where  there  in  comparatively  00 
anchorage.  I  say  the  Government  feel  that 
they  have  done  all  that  is  necessary  in  relation 
to  the  question,  when  they  carried  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  a  terminus  which 
was  declared  by  the  highest  naval  authorities 
to  be  unequalled  on  ^e  Pacific  coast. 

I  need  not  add  anything  to  these  words. 
The  English  language,  or  any  other  Ian-* 
guage,  fails  to  put  the  case  stronger  than 
the  High  Commissioner  put  it  last  year 
when  he  was  speaking,  not  for  himsdf — 
not  giving  his  own  private  opinion — ^but 
speaking  for  the  Government 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— He  was  Minister 
of  Railways. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— He  was  Min- 
ister of  Railways,  and  the  mouthpiece  of 
the  Government  at  the  time.  I  have 
another  short  extract  that  I  will  trouble 
the  House  with  readmg ;  it  came  from  a 
British  Columbia  paper,  dated  the  20th 
June,  and  which  will  bear  out  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  Minister  of  Railways: 

'  COAL  HARBOR  AGAIK. 

Probably  nothino:  con  Id  demon«trate  so 
clearly  the  impossibility  of  making  a  place 
for  phippin^  at  Coal  Hartior  aa  the  recurring 
disasters  which  take  place  at  that  mockery  of 
a  haven.  On  Wedneadny  lapt  the  ship  Albula 
was  driven  from  her  moorings  by  the  heavy 
winds  and  tides  to  which  ihJH  miserable  sheet 
of  water  called  a  harbor,  is  exposed.  The 
ship,  nolwithalandin^  that  her  anchors  were 
down,  fouled  the  ship  Newman  Hall  at  the 
Hastings  wharf,  forcing  the  latter  from  her 
berth,  and  it  required  the  services  of  a  tug 
for  many  hours  to  replace  her.  This  is  not 
the  first' instance  of  tiie  kind.  We  gave  the 
case  oi  the  Dorset  and  the  City  of  Brooklyn ; 
the  two  vessels  were  driven  up  the  Inlet,  the 
latter  not  only  dragw'ing  her  anchors,  but 
carrying  away  a  portion  of  the  wharf  aleo. 
That  any  set  of  men,  no  matter  what  their 
object,  could  have  the  temerity  to  offer  lots  at 
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•aeh  »  plftce,  ander  the  pretence  of  making  a 
harbor  there,  ie^to  say  the  least,  extraordinary. 

In  this  statement  of  Sir  Charles  Tupper 
you  will  observe  that  he  condemned,  not 
only  English  Bay  in  the  first  place,  on 
account  of  its  being  an  open  roadstead 
and  unworthy  of  the  name  of  a  harbor,  but 
in  the  second  place  he  calls  the  attention 
of  the  House  and  of  the  country — and  I 
want  this  House  to  pay  particular  attention 
to  it — that  it  would  cost  from  $1,000,000 
to  $2,000,000  to  make  a  harbor  out  of  an 
open  roadstead  It  is  doubtless  within 
the  knowledge  oi  nearly  every  gentleman 
present  here  that  it  is  contemplated  by  the 
Pacific  Railway  Company,  or  a  portion  of 
the  Pacific  Railway  Company,  and  a  few 
speculators  and  adventurers  in  connection 
with  the  Local  Government  of  British 
Columbia,  and  a  few  outsiders,  to  extend 
the  road  down  from  Pott  Moody,  a  dis- 
tance of  some  12  miles,  and  here  the  first 
thing  you  will  find  staring  you  in  the  face 
will  be  a  vote  of  $2,000,000,  to  make 
the  harbor  at  English  Bay  a  fit  place  to 
anchor  in,  so  that  it  is  not  the  first  cost 
of  the  work,  but  the  annual  raid  that  will 
be  made  on  the  treasury  of  Canada  in 
order  to  keep  that  anythmg  like  a  harbor. 
I  will  now  trouble  you  by  reading  an 
extract  fi'om  a  paper,  in  which  I  must 
confess  I  was  rather  surprised  to  see  it — 
the  paper  to  which  I  refer  is  no  less  than 
the  Montreal  Herald^  the  recognized 
organ  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company.  It  goes  on  at  the  first  for 
nearly  half  the  article  showing  that  it  is 
very  difficult  indeed  to  protect  a  city  if 
built  on  English  Bay,  and  deals  in  a  gen- 
eral way  wi^  the  mUitary  aspect  of  the 
terminus  and  pronounces  that  Port  Moody 
could  be  made  impregnable — ^a  second 
Gibraltar.  However,  I  will  read  the 
article  itself: — 

Like  almoet  everywhere  else,  just  now, 
British  Columbia  teems  with  war  rumours. 
Here,  perbajw,  there  are  special  reasons, 
eonsonaot  with  its  being  the  terminus  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  the  jumping- 
oflT  place  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  why 
there  should  be  excitement  Really,  in  view 
of  a  poeeible  war  with  Russia,  this  Pacific 
coast  of  Canada  is  thrust  into  an  importance 
which  it  might  not  otherwise  have  attained — 
perhape  for  generations.  Do  people-^whether 
nations  or  individuals— never  learn  except  by 
experience?  It  is  to  be  feared  not,  at  least 
not  very  much.  My  memory  recalls  that, 
lor  years  past,  among  those  who  have  become 


signalized  before  fihe"  Royal  Colonial  Insti- 
tute,*' I  am  not  sure  that  I  have  got  the  title 
right,  away  out  here  where  I  have  no  means 
ofreferenoe,  were  several  ^ntlemen  of  broad 
nationalistic  and  patriotic  v]ew8|  who,  in 
their  schemes  for  the  consolidation  of  the 
British  Empire,  and  its  subsequent  conserva- 
tion, touched  upon  the  subject  of  tbis  Pacific 
coast— this  British  Columbia.  Bmtnent 
among  these,  I  well  remember,  was  Capt  in 
Bedford  Pim,  who  has,  again  and 
a^in,  even  vehemently  urged  the  lorti- 
fving  of  certain  imporlant  points  upon 
this— British  Columbian — Pacific  coast  of 
Canada.  It  may  not  be  known  to  everv  one 
the  importance  of  this  great  western  outlet  of 
British  America  being  fortified,  as  it  has  made 
itself  known  to  Captain  Bedford  Pim  and 
many  others ;  but  just  now,  when  it  may  be 
there  is  a  war  pending  between  Britain  and 
Russia, — whose  boundaries,  in  these  countri^ 
of  *<ma^nifloent  distances"  are  so  nearly 
conterminous — ^the  desirabilitv  of  having 
some  fortified  points  on  tbis  Columbian  coast 
is  obvious. 

Let  us  look  at  what  Ib  desirable  and  what 
is  practicable.  What  is  the  defensible  condi- 
tion of  Victoria,  the  capital  of  tbis  province? 
It  would,  perhaps,  be  a  too  sweeping  remark 
to  say  that  any  place  is  wholly  indefensible, 
but  it  would  be  no  very  ^reat  exaggeration  to 
sav  as  much  of  Victoria,  as  ofthe  much 
talked  of  harbor  of  Esquimau,  close  bv.  Of 
course  del^nsive  works  could  be  erected  in  the 
vicinity,  bat  to  ensure  to  them  anything  nearly 
approaching  effectiveness,  would  necessitate 
an  enormous  outlay.  Then  Victoria  is  situa- 
ted at  the  very  extreme  outlying  point  of  the 
province,  and  its  approaches  are  commanded 
by  foreign — United  States — territory;  vis, 
San  J  nan  Island  and  the  Olvmpic  coast, 
south  of  the  Strait  of  Juan  de  Fuca.  There, 
then,  the  citadel  of  British  Columbia  can 
never  be. 

Let  us  look  next  at  those  points  on  the 
mainland  which  it  is  desirable  to  have 
effectively  fortified.  Of  course  the  spot 
demanding  the  "vvn  first  consideration 
is  the  terminus  of*^  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway.  To  leave  long  unprotected 
this  great  western  gateway  of  Canada  would 
be  a  dereliction  of  national  duty  but  little 
short  of  madness.  It  happens  that  here 
nature  has  done  her  part  most  admirably. 
It  happens,  too,  that  in  the  surveys  about 
the  snores  of  Burrard  Inlet,  made  in  past 
years,  when  Colonel  Moodv  here  held  sway,  a 
wise  prescience  dictatcdf  the  reservation 
against  all  future  private  mnts  of  certain 
commanding  points  to  t)e  held  for  fortification 
purposes.  Let  ns  make  a  brief  sketch  of 
this  macinificent  sheet  of  water  and  its 
surrouncnn^s.  We  enter  the  inlet  proper 
from  £nff]isb  Bay,  a  deep  bight  of  the 
Onlf  of  Georgia,  some  four  mues  square. 
It  is  merely  an  open  roadstead,  entirely  ex- 
posed to  what  are  the  meet  prevalent  winds 
on  this  coast.  We  enter  what  I  call  I5urrard 
Inlet  proper  from  English  Bay,  through  what 
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Are  knpwn  as  the  «<  Fir^l:  Narrows."  This 
entranoe,  at  its  narrowest  part^  ie  less  than 
half  a  mile  m  width.  Od  its  southern  side, 
where  toe  water  is  d«epeslr-^0  iathonia^t  is 
oommanded  by  a  bpld  oliff  180  feet  in  hetght. 
This  point  has  been  wisely  reservmi  for  forti- 
fication purposes;  and  the  sooner  defensive 
works  are  erected  there  the  better^  m  it  is  the 
seawani  key  of  Burrard  Inlet.  Passing 
through  this  strait  we  enter  the  flnt»off  lower 
basin  of  the  inlet,  a  fine  expanse  of  water, 
about  five  miles  in  length,  by  ftom  one  to  two 
miles  in  width,  and  varying  in  depth  from  20 
to  200  fathoms.  A  deep  oove,  to  the  right  on 
entering,  and  terminating  in  a  sand  fiat,  dry 
at  low  water*  is  locally  known  as  ^'CoaJ 
Harbor."  This  is  the  spot  of  whieh  people 
■peak  as  the  site  of  the  future  terminus  ot  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railroad.  On  the  southern 
site  of  this  basin  we  find  the  little  village  of 
Granvilley  and  a  short  distance  further  up 
the  same  shore,  the  villaee  of  Hastings,  sui^ 
rounding  the  large  milling  eatablishmeot 
which  has  created  it.  From  these,  waggon 
roads  lead  to  New  Westminster,  and  to  the 
North  Arm  of  the  debouching  Fraser.  On 
the  northern  shore  ot  this  basin,  and  about 
three  miles  from  its  entrance,  is  the  village 
of  Moodyville,  aurronoding  another  large 
saw-milling  establishment.  Pursuing  our 
course  inwards  and  eastward,  we  next  pass 
the  *'  Second  Narrows."  This  strait  is,  at  its 
narrowest  part,  about  half  a  mile  wide. 
This,  opens  mto  the  Second  Basin,  which  is 
about  tour  miles  in  length,  with  an  average 
width  of  one  mile. 

This  is  a  fine  harbor  throtiffaout,  with  bold 
shores,  backed  by  lofty  hills*  its  depth  varying 
from  20  to  150  fathoms  with  good  bottom.  At 
its  east  end  it  is  joioeti  from  the  north  by  what 
is  known  as  tbe  '<  North  Arm."  This  deep 
fijord  stretches  inland,  at  nearly  righ  angles 
with  the  corner  of  Burrard  Inlet  proper,. to  a 
distance  of  about  16  miles.  Its  shores  are 
mountains*  in  some  places  a  mile  in  height ; 
and  it  is  of  vast  depth — often  over  600 
fathoms,  with  rocky  bottom. 

Pursuing  our  way  eastward,  however,  from 
the SecondBasin,  wepass  through  the  "  Third 
Narrows  "  into  Port  Moody.  This  entrance 
at  its  narrowest  point,  is  pot  over  a  i)uarter  of 
a  mile  in  width.  On  either  side  it  is  over- 
looked by  lofty  and  precipitous  hills :  and  on 
both  there  is  a  Crown  ECeserve,  intended  to  be 
some  day  crowned  with  defensive  works. 
These,  with  what  are  projected  near  the  mouth 
of  the  inlet,  could  be  made  to  render  Port 
Moody  all  but  imnregnal*ie  as  to  any  attack 
from  the  seaward  direction.  As  to  any 
attack,  across  country,  from  the  Fraser 
Biver  direction,  that  could  be  rendered 
e<iually  difiScult*  The  broad  delta  of  that 
river  consist8  of  low  prairie  and  peat  bog,  in 
great  part  overflowed  at  certain  seasons, 
througn  which  bv  several  '*  arms,"  or  chan- 
nels, the  river  debouches  into  tbe  Gulf  of 
Georgia.  In  accordance  with  the  more 
modem  style  of  military  engineering,  the 
approaches  by  that  route,  up  as  fhr,  say,  as 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES. 


New  We8tminster<-*^>ver  sixteen  miles  fions 
the  mouth— could,  with  ease,  be  rendered 
utterly  impracticable  to  an  invading  enemy* 


Hon.    Mr.    MACDONALD 
date  is  that  paper  ? 


W^at 


Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— It  is  the  27th 
April,  1885,  so  that  this  was  not  published 
before  the  Pacific  Railway  Co.  had  an 
object  in  extending  their  road  down  there. 
The  article  continues : 

To  return  to  Port  Moody,— this  beautiful 
harbor  is  about  four  miles  in  length ;  and 
through  the  greater  port  of  fhat  distance  it» 
width  varies  from  a  half  to  three-quarters  of 
a  mile.  The  depth  varies  from  12  to  60 
fathoms,  with  good  ho'ding  ground  every- 
where. These  denths  do  not  refer  to  the 
upper  part  of  the  harbor,  where  there  is  u 
sand  nat,  about  TOO  acres  in  extent,  which 
becomes  dry  at  low  tide.  Taking  the  whole* 
circuit  of  tbe  harbor,  it  has  at  least  ten  mit€» 
of  shoife  line,  every  yard  of  it  available  for 
the  erection  of  docks,  piers,  and  wharfs, — and 
available,  too,  for  the  easy  enioyment  of  thenii 
when  they  are  oonstmctea .  Being  so  enthrely 
land-looked,  its  waters  are  always  as  smooth 
as  those  of  the  proverbial  mill-pond.  Upon 
its  nonh  shore,  about  midway  of  its  length, 
is  another  Crown  reserve  of -96  acres,  which, 
it  is  understood,  is  intended  fbr  a  Royal  naval 
yard.  It  is  seldom  that  Nature  seems  to  have  de- 
signed a  finer  site  for  a  great  city  than  is  pre- 
sented by  the  immediate  surroundings  of  thia 
harbor,  called  Port  Moody.  Begarded  from 
a  central  point  of  view,  it  is  a  great  natural 
amphitheatre.  The  near  surrounding  hills, 
present,  for  the  most  part,  a  very  gentle  up^  • 
ward  elope  from  the  waiter  side;  but  even 
where,  at  the  steepest,  there  is  nothing  in  the 
natural  grade  of  the  ground  to  present  any 
obstacles  to  the  opening  of  streets  and  the 
erection  of  permanent  buildings.  The  high- 
est ground,  anywhere  within  naif  a  mile  of 
the  water  side,  does  not  exceed  250  feet  above 
pea  level— just  the  elevation  of  the  hiffheet 
street  in  New  Westminster— just  the  height  of 
Citadel  Hill,  Halifaz-^nd  still  lacking  lOO 
feet  of  the  height  of  the  ramparts  of  Oape 
Diamond,  the  citadel  of  Quebec.  But  even 
these  more  elevated  spurs  of  hills  are  usually 
well  back  from  the  shore.  As  to  the  pic- 
turesque^some  of  these  near  and  still  densely 
forefft-crowned  hills  are  of  beautiful  contour^ 
but  looking  beyond  them,  anywhere  towardu 
the  north  and  east,  from  any  street,  or  pro- 
jected street,  in  town,  we  looK  upon  eternally  1 
silver-topped  mountain  peaks,  far,  far  away, 
but  seemitie  so  near,  and  from  2,000  to  6,00fr 
ieet  in  height. 

I  have  yet  another  short   extract   to 
read  here  from  another  Hercddy  but  this 
happens  to  be  the  Halifax  Moming/^a/^^ 
and  I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  recQgr 
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nized  ad  an  organ  of  the  Pacific  Railway, 
or  not — probably  my  hon.  friend  from 
Halifax  can  ipform  me  on  that  point  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Yes,  I  presume 
it  is.  It  is  an  oigan  of  the  Government, 
and  the  Government  is  the  oigan  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Co. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINN£S~The  foUowiog 
is  the  article  from  the  Hahfax  HeroU : 

Port  Moody,  the  innenboet  harbor  of  Bur* 
raid  In  lei— was  years  ago  fixed  upon  as  ibe 
tefinions  and  shipping  ^t  of  ike  Oanadian 
Paoifio.  -  We,  vbo  are  intimate  witb  tbe 
Ailantio  coast  of  Nova  Scotia,  might  not  go 
into  raptures  over  it— we  are  so  himiliar  with 
many  of  what  we  justly  call  **  magnificent 
harbors.''  Nevertheless,  as  aompared  with 
anything  else  on  this  coast,  Port  Moody  is 
really  a  magnificent  harbor.  At  first,  to  a 
stranger,  from  a  not  mountainous  country,  it 
seems  divarfed,  owing  to  the  elevation  of  the 
bills,  backed  by  moaniains— some  of  tbem  a 
mile  high,  with  tops  always  silvered  with 
anow'— by  which  it  is  sanounded.  But  it  i9 
really  a  very  capacious  sheet  of  water,  pos- 
sessing all  the  requisites  of  a  first-class  har- 
bor—depth ot  water  sufficient  for  the  largest 
ships  afloat,  the  best  of  anchorage,  not  a  bar  or 
obetmoting  ledge  to  be  found,  and  so  placid  at 
all'  times  thai  mere  children  may,  at  any 
time,  be  trusted  to  go  boating,  or  canoeing 
npou  it. 

Were  it  not  that  I  am  afraid  of  wearying 
the  House  I  could  go  on  and  read  a  great 
number  of  other  reporte,  reports  made  by 
the  highest  naval  authorities,  many  of  those 
reports  written,  I  believe,  even  before  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  was  thought  of, 
or  at  least  spoken  of»  and  th^  all  bear  on 
the  one  point:  that  Port  Moody  is,  without 
exception,  the  best  port  to  be  found  on 
the  Pacific  coast.  But  I  think  I  have 
given  enough  to  satisfy  every  hon.  member 
<m  that  point  Hoa  gentlemen  will  re- 
collect that  in  z8So  a  contract  for  building 
127  miles  of  railway  between  Yale  and 
Kamloops,  m  British  Columbia,  was 
awarded  to  Mr.  Onderdonk,  and  a  second 
cootcact  of  90  miles  between  Port  Moody 
and  Yale  to  the  same  gendeman  in  1882 
I  am  happy  to  say  that  those  contracts  are 
about  completed,  and  that  trains  are  now 
running  regularly  between  Port  Moody 
nnd  I^mloops,  a  distance  of  over  22.0 
miles  in  the  interior  of  the  province. 
About  the  time  the  first  named  contract 
was  awarded,  the  Dominion  Govemnvsnt 
took  possession  of  over  one  mile  of  the 


best  water  firontage  on  the  south  side  of 
Port  Moody  for  terminal  purposes,  and 
also  a  large  quantity  of  adjoining  land  for 
the  same  purposes.  A  large  portion  of 
the  land  lying  along  the  water's  edge  at 
Port  Moody  had  been  laid  out  into  town 
lots  a  considerable  length  of  time  previous 
to  the  Government  taking  possession  of 
this  water  frontage  and  this  land,  and 
many  of  those  lots  changed  hands  several 
times  at  high  figures,  some  realizing 
as  much  as  at  the  rate  of  $2,000 
and  $3,000  an  acre;  but  when  the 
Government  took  possession  of  that  land 
the  unfortunate  investors  were  compelled 
to  receive  payment  for  it  at  the  rate  of 
$10  per  acre.  They  found  that  they  had 
no  redress ;  they  found  that  the  Govern- 
ment was  absolute,  and  the  most  of  those 
unfortunate  investors  had  to  content 
themselves  with  saying,  whatever  else 
they  may  have  thought,  that  they  con- 
sidered themselves  very  badly  treated 
indeed.  Others,  a  little  more  demonstrative, 
had  recourse  to  language  which  I  am 
afraid  would  be  scarcely  considered  parlia- 
mentary or  orthodox.  By  referring  to  the 
terms  upon  which  British  Columbia  was 
admitted  into  the  union,  it  will  be  found 
that  the  province  agreed  to  give  a  belt  of 
territory  some  40  miles  wide,  extending 
firom  English  Bay  al(Hig  the  line  of  railway 
to  the  eastern  boundary  of  the  province. 
This  belt  of  land  was  conveyed  to  the 
Dominion  in  1880  for  the  specific  purpose 
of  aiding  and  assisting  in  the  construction  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  as  provided 
for  in  the  terms  of  union.  The  conveyance 
will  be  found  in  an  Act  passed  by  the 
Legislature  of  British  Columbia  in  1880, 
and  I  will  read  the  principal  clause  which 
conveys  that  land  In  fact  the  Act  consists 
of  only  three  clauses,  but  the  main  clause 
is  the  first  after  the  preamble  and  is  as 
follows : — 

'<  From  and  after  the  passine  of  this  Act 
there  shall  be  and  there  is  hereby  granted  to 
the  Dominion  Government,  for  the  purpMose  of 
constructing  and  to  aid  in  the  construction  of 
the  portion  of  ilie  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way line,  located  between  Burrard  Inlet  and 
Yellow  Head  summit,  in  trust,  to  be  appro- 

S'iated  in  such  manner  as  the  Dominion 
overnment  mar  deem  advisable,  a  similar 
extent  of  public  lands  along  the  line  of  rail- 
way before-mentioned  (not  to  exceed  20  miles 
on  each  side  of  the  said  line)  as  may  be 
appropriated  for  the  same  pnrpose  by  the 
Dominion  from  the  public  lands  of  the  North- 
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West  Territories  and  the  Ptovtoce  of  Mani- 
toba, as  provided  in  the  order*in-coaDcil|  sec- 
tisn  11,  admittinj!  the  Province  of  British 
Columbia  into  the  Confederation  ?  The  land 
intended  to  be  hereby  convered  fs  more  paN 
ticnlarlv  described  in  a  despatch  to  the 
Lieut-Governor  from  the  Honorable  the 
Seeretarv  ol  Btate,  dated  the  Slst  daj  of  May^ 
1878,  as 'a  tract  of  land  lyingalong  the  Ihje 
of  said  railway,  beginning  at  Sinslisn  Ba^  or 
Burrard  Inlet  and  following  the  Eraser  River 
to  Lytton ;  thence  by  the  valley  of  the  Rivet 
Thompson  to  KamloopSf  theooeupthevaUey 
of  the  North  Thorn peoo,  passing  near  to  Lakes 
▲Ibredaand  Cranberry,  to  Tete  Jaune Cache  i 
thence  up  the  vall^  of  the  Eraser  River  to 
the  summit  of  the  xellow  Head,  or  boundary 
betwpen  British  Columbia  and  the  North- We^t 
Territories,  and  is  also  defined  on  a  plan 
aocompanjring  a  further  despatch  to  theLieut.- 
Oovernor  from  the  said  Secretary  of  State, 
dated  the  23rd  d^y  of  September,  1878.  The 
grant  of  the  said  land  shall  be  subject  other- 
wise to  the  conditions  contained  in  the  said 
11th  section  of  the  Terms  of  Union." 

In  order  to  show  hoa  gentleman  that 
there  is  nothing  conflicting  in  the  ixth 
section  of  the  terms  of  union  I  will  read 
it  :— 

'*  The  Government  of  the  Dominion  under- 
take to  secure  the  commencement  simultane- 
ously within  two  years  from  the  date  of  the 
Union,  of  the  construction  of  a  railway  from 
the  Pacific  towards  the  Rocky  Mountains,  and 
fh>in  such  point  as  may  be  selected  east  of  the 
Rocy  Mountains  towards  the  Pacific,  to  con- 
nect the  sea-board  of  British  Columbia  with 
tiie  railway  system  of  Canada;  and  further  to 
•ecure  the  completion  of  such  railway  within 
ten  years  from  the  date  of  the  union^ 

And  the  Government  of  British  Columbia 
agree  to  convey  to  the  Dominion  Government 
in  trust,  to  be  appropriated  in  such  manner 
as  the  Dominion  Government  may  deem  ad- 
visable in  furtherance  of  the  construction  of 
the  said  railway,  a  similar  extent  of  public 
lands  along  the  line  of  railway  throughout  it« 
entire  length  in  British  Columbia,  not  to  ex- 
ceed, however,  2C  miles  on  each  side  ot  said 
line,  as  may  be  appropriated  for  the  same 
purpose  by  the  Dominion  Government  from 
the  public  lands  in  the  North- West  Territories 
and  the  province  of  Manitoba." 

Now,  that  is  the  only  portion  of  that 
which  has  any  bearing  whatever  on  the 
section  referred  to,  so  that  it  does  not 
conflict  with  the  idea  that  that  land  is  the 
property  of  the  Dominion  Government. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— There  fa 
an  ambiguity  in  the  conveyance  there.  It 
mentions  two  initial  points,  and  it  can  be 
only  one  point 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES. 


Ron.  Mr.  McINNES— I  shall  refer  to 
that  at  a  later  period.  Nine  years  ago,  m 
several  years  before  tilie  Burrard  inlet 
route  was  selected,  the  Federal  Govern* 
ment  reserved  this  railway  belt — ^withdrew 
it  lirom  the  market  so  that  it  could  neither 
be  bought,  homesteaded  or  pre-empted — 
and  I  am  sorry  to  9ee  that  those  lands 
still  remain  locked  up,  a  seated  book  to 
the  present  day,  and  how  ninch  longer 
they  are  to  remain  in  than  condition  to  the 
great  detriment  of  the  province,  I  do  not 
know,  and  wiU  not  pretend  to  predict; 
bat  I  think  it  is  very  tttUbitunate  that  those 
lands  have  remained  in  that  condition  for 
such  a  length  of  time  I  certainly  think 
the  Government  are  to  blame  that  they 
did  not  do  what  they  agreed  to  do  years 
ago — to  have  those  lands  surveyed  and  m 
a  condition  that  immigrants  could  go  and 
settle  upon  them.  I  know — I  speak 
advisedly  when  I  say  it — that  hundreds, 
if  not  thousands  of  the  finest  settlers  that 
ever  went  into  any  new  country — men  ol 
capital  and  experience — ^went  in  there, 
and  when  they  found  that  all  the  best 
available  lands  of  British  Columbia  were 
locked  up  and  they  could  get  no  tide  to 
them  and  no  assurance  that  they  could 
obtain  one,  they  turned  away  and  invested 
their  means  and  became  citizens  in 
the  great  Republic  to  the  south  of 
us.  I  think  it  is  a  great  mtsfortnae 
that  these  lands  have  been  locked 
up  and  one  of  the  many  misfortunes  that 
have  arisen  from  their  being  so  locked  np 
is  the  present  difficulty  with  respect  to  tbe 
terminus.  If  those  lands  had  been  in  a 
position  to  be  occupied  there  would  be  no 
difficulty  whatever  and  no  hardships  in 
connection  with  thfa  terminus  question ; 
for  all  those  lands  would  have  been 
occupied  years  ago,  but  this  is  only  another 
evidenceoftheevil  resulting  from  a  policy  of 
inaction  and  procrastination.  Last  sessioD, 
immediately  after  the  passing  of  the 
Monopoly  Coal  Bill — improperly  called 
the  Island  Railway  Bill,  or  Settlement 
Bill— the  Premier  of  British  Colunibw 
who  was  here  at  the  time — I  am  sorry  to 
think,  too,  here  not  advocating  the  trae 
interests  of  his  province,  but  sacrificing 
them  and  endeavoring  to  further  his  own, 
and  particular  friend's,  private  interests, 
which  appeared  to  be  paramount  to  all 
other  considerations — ^he  was  here,  lind  H 
appears  from  correspondence,   which  I 
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riiaU  presently  lead,  that  immediately  after 
die  passage  of  that  Bill  he  opened  a^o 
tiations  with  the  Government,  or  came  to 
aome  understanding  with  ihtm,  by  which 
att  the  lands  west  o(  Port  Moody  were  to 
be  reconveyed  to  the  province.  At  least 
such  a  statement  appears  in  the  corres- 
pondence which  passed  between  that  hon. 
premier  and  the  'vice-president  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  I  fear  that  it 
b  the  iact,  although  up  to  the  last  month 
I  &iled  to  find  any  proof  (rf  it  in  the 
Department  of  the  Interior.  There  was 
no  renxinveyanoe  and  they  knew  nothing 
at  all  about  it,  yet  I  am  afiraid  fifom  the 
course  which  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company  are  pursuing,  and  the  course 
diat  the  Legislature  o<  British  Columbia 
have  been  and  still  are  pursuing  that  that 
isreally  the  fact,  that  those  Dommion  lands 
west  of  Port  Moody  were  promised  and  will 
be  conveyed  to  thie  local  Government,  and 
that  for  nothing — wonse  than  nothing. 
If  such  I  say  is  the  fact,  I  consider  that 
the  least  the  Government  could  have  done 
was  to  hav^  consulted  some  member  in 
the  popular  branch  of  the  Legislature  about 
it,  if  they  thought  it  not  worth  their  while  to 
consult  any  member  from  British  Colum- 
bia in  this  House.  As  far  as  I  am  aware, 
and  I  think  I  speak  advisedly  in  the 
matter,  not  a  member  from  British 
Columbia  in  this  House  or  in  the  House 
of  Commons  was  ever  consulted  about 
it  The  whole  affair  was  manipulated 
through  the  Premier  of  British  Columbia, 
,aiid  under  such  circumstances  I  would 
like  to  know  if  we  have  responsible  and 
representative  Government?  Does  the 
Federal  Government  owe  its  existence 
and  support  to  the  Local  Legislatures,  or 
does  it  owe  its  support  to  the  men  who 
are  elected  firom  the  different  constituen- 
cies to  come  here  and  represent  their 
views  ?  I  say  if  that  is  called  Represen- 
tative Government  it  is  a  farce,  and  I  am 
sorry  to  say  that  the  representatives  of 
British  Columbia  for  a  number  of  years 
have  been  entirely  ignored  A  corres- 
pondence was  submitted  to  the  Legislar 
ture  of  British  Cohimbia  in  January  last, 
a  copy  of  which  I  hold  in  my  hand,  and 
from  which  I  will  read  a  few  extracts. 
The  first  is  a  letter  from  Hoa  Vfm. 
Smith,  Premier  of  Britbh  Columbia, 
to  Mr.  VanHome,  and  is  as  tol- 
lDws^-» 


ViOToaiA,  23rd  May,  18S4. 
To  W.  C.  Yjls  HoavB,  Montreal. 

OiAa  Sia>— You  are  aware  that  the 
Dominion  Government  relinquish  all  claim 
to  that  portion  of  the  Railway  Reserve  in  thia 
proviaoe  l^pna  to  the  west  of  Port  Moodyj 
andjon  will  aoabtless  recollect  that  when  I 
saw  yota  in  Montreal  /on  exacted  a  promise 
from  me  tiiat  the  Provmcial  Government  would 
refrain  Iron  dealing  with  these  lands  until  ^our 
arrival  here,  which  was  to  have  been  witbio 
a  month  fh>m  that  date. 

As  more  than  a  month  has  elapsed,  and  I 
an  led  to  understand  that  the  time  of  your 
coming  is  stil  uncertain,  I  now  write  for  the 
purpose  of  imfyreseing  upon  your  mind  the 

Ct  inconvenience  of  keeping  these  lands 
.  „er  locked  up. 

I  have  now,  therefore,  to  request  that  you 
will  hasten  your  visit  or  hold  me  released 
from  my  proooise  to  await  your  cominr. 

I  beg  you  will,  on  receipt  of  this,  wire  me 
What  you  propose  doing  in  the  matter. 


Yours  faithfully. 


(Signed) 


Wm.  Smith. 


That  is  the  letter  I  had  reference  to  a 
moment  ago.  Now,  I  have  here  a  reply 
to  that  letter.  A  number  of  telegrams 
intervene  in  regard  to  the  time  that  Mr. 
VanHorne  would  likely  arrive  in  British 
Columbia.  They  are  not  of  very*  great 
importance,  but  I  have  here  the  reply 
dated  9th  September  1S84,  a  very  short 
time  after  Mr.  VanHome  had  paid  a  visit 
to  British  Columbia,  and  made  arrange- 
ments with  the  Local  Government  and, 
their  friend& 

{"  The  Ganadiav  Paoivio 
Railway  Compavt. 

Office  of  the  Vice-President, 

Mrmtreal,  Sept,  9th,  1884, 
Sia,— 

The  Directors  of  this  Company  have  had 
under  careful  consideration  the  quesiion  of 
thi^  tokation  of  the  Pacvflc  Terminus  of  the 
Canadian  Paciflc  Railway,  and  they  have 
authorized  me  to  communicate  to  you  their 
views,  as  follows  ! 

Inasmuch  as  a  comprehensive  plan  for  a 
terminus,  providing  reasonabljr  for  the  future 
as  well  aa  fbr  the  present,  will  involve  a  large 
immediate  outlay  of  monc^,  and  as  the  pre- 
sent available  resonrees  of  the  Company  are 
required  for  the  completion  of  their  ander- 
taking  with  the  Government,  they  do  not  see 
their  way  clear  to  the  extension  of  their  hue 
of  railway  beyond  Port  Moody,  and  the  pro- 
vision of  the  necessary  docks  and  other 
facilities  at  a  nt-w  point,  unless  thev  can  ac- 
quire sufficient  property,  so  sitnated  as  to  be 
made  immediately  saleable,  for  a  sufficient 
amount  to  recoup  the  outlay  nMutioned.'' 
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It  will  be  observed  tb«t  the  Vice-Presi- 
dent acknowledges  that  they  jhave  those 
facilities  already  at  Port  Moody. 

Tbey  f^l  that  as  the  lands  west  of  Port 
Moody,  recently  relinquished  by  the  Domin- 
ion Qovernoient,  were  originally  intanded  and 
set  apart  to  aid  in  the  constraction  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  English  Bay,  and 
as  the  lands  would  haye  been  ao  applied  had 
the  Dominion  Govern  men  t  fixed  upon  Encliah 
Bay  instead  of  Port  Moody  aa  the  western 
terminus,  all  of  these  lands  should,  in  fair- 
ness, be  granted  to  the  company  in  the  event 
of  their  taking  up  the  work  where  the 
Dominion  Government  has  left  it  and  con- 
tinuing the  line  to  Bni^lish  Bay. 

But  our  directors  wish  to  meet  your  Gov- 
ernment in  a  libera]  spirit,  and  to  ask  for  no 
more  than  they  believe  to  be  necessary  to 
cover  their  outlay  within  the  near  future  in 
making  their  teraiinus  all  that  it  shoulij  be  in 
the  interest  of  the  country. 

Owing  to  the  great  depth  of  water  along  the 
shores  of  Burrard  Inlet,  and  the  impractic* 
ability  of  the  use  of  timber  in  permanent 

Eiers  and  docks,  the  docks  must  necessarily 
e  made  along  the  shore,  and  a  water  front* 
age  of  very  considerable  extent  will  be 
required.  The  (greater  part  of  the  available 
water  fVonta^e  is  in  the  hands  of  private 
parties,  and  it  is  doubtful  if  aiyy  material 
.  amount  can  be  obtained  at  anything  like  a 
reasonable  price. 

On  the  enclosed  plan  you  will  find  indicated 
in  green  tint  so  much  of  the  lands  belonging 
to  your  Government  as  our  Directors  deem 
necessary  for  their  purposes. 

It  may  be  said  that  tne  lands  so  mdicated 
are  the  most  immediately  ayallable;  but  it 
should  be  remembered  that  it  is  the  Company 
alone  that  has  to  meet  an  immediate  outlay: 

The  directors,  while  believing  that  in  the 
event  of  aa  extension  of  their  line  the  ter- 
minal city  will  be  built  on  the  land  fronting 
on  English  Bay,  attach  great  importance  to 
the  Granville  tract,  where  must  be  located 
their  first  dock,  their  shops,  terminal  yard, 
Ac;  and  while  desirina  in  every  way  to  m^t 
the  viewB  of  your  Goyernmentt  they  are 
unable  to  see  how  they  can  carry  out  anything 
like  an  adequate  plan  without  the  whole  of 
this  particular  tract-^n  fact  they  deem  it 
essential. 

I  may  say  for  your  information,  that  th« 
shops  and  yards  of  the  Company  ia  Winnipeg 
occupy  aboat  249  aoree,  and  more  ground  at 
that  point  ban  already  become  aeceasair. 

In  consideration  of  the  land,  as  indicated 
on  the  plan  enclosed  herewiUi»  ^e  Cooipaoy 
proposes  to  extend  the  main  lioe  of^  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  Coal  Harbor 
and  English  Bay  by  the  time  the  through 
line  is  ready  for  operation,  and  to  eetablish 
the  terminus  of  the  Bail  way  ia  the  immediate 
vicinity  of  Coal  Harbor  and  English  Bay,  and 
commence  the  construction  of  (he  aeoessary 
workshons  and  other  works,  in  time  to 
provide  the  necessary  facilities  loMhe  opening 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES. 


pf  traffic  on  the  through  line«  that  is  to  say, 
by  the  early  summer  of  1886. 

The  Company  further  proposes  to  coa- 
Btruot  a  branch,  fh>m  some  convenient  point 
on  the  main  line  to  the  town  of  Mew  West- 
miaster,  during  the  year  1886,  on  the  Condi- 
tion that  the  town  of  New  Westminster  shall 
contribute  $75,000  in  cash  in  aid  thereof  and 
furnish  the  necessary  right  of  way  and  depot 
grounds. 

It  will  be  necessary  that  the  lands  be 
granted  to  trustees  (o  be  appointed  by  the 
Company,  in  order  that  they  may  be  iiee 
from  anV  Hen  attaching  to  the  CaaadiiM> 
Pacific  Railway. 

1  have,  ftc, 
(Signed)       W .  C.  YiNHoainE, 

Viee-Fretdl. 

You  will  see  by  this  that  they  want  to 
get  the  2i,ooo  acres  of  land  conveyed 
from  the  Dominion  Government  to  the 
Local :  they  want  to  get  possession  of  that 
in  such  a  way  that  it  shall  not  come  within 
the  mortgage  that  was  given  to  the  Gov- 
ernment on  their  road  last  year.  They 
want  that  free,  in  order  that  they  may 
make  a  few  millions  out  of  it,  and,  in  the 
event  of  anything  occurring  to  the  Com- 
pany, that  they  may  hold  that  property 
independent  of  the  Government  lien. 
There  is  also  another  modest  request  on 
the  part  of  this  company  :  The  small  In- 
dian reserve  at  False  Creek,  containing 
about  loo  or  150  acres,  is  also  demanded; 
and  the  President  of  the  road,  in  a  letter 
to  Mr.  Smith,  the  Premier  of  British 
Columbia,  wishes  him  to  keep  that  quiet 
and  secret,  as  he  was  negotiating  with  the 
Government  in  order  to  get  it,  so  that  even 
poor  Lo  was  to  be  deprived  of  his  birth- 
right by  that  transaction. 

Now  I  come  to  another  letter  dated 
from  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Office, 
Montreal,  November  22nd,  1884,  to  Mr. 
Smith,  Premier  of  British  Columbia.  He 
says  in  the  second  last  clause  of  this 
letter  :— 

<M  have  arranged  with  the  Department  of 
Railways  to  discontinue  their  proposed  work 
on  an  engine-house  and  other  terminal  build- 
ings at  Port  Moodv,  in  view  of  our  inteatioa 
to  erect  them  in  the  vicinity  of  Coal  Harbor 
and  English  Bay.*' 

I  will  now  refer  you  to  what  the  RaS- 
way  Department  did.  Mn  VanHonie 
stains  that  he  has  arranged  with  die 
Department  to  have  that  stopped,  and  yet 
on  th»  fsice  of  that  statement  I  find  in 
several  newspapers  here  stnd  in  Britt^ 
Columbia,  that  on  the  17th  February  tfa^e 
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was  a  notice  from  tKc  Railway  DqMUt- 
ment  at  Ottawa,  signed  byA.  T.  Bradler^, 
as  Secretary  for  the  Departmetit  of  Rail- 
ways and  Canals^  calling  for.  tenders  for 
the  erection  of  an  engine  house  at  North 
Bend  (about  loo  miles  back  into  the 
interior)  and  one  at  Port  Moody.  This 
notice,  as  I  said  before,  appeared  on.  the 
17th  February*  Mr.  VanHome  on  the 
22nd  day  of  November  states  that  he  had 
arraitt;ed  with  the  Department  of  Railways 
that  that  work  should  be  discontinued  I 
would  like  to  know  how  those  two  state- 
ments or  transactions  can  be  reconciled  ? 
It  appears  that  only  a  few  tenders,  one  or 
two,  were  received  for  the  erection  of  those 
houses,  but  none  bf  them  were  accepted. 
I  saw  the  acting  Minister  of  Railways 
about  it,  and  a  second  time  tenders  were 
called  for  on  the  ist  of  May,  and  they 
were  up  on  the  24th.  These  tenders  again 
call  for  the  erection  of  the  engme  house 
at  Port  Moody  and  one  at  North  Bend. 
The  contract  for  the  one  at  North  Bend 
¥ras  awarded  on  the  26th  May,  and  the 
one  at  Port  Moody  has  been  awarded, 
but  on  the  condition  that  the  contractors 
are  to  build  it  wherever  or  whenever,  not 
the  Government,  but  the  Pacific  Railway. 
Company  determine  it  shall  be.  I  have 
here  the  specifications,  and  the  notice 
calling  for  tenders  for  iron  piles  for  Port 
Moody  wharf,  and  the  whole  specifi- 
cations are  given.  The  railway  wharf, 
erected  some  three  or  four  years  ago, 
of  wooden  piles  at  Port  Moody  is 
beginning  to  give  way,  so  that  it  has 
to  be  replaced,  and  they  are  going 
to  replace  it  with  iron  piles.  These  ten- 
ders were  called  for  in  April  by  the 
Department  of  Railways,  and  1  un- 
understand  that  the  contract  was  awarded 
to  an  English  firm  about  the  middle  of 
May.  Now  I  ask  in  the  face  of  this,  how 
could  the  Minister  of  Justice  a  few  days 
ago  have  stated  here  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  undecided  as  to  whether  an 
engine  house  would  be  built  at  Port 
Moody  or  not?  I  say  that  I  cannot  un- 
derstand this,  and  I  would  like  tb  put  a(s 
fisivorable  a  constructioa  upon  the  matter 
as  possible.  The  statements  of  the  actiiig 
Minister  of  Railways  and  the  vice-president 
of  the  Canadian  PacMc  Railway  I  chum 
are  irreconcilable  and  I  fear  that  there  is 
something  wrong.  I  do  not  think  It  re- 
quires much  penetration  to  see  that  there 


is  something  vadioAtly  wrong,  something 
crooked,  something  that  will  not  bear  in- 
vestigation— ^that  there  is  duplicity  or 
chic^eiy  .somewhere. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Hear,  hear;  lots 
of  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— What  lands 
have  the  Government  at  Port  Moody  ? 

Host.  Mil  McINNES— I  am  just 
coming  to  that,  I  will  for  the  information 
of  the  House,  as  coming  from  a  higher 
authority  than  my  mere  statement,  read 
from  a  speech  ddivered  by  the  Hon.  Mr. 
Smith,  Premier  of  British  Columbia  in 
the  Legislature  of  that  Province  on  the 
2ist  of  January  kust  The  report  ot  the 
speech  is  as  follows  : — 

,  Hon.  Mr.  Smith  presented  plans  showing 
lands  banded  over  to  the  railway  syndicate  al 
Coal  HartK>i:. .  ]Se  said  everyone  knew  that 
under  the  terms  of  union  the  province  waa- 
bound  tp  give  twenty  mile^  of  country  on 
each  side  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railwav  to 
the  Domiuioni  and  that  in  1880  an  Act  had 
been  passed  by  .the  legislature  convening  to 
the  £K>minion  Oovernment  a  forty  milepelt 
of  lapdi  from  finglish  Bay  to  the  Rocky 
Mountains. 

From  that  date  till  sometime  last  winter  it 
bad  been  held  that  the  land  iorty  miles  in 
width  from  English  Bay  eastward  was  under 
control  of  Caaada  under  the  Act.  imring 
the  discussion  on  the^  railway  resolutions  in 
the  Dominion  Parliament,  the  Minister  of 
RailwayR  i^nnoanced  that,  in  so  far  as  the 
Government  were  ooncerned»  the  terminus  oi 
the  road  bad  been  located  at  Port  Moody. 
This  ai^noanoement  was  followed  by  an 
a|:y>lication  on  behalf  of  the  land  west  of  thai 
pomt  which  has  been  conveyed  to  Canada 
coDditionally  ia  1880..  Hon.  gentlemen 
oouljd  eee  for  themselves  from  the  cor- 
respondency how  guarded  in  his  language 
Sir  John  Macdonala  was  when  he  referred  to 
the  matter  in  bie  letter  of  the  l/)th  of  April 
last.  He  (Mr.  Smith)  thought  there  was  a 
sigaifloanee  in  (hat  guarded  language  which 
it  might  be  well  to  bear  in  mind.  Sir  John 
3|i^e<K>Bald  bad  verbally  told,  him  that  the 
Provincial  Oovernment  were  at  liberty  to  deal 
with  .the  lands  west  of  Port  Moody  as  they 
migbjt  deem^ /expedient*  and  tne  Dominion 
Oovernment  were  at  the  present  time  quite 
Qognjaa^t  of  the  arrangement  between  the 
.provincial  Oovernment  and  tbe  syndicate. 
It  should  not  be  forgotteui  however*  that  it 
wonld  oaly  reqnire  that  tbe  Dominion  should 
decide  to  extend  the  line  to  Eng.li8h  Bay  in 
ordar  to  seooff  all  the  land  in  tbe  Burrard 
Inlet  peninsula  and  twenty  miles  on  each  side 
thcyrei^a  in  which  event  the  large  revenuea 
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from  the  sale  of  the  laods  now  io  ih«  local 
goyernment's  haods  to  deal  with  would  vmoieh 
away  like  thin  air. 

H!e  is  beginDing  dow  to  boaat  and  to  show 
the  House  the  great  value  of  the  lands  that 
he  succeeded  in  getting  back  from  the 
Dominion  Government.  He  poinls  out  Diat 
if  the  Dominion  Government  extended  the 
road  and  held  the  lands  themselves,  the 
Dominion  treasurv  would  be  enriched,  while 
the  province  would  be  left  out  in  the  cold. 
The  non.  gentleman  recounted  in  detail  the 
interviews  and  correspondence  between  Mr. 
Van  Home  and  himself*  showing  thai  the 
application  came  first  from  the  syndicate, 
and  that  the  Govern meut  had  simply  seized 
the  opportunity  which  offered,  in  the  most 
unhoped  tor  way,  a  chance  of  securinff  a  large 
revenue  to  the  province,  while  at  the  same 
time  they  were  aiding  the  Canadian  Pacific 
eyndicate  by  a  grant  of  land  which  they 
tnemselves  would  make  valuable.  There 
were  over  twenty  thousand  acres  now  in  the 
hands  of  the  province  within  the  Burrard 
Inlet  peninsula,  6,000  of  that  it  was  proposed 
to  give  to  the  company  on  the  conditions 
specified  in  their  correspondence,  the  remain* 
ing  14,000  would  be  for  sale,  and  would  realise 
fiuch  prices  that  the  province  would  be 
made  comparatively  rich  for  years  to  come, 
and  be  ifu  a  position  to  aid  in  the  opening  up 
and  development  of  the  resources  of  the 
country,  as  could  be  done  in  no  other  way 
and  by  no  other  means.  We  could  secure 
the  extension  of  the  railway  with  all  its  at- 
tendant advantages  for  only  the  grant  of  an 
area  of  land  not  much  more  than  one  hundredth 
part  of  that  which  was  conveyed  to  Canada 
without  a  murmur  in  1880  for  exactly  the 
same  consideration,  and  which  we  would  not 
be  compelled  to  give  again  in  spite  of  our- 
selves, if  the  Dominion  Government  should 
choose  to  change  its  mind  and  locate  the 
railway  twenty  miles  further  instead  of  leav- 
ing it  to  be  done  by  the  syndicate.  The  hon. 
gentleman  explained  how  much  the  Dominion 
Government  would  have  to  gain  in  a  pecuni- 
ary sense  if  they  should  do  this.  He  had  no 
doubt  but  that  it  was  nothing  but  the  feeling 
—in  the  face  of  the  $30,000,000  which  was  be- 
ing asked  from  Parliament  at  the  time— that  it 
would  be  well  to  say  that  the  government 
were  not  incurring  any  expense  for  building  a 
single  mile  of  road  more  than  the  terms  of 
union  required,  which  induced  the  Hinister 
of  Railways  to  announce  that  Port  Moody 
was  the  terminus,  so  far  as  the  (Government 
were  concerned.  Anyone  could  see  that  the 
Dominion  Government  had  relinquished  an 
opportunity  to  glran  a  rich  havfest  of  revenue, 
and  if  by  any  chance  the  arrangement  entered 
into  between  ihe  provincial  government  and 
the  syndicate  should  fall  through,  there 
would  be  a  mighty  temptation  to  the  Domin* 
ion  to  take  the  thing  in  hand  and  secure  all 
the  land,  and  he  was  most  emphatically  of 
opinion  that  Sir  John's  guarded  languaee, 
betore  referred  to,  was  simply  to  leave  the 
the  door  open  for  that  course  to  be  adopted, 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES. 


if  neoessarv.  As  the  resolution  would  come 
up  in  a  few  days,  he  would  reserve  any 
further  remarks  until  that  occasion. 

That  is  the-  speech  delivered  by  Mr. 
Smith,  the  Premier  of  British  Cdumbia. 
Now  I  will  read  a  very  short  extract  from 
a  speech  delivered  by  die  Finance  Minister 
of  British  Columbia,  bearing  on  the  same 
subject  The  paper  in  which  I  find  die 
report  is  the  organ  of  the  Provincial  Secre- 
tary and  Finance  Minister  of  British 
Columbia,  and  is  published  by  his  brother. 
It  is  the  British  ColunMan : 

''The  hon.  gentleman,"  that  is  the  Finance 
Minister,  '' proceeded  to  invite  attention  to 
the  bargain  which  the  House  was  invited  to 
endorse.  In  the  terms  of  confederation  we 
had  willingly  siven  a  grant  of  25,000  acres  a 
mile  towards  tne  construction  of  the  railway, 
and  an  equal  area  had  been  given  in  the  case 
of  the  Island  railway.  But  what  was  the 
country  now  called  upon  to  contribute  towards 
continuing  the  great  national  highway  down 
to  its  true  and  final  terminus  on  BnglishBay  t 
Why,  Mr.  Speaker,  just  6,000  acres,  being 
exactly  at  the  rate  of  272  acres  a  mile  for  the 
extension.  And  this  paltry  6,000  acres  con- 
stituted a  portion  of  the  belt  Columbia  had 
cheerfully  agreed  to  convey  to  Canada  in  con- 
structing ihe  railway  down  to  the  English 
Bav;  but  it  was  only  six  thousand  of  the 
halt  million  and  more  that  we  had  ori^nally 
Sjsreed  to  give.  Confining  considerattou  to 
the  twenty  odd  thousand  acres  held  by  the 
Crown  on  the  peninsula  between  Burrard 
Inlet  and  the  Fraser  River,  it  would  be  found 
that  the  Government  were  retaining  fiilly 
two-thirds.  It  has  been  said,  in  opposition, 
that  the  Government  were  giving  the  com- 
paujT  all  the  readv  valuable  land,  and  only 
retamins  outside  lands  of  comparatively  little 
value;  but  such  was  not  at  all  the  fact.  This 
land  retained  bv  the  Government  comprised 
more  than  two-tibirds  of  the  frontage,  and  the 
verv  best  of  the  frontage,  on  Burrard  Inlet 
ana  English  Bay.  Taking  as  a  basis  of 
calculation  the  actual  price  received  at  the 
sale  of  Hastings  town  lots,  held  before  any 
definite  arrangement  for  extension  had  been 
made,  it  would  be  found  that  the  three 
thousand  acres  fronting  on  these  harbors, 
retained  by  the  Qovemment,  would  be  worth 
one  million  five  hundred  thousand.  It  would 
not  be  ux)  much  to  expect  that  the  lands  fVont- 
ing  on  these  graat  harbors  will,  once  the 
question  is  floally  settled  and  the  extension 
and  terminal  works  fairly  under  war,  bring 
at  least  twice  as  much  as  did  the  Uastinge 
lots  last  year ;  and  at  that  rate  three  thousand 
acres  of  the  fourteen  thousand  reserved  by 
the  Government  might  be  expected  to  yield 
three  millions.  He  had  no  hesitation  in  ssj* 
ina  that,  with  the  great  railway  and  ocean 
scheme  carried  out  successfully,  the  lands  re- 
tained by  the  Government  on  the  peninsula 
alone  would,  if  properly  bandied,  during  the 
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next  foiur  or  five  yeart,  yield  four  or  five  mil- 
lionaofreyeBue*  Wbep  it  was  remembered, 
that  these  lands  would  owe  their  immense 
value  Bolely  to  the  exteusion  of  the  railway, 
he  bould  not  see  how  it  was  possible  ft>r  any 
naprejudiced  person  to  deny  tnat  the(}overx»« 
ment  had  succeeded  in  maKing  an  exception- 
ally good  bargain — one  which  would  create  a 
sonrce  of  future  revenue  that  would  enable 
whatever  government  miffht  be  in  power  to 
carry  on  public  works  lor  many  years  to 
come  without  increasing  taxation  or  adding 
to  the  public  debt." 

It  will  be  seen,  hon.  gentlemen,  by 
those  statements,  making  a  certain  allow- 
ance for,  perhaps,  the  excitement  of  the 
debate,  that  there  is  not  a  quisstion  at  all 
about  it,  but  that  those  lands  handed 
over  by  the  Dooiinton  (if  they  have  been 
handed  over)  would,  within  one  year  frbm 
now,  be  worth  from  $3,000,000  to  $5,- 
ooo,opo.  But,  while  those  lands  would 
be  enhanced  in  value  by  the  extension  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  I  ask  what 
would  be  the  condition  of  affairs  at  Port 
Moody  ?  What  value  would  the  Domin- 
ion property  immediately  around  and  in 
Port  Moody  possess  ?  Hon.  gentlemen 
may  not  be  aware  of  the  fact,  but  within 
five  or  six  miles  of  Port  Moody  the  Dom- 
inion Government  own  some  18,000  acres 
of  land  If  this  road  is  allowed  to  be  ex- 
tended from  Port  Moody  to  English  Bay 
those'  lands  would  become,  comparatively 
speaking,  valueless.  Four  or  frvt  millions 
of  dollars  would  be  lost  to  the  treasury  of 
the  Dominion,  which  ought  to  go  towards 
recouping  the  Government  here  for  thevast 
expenditure  that  they  have  been  at  in 
building  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 
Now  there  is  another  matter  to  which  I 
wish  to  refer,  and  it  is  this :  when  I  bad 
the  honor  of  occupying  a  seat  in  the  other 
branch  of  Parliament,  representing  New 
Westminster  district,  in  1879,  when  those 
lands,  as  I  said  before,  were  reserved  and 
locked  up  and  could  not  be  dealt  with,  I 
feared  that  some  difficulty  or  disputes  or 
hardships  would  arise  between  the  squat- 
ters and  the  Government,  and  I  thought 
that  then  was  the  best  time  to  get  a  defi- 
nite statement  from  the  Government  as  to 
what  their  policy  would  be  with  respect  to 
those  squatters.  On  the  31st  March, 
1879,  I  put  the  following  question  to  the 
Minister  of  Railways  in  the  House  of 
Commons  :  "  Whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  give  an  assurance 
to  all  who  may  settle  on  the  railway  reserve 


lands  in  Bntish  Cdurobia  that  they  will 
be  aUowed  to  purchase  all  land  occupied 
or  improved  by  them  at  whatever  priceft 
the  Govermnent  may  set  on  adjoining  un- 
occupied or  unimproved  lands." 

Sir  Charles  Tvpper  speaking  for  the 
Goarerasnenc  made  the  following  reply : — 
"When  the  knds  reserved  for  railway- 
purposes  become  the  property  of  the  Gov- 
ernment they  will  be  prepared  to  consider 
the  equitable  claims  of  squatters."  Then 
he  goes  on.  to  explain  how-^"  By  dlowing 
them  to  obtain  possession  at  the  price  of 
the  lands  before  the  improvements,  or  if 
the  lands  are  required  for  railway  pur- 
poses the  Goverpment  will  pay  them  the 
valueof  the  improvements  that  have  been 
made." 

That  was  all  I  could  expect,  in  fact  it 
was  more  than  I  expected — it  was  a  more 
liberal  policy  than  I  had  anticipated  the 
Government  would  pursue  with  respect  to 
those  lands.  I  thought  if  those  squatters 
got  the  lands  at  the  Government  upset 
price  when  they  came  into  the  market 
they  ought  to  be  well  satisfied  ;  but  here 
Sir  Charles  stated  that  they  would  get  the 
lands  at  the  price  they  were  worth  when 
they  squatted  on  them.  Now  this  railway 
belt  extended  to  English  Bay  and  Coal 
Harbor,-  and  in  the  meantime  a  number 
of  squatterS)  not  only  there,  but 
all  through  the  New  Westmmster  and 
Yale  districts — hundreds  went  there  on  the 
strength  of  the  announcement  of  the 
Government.  How  are  those  squatters 
west  of  Port  Moody  on  the  lands  pro- 
posed to  be  handed  over  to  the  local 
Government  to  be  dealt  with — how  have 
they  been  dealt  with?  Last  year  that 
unpatriotic  local  Government  went  to 
work  and  ignored  their  claims  entirely. 
I  certainly  think  it  is  the  bounden  duty  of 
the  Federal  Government,  when  they  had 
those  lands  locked  up  and  when  those 
squatters  went  there  in  all  confidence  and 
good  faith  to  hew  out  homes  for  them- 
selves and  families,  to  protect  those 
people.  But  such  is  not  the  case ;  they 
have  been  handed  over  to  the  tender 
mercies  of  the  local  Government  that  I 
am  afiuid  to  characterize. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Hear,  hear) 
don't  be  nervous,  don't  be  afraid. 

How.  Mr-  McINNES— Thereisanother 
objection,  and  I  consider  a  very  grave 
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objection,  to  the  extension  of  the  roid  to 
English  Bay,  and  that  is  fvom  a  military 
standpoint  Hoa  gentleman  may  not  be 
aware  that,  as  I  read  in  Sir  Charles 
Tapper's  speech  of  last  year,  the  Admkaky 
have  selected  BidweE  Bay,  aboot  midway 
up  Burrard  Inlet,  as  the  future  reodeanrcNis 
of  the  British  squadron  on  the  Pacific 
coast  The  extension  of  the  road  down 
to  English  Bay,  and  the  building  of  a 
large  terminal  dty  there  would  have  this 
effect—it  would  leave  that  dty  almost 
wholly  exposed  to  any  enemy  attacking  it 
by  water.  With  fortifications  at  die  first 
narrows  c^  Burrard  Inlet,  I  claim  that  it 
would  be  aUnost  impossible  for  a  hostile 
fleet  to  gain  access  to  the  western  part  of 
the  Inlet  and  with  fortifications  again 
at  the  second  narrows,  the  terminus 
if  allowed  to  remain  at  Port  Moody, 
where  it  ought  to  remain,  the  natural 
terminus,  I  claim  would  be  as  impregnable 
as  Gibraltar.  There  is  another  objection 
to  extending  the  line  to  Coal  Harbour. 
The  water  supply  that  would  be  necessary 
for  a  city  of  any  size  would  be  entirely 
wanting  there,  and  I  think  that,  of  itself, 
is  a  great  consideration  in  the  selection  of 
any  terminal  city.  Now  I  think  I  have  made 
it  suffidently  plain  that  seven  years  ago 
Port  Moody  was  selected  as  the  terminus. 
It  was  selected  by  a  Liberal  Government ; 
the  selection  was  endorsed  by  a  Conserva* 
ti ve  administration,  the  present  Government 
In  the  most  unmistakable  and  emphatic 
language  that  could  be  used,  it  was 
declared  to  be  the  terminus  of  the  Cana- 
dian  Pacific  Railway.  Relying  on  the 
emphatic  and  solemn  statements  of  the 
Government,  which  ought  to  be  and 
were  considered  sacred  by  a  great  nunib^, 
unfortunately  for  themselves — hundreds, 
yes  I  believe  I  am  within  the  mark  in 
saying  thousands  have  gone  in  and  bought 
largely  in  and  around  Port  Moody. 
People  from  every  province  in  the  Domin- 
ion have  invested  large  sums  of  money 
there  on  the  strength  and  the  faith  of  the 
Government  announcement — hundreds 
who  never  saw  Port  Moody  or  the  province 
of  British  Columbia  have  invested,  some 
of  them,  their  all  in  property  there. 
Surely  the  Government  do  not  think  of 
breaking  faith  with  those  people  who  have 
been  led  on  year  after  year  to  believe  that 
Port  Moody  was  the  fixed  and  indisputable 
terminus  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  1 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES. 


Again  I  have  shown  tliat  by  iQlowing  the 
extension  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
from  Port  Moody  to  English  Bay  that  the 
Dominion  exchequer  will  be  afibcted  to 
the  extent  of  at  least  $3,000,000  or$4,ooo,- 
000. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— In  what 
way? 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— By  the  depre- 
dation of  the  lands  that  the  Government 
own  in  and  about  Port  Moody.  Those 
lands  would  become,  as  I  said  before, 
comparatively  valueless  if  the  road  is 
extended  down  to  Coal  Harbor.  They 
will  be  depredated,  and  the  vahie  of  the 
lands  that  they  have  so  generously 
handed  back  to  the  Local  Government 
will  be  increased  in  the  same  ratio.  I 
ask  in  all  sincerity  and  earnestness  are  we 
prepared  to  make  such  a  sacrifice — ^a 
sacrifice  that  will  benefit  only  a  few 
avaricious  adventurers — I  cannot  charac- 
terize them  as  anything  else  than  that 
The  Government  will  suffer,  the  country 
will  not  be  benefited  in  the  slightest 
degree,  and  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way, as  a  railway,  instead  of  being 
benefited  by  the  extension  will  be  largely, 
I  believe,  handicapped.  I  believe  it  has 
been  stated  by  the  Syndicate  that  they 
could  not  get  a  sufficient  quantity  of 
land  for  terminal  purposes  at  Port 
Moody.  Hon.  gentlemen,  such  is  not 
the  case  I  give  that  a  most  emphatic 
denial.  In  December  last,  rumors  to  the 
effect  that  the  proposed  engine  houses  at 
Port  Moody  were  not  to  be  built,  but  that 
the  money  was  to  be  given  to  the  Syndi- 
cate to  build  them  at  English  Bay,  were 
current  in  British  Columbia.  On  the 
6th  December  I  forwarded  this  telegram 
to  the  acting  Minister  of  Railways : 

*'  Stated  here  that  Railway  Departmeot 
sanctions  SvDdicate  removing  proposed  ter- 
minal  buildinss  f^om  Port  M(x>dy  to  Coal 
Harbor.  Van  norne,  when  here,  »nnoan<^ 
that  all  terminal  works  and  private  interests 
at  Port  Moody  would  be  undistarbed.  8a rely 
Governinent  will  not  sanction  or  allow  syndi- 
cate to  remove  proposed  terminal  buildings 
after  Tupper's  positive  declaration  of  last 
session.  Property  owners  at  Port  Moody  have 
offered  400  acres  for  terminal  parposes,  and 
are  prepared  to  give  one*third  of  all  private 
property  within  one  mile  of  Port  Moody, 
riease  communicate  this  to  Syndicate. 
Answer.** 
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A  few  days  afterwards  I  received  from 
the  acting  Minister  a  reply  to  the  effect 
that  he  was  perfectly  ignorant — perfectly 
in  the  dark : 

''Know  nothing  of  rumored  removal  of 
termiDal  baildinge  from  Port  Moody.  Have 
forwarded  your  telegram.** 


Hon.  Mr.  WARK- 
of  that  ? 


-What  is  the  date 


Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— The  6th  De- 
cember. Thb  is  months  before  they 
advertised  for  the  building  of  engine 
houses.  Prior  to  that  these  people  inter- 
ested in  Port  Moody,  fearing  that  there 
was  something  wrong  and  that  there  would 
be  an  attempt  to  extend  the  road,  n^ade 
this  offer  directly  to  the  Syndicate,  to  Mr. 
VanHome,  the  vice-president,  Mr.  Stevens 
the  president,  being  in  England  at  the 
time,  so  that  for  the  Syndicate  or  their 
friends  to  say  that  it  is  necessary  to  extend 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  Coal 
Harbour,  or  English  Bay,  in  order  to 
procure  a  sufficient  amount  of  available 
land  for  terminal  purposes,  is  a  delusion 
and  a  snare.  For  five  miles  east  of  Port 
Moody  there  is  as  fine  a  stretch  of  level 
land  as  one  can  wish  for.  There  is  not  a 
variation  often  feet  in  that  distance. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— That  is  a 
long  way  off. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— I  say  it  begins 
at  the  head  of  Port  Moody  and  extends 
five  miles  eastward  The  land  we  offered 
was  a  mile  and  three-quarters  from  Port 
Moody ;  we  were  willing  to  give  450  acres 
as  a  gift,  and  have  this  annoyance  and 
uncertainty  terminated. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD—That  offer 
was  subsequent  to  the  bargain  made  with 
the  local  government 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— No,  I  say  this 
was  made  on  the  6th  December.  As  tas\y 
as  September  last,  when  Mr.  Van  Home 
was  in  British  Columbia,  proposals  were 
made  to  him  on  behalf  ol  the  people  of 
Port  Moody.  I  have  also,  I  think,  shown 
the  House  that  if  this  road  is  extended  to 
English  Bay  not  only  will  the  Dominion 
lands  in  and  about  Port  Moody  be 
depreciated  and  result  in  a  loss  of  $3,000^ 


odo  or  $4,000,000  to  the  Dominion, 
but  I  want  hon.  gentlemen  to  bear 
this  in  mind,  that  a  breakwater  will  be  ne- 
cessary to  make  a  harbor  at  English  Bay, 
and  the  cost  of  constructing  one  was 
estimated  by  Shr  Charles  Tupper  at  $1,- 
000,000,  oD  $2,000,000.  Where  is  this 
money  to  come  from  ?  Is  the  Syndicate 
going  to  take  that  money  out  of  its  pocket 
and  build  a  breakwater  to  make  a  harbor 
of  an  open  roadstead  ?  No,  the  syndicate 
will  come  again  to  the  Government  and 
say,  "  English  Bay  is  the  terminus  ;  we 
want  $2,000,000  or  $3,000,000," — it  will 
be  more  likely  to  cost  $3,000,000  than 
$1,000,000  or  $2,000,000 — ^andthe  Dom- 
inion Government  would  have  no  alter- 
native, certainly  much  less  excuse  than 
they  have  for  a  great  many  things  that 
they  have  done,  and  they  would  either 
give  the  syndicate  that  amount  of  money 
to  build  a  breakwater  to  suit  their  ideas,  or 
go  on  and  construct  it  as  a  Government 
work.  Year  after  year,  I  have  no  doubt, 
the  Dominion  Government  will  be  called 
upon  to  expend  large  sums  of  money  in 
keeping  that  pkce  in  anything  like 
a  safe  condition  for  shipping.  I 
think  that  is  a  matter,  and  a  very  im- 
portant one,  for  the  House  and  the  Gov- 
ernment to  consider.  Notwithstanding 
ail  the  suspicious  circumstances  in  connec- 
tion with  this  terminus  transaction  at  the 
present  time,  in  the  face  of  the 
uncontroverted  statement  which  I  have 
made,  (and  I  challenge  contradiction)  I 
cannot  believe,  I  refuse  to  believe,  that 
this  or  any  other  Government  entrusted 
with  the  administration  of  the  affairs  of 
this  country  would  so  far  forget  themselves 
as  to  hand  over  three  or  four  millions  of 
dollars  worth  of  the  [mblic  domain  for  the 
sde  benefit  of  a  few  insatiable — yes,  vul- 
tures. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Which  are  the 
vultures  ? 

.  Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— There  are  quite 
a  number  of  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— the  Pacific  Rail- 
way people,  or  the  British  Columbia 
people? 

Hon.  Ms.  McKAY—-Present  company 
excepted. 
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Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— I  mean  the 
present  projectors  of  this  mad  policy  and 
unwarrantable  scheme.  I  refuse  to  be- 
lieve that  the  Government  will  lend  them- 
selves to  a  scheme  to  deceive  and  defraud 
hundreds  of  their  fellow  citizens,  many 
of  whom  assisted  in  placing  the  Govern- 
ment where  they  are — that  they  will  lend 
themselves  to  a  scheme  that  would,  or  at 
least  ought  to,  banish  a  private  citizen  or 
citizens  from  all  honorable  society.  I 
cannot,  and  I  will  not,  believe  it  until  I 
have  the  most  unmistakable  evidence  to 
the  contrary.  I  shall  now  call  your 
attention  to  the  last  report  of  the  Pacific 
Railway  Company,  which  gives  the  items 
in  connection  with  the  proposed  $5,000,- 
000  loan.  Among  the  different  items 
given  as  necessary  to  complete  the  Pacific 
Railway  I  find  the  following  : — 

*'  For  the  cooDection  with  Goal  Harbor  and 
£Deli6b  Bay,  shops,  buildings,  docks,  tracks 
ana  other  facilities  at  Pacific  terminus, 
$760,000." 

Are  we  justified,  hon.  gentlemen,  in 
allowing  our  property — I  am  speaking 
now  of  the  Dominion — ^at  Port  Moody  to 
be  depreciated  in  value  to  the  extent  of 
three  or  four  millions  of  dollars  ?  Are  we 
justified,  in  the  face  of  these  facts,  in 
again  subsidizing  a  company  to  the  extent 
of  $760,000  to  enable  them  to  depreciate 
the  value  of  our  property  ?  Are  we  justi- 
fied in  saddling  the  Dominion  of  Canada 
with  an  additional  debt  for  an  unnecessary 
purpose,  and  to  promote  private  specula- 
tion ?  This  is  entirely  an  outside  issue. 
It  is  for  the  benefit  of  a  few,  I  believe,  of 
the  Pacific  Railway  people.  It  is  for  the 
benefit  of  a  few  members  of  the  Local 
Legislature  of  British  Columbia  and  their 
friends,  and  I  ask  in  all  fairness  and  in 
all  candor,  is  it  not  one  of  the  greatest 
pieces  of  presumption  on  record  that  the 
Pacific  Railway  Company  should  come 
here  and  ask  the  Government  of  this 
country  to  give  them  a  certain  sum  of 
money  by  which  to  depreciate  the  value 
of  Dominion  property  and  invest  it  in  a 
way  that  is  beyond  the  control  and  be- 
yond the  reach  of  the  lien  that  was  given 
on  this  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  property 
last  year  ?  This  scheme  is  wholly  and 
solely  in  the  interest  of  a  few  individuals, 
whereby  they  expect  to  make  four  or  five 
millions  of  dollars  not  only  out  of  the 
6,000  acres  of  land  that  they  get  firom  the 


Government,  but  out  of  the  lands  they 
squeezed  out  of  private  individuals.  The 
agents  of  the  Company  last  year,  for 
months  and  months,  haggled  like  a  lot  of 
very  ordinary  land  jobbers  or  sharps  with 
private  land  holders  in  and  around  Coal  Bay, 
to  give  them  one-third  of  their  private  pro- 
perty in  order  to  get  that  road,  and  I  be- 
lieve that  concession  was  made  in  and 
around  Coal  Harbor  and  English  Bay,  and 
by  that  means  the  company  got  hold  of 
somewhere  in  the  neighborhood  of  2,000 
acres  of  private  lands.  This,  and  the 
6,000  acres  from  the  Government,  are  to 
be  laid  out  as  a  site  for  a  magnificent 
city,  a  second  San  Francisco,  or,  as 
some  imagine,  a  second  Liverpool — 
as  they  claim  with  very  little 
common  sense  it  will  be  in  a  few  years. 
I  say  it  is  the  bounden  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  make  no  such  concessions  to  that 
or  any  company.  To  show  the  state  of 
feeling  that  exists  in  a  certain  portion  of 
British  Columbia  I  will  read  to  the  House 
an  extract  from  a  letter  received  by  me  on 
Saturday  last  from  a  responsible  gentleman 
in  that  province.  Writing  of  this  burning 
question  he  says : — 

**  This  robbing  Port  Moody  of  the  terminus 
is  beginning  to  rouse  a  spirit  of  rebellion,  and 
all  investors  are  beginning  to  show  very  uffly 
teeth  after  being  assured  so  many  times  by 
the  Government  that  Port  Moody  was  the 
terminus,  invested  their  little  all  in  clearing 
out  the  wilderness  and  building  a  home ;  then 
for  the  Government  to  turn  their  back  on  us 
and  allow  a  syndicate  of  land  crabbing  specu- 
lators to  extend  the  line  to  En^ish  Bay.  The 
past  history  of  the  syndicate  (li  report  be  true) 
is  not  of  a  very  reliable  or  honourable  charac- 
ter, therefore  not  to  be  depended  upon.  You 
mav  depend  upon  it  that  if  there  should  be 
a  cnange  made  in  the  terminus  that  the  con- 
sequences will  be  serious;  not  only  will  Gov- 
ernment be  held  for  compensation  bv  all 
investors,  but,  the  promoters  of  the  scheme 
will  run  considerable  risk — hard  to  account 
for  what  th^y  might  do.  The  question  is 
about  up  to  fever  heat,  the  conflicting  reports 
that  are  constantly  being  circulated  about  are 
creating  such  a  degree  of  suspense  that  it  is 
getting  quite  unbearable.  Thefpresent  action 
of  the  Government  in  calling  and  recalling 
for  tenders  foi  round  houses  at  Port  Moody 
and  then  not  having  it  built,  looks  like  actions 
of  a  lot  of  children  playing  hide  and-go-seek. 

It  was  reported  here  that  they  Only  wanted 
to  find  out  what  it  would  cost  at  Port  Moody 
in  order  to  hand  the  amount  to  the  syndicate 
to  build  at  Coal  Harbour.  In  that  case  I 
would  supc^est  that  the  Government  discharge 
all  Canadian  contractors  and  employ  Pig 
Jobbers  in  future  to  find  the  cost  of  all  such 
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straciures.  Ton  would  hardly  credit  the 
oumber  of  people  that  are  constantly  coming 
and  going  all  the  time  and  acarcefj  any  in- 
▼eetmenta  for  want  of  confidence." 

I  would  say,  in  conclusion,  that  in  order 
to  settle  this  terminal  question  beyond  all 
doubt,  I  propose,  when  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Relief  Bill  comes  before  us,  to 
move  that  a  clause  be  added  to  the  Bill 
to  prevent  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company,  or  any  member  of  the  Company, 
or  any  other  company  or  individual, 
extending  a  railway  to  Coal  Harbor  or 
English  Bay  for  the  next  ten  years.  By 
the  addition  of  such  a  clause  the  Govern- 
ment will  be  in  a  position  to  realize  three 
or  four  millions  of  dollars  on  their  lands 
at  Port  Moody;  the  loan  asked  for,  if 
granted,  will  be  applied  to  a  legitimate 
purpose — the  completion  of  the  Pacific 
Railway,  and  not  to  a  useless  extension 
of  the  road  to  a  place  utterly  unfitted  for 
a  terminus.  If  the  Government  refuse  to 
add  this  just  and  reasonable  clause  to  the 
Bill,  then  I  claim  there  is  only  one  other 
honorable  course  left  for  them,  and  that 
course  is  to  recoup  to  every  person  every 
dollar  that  they  have  invested  at  Port 
Moody  since  iSSo. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  am  surprised 
that  there  is  no  expression  from  the  Gov- 
ernment on  this  important  questioa 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— You 
have  not  given  the  Government  time.  My 
hon.  friend  is  too  anxious  to  find  fault. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Hon.  gentle- 
men  

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
hon.  gentleman  from  Lunenburg  will  not 
give  the  Government  time  either. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  feel  that, 
having  a  personal  interest  in  this  matter, 
I  am  in  the  position  of  a  man  who  is  his 
own  lawyer,  and  consequently,  according 
to  the  old  adage,  has  a  fool  for  a  client ; 
but  when  we  come  to  this  House  we 
commence  our  duties  by  solemnly  divest- 
ing ourselve  of  all  private  interest,  preju- 
dice and  partial  affectioa  Having 
a  large  pecuniary  interest  in  the 
Port  Moody  question,  I  am  some 
what    diffident    in    saying    anything    at 


all  on  this  subject ;  but  what  has  fallen 
from  my  hon.  friend  in  his  forcible  speech 
is  a  matter  for  serious  consideration.  I 
think  the  Government  must  believe  that 
Port  Moody  should  remain  the  terminus 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  It  was 
so  declared  by  the  Government  of  the 
country,  and  upon  that  declaration  large 
numbers  of  persons  have  invested  their 
means  in  property  at  that  point,  myself 
amongst  them,  believing  that  the  utter- 
ances of  the  present  Government,  and  of 
the  late  Government,  were  sincere,  and  it 
is  a  question  whether,  if  the  Government 
should  grant  this  money  and  allow  the 
terminal  buildings  to  be  constructed  at 
English  Bay,  it  might  not  be  so  much  lost 
money,  and  whether  they  should  be  a  party 
to  extending  the  railway  beyond  Port 
Moody.  I  am  not  myself  prepared  to  sa^ 
how  far  the  Government  should  interfere; 
if  they  believe  they  have  the  power,  to 
prevent  the  extension  of  the  road  to 
English  Bay,  where  they  would  have  to 
spend  millions  in  building  a  harbor  and 
maintaining  it,  it  is  a  question  for  consid- 
eration whether  they  should  vote  money  for 
terminal  buildings  at  English  Bay,  Port 
Moody  having  been  determined  upon  as 
the  terminus  of  the  road.  I  speak  with 
great  diffidence,  being  interested  to  the 
extent  of  tens  of  thousands  of  dollars  in 
lands  at  Port  Moody ;  but  if  property  is 
to  be  depreciated  in  value,  and  private 
interests  are  to  be  sacrificed  owing  to  the 
change  in  the  policy  of  the  company,  and 
the  Government  sanction  anything  of  the 
kind,  it  is  a  grave  matter  for  consideration 
how  far  Parliament  should  grant  any 
further  sum  of  money  to  the  company 
which  would  have  that  effect.  I  do  not 
at  this  moment  desire  to  commit  myself 
on  the  information  we  have  before  us,  to 
interfere  with  what  the  Company  may 
consider  to  be  in  the  interest  of  the  road. 

HoN.  Mr.  McINNES— What  induced 
you  to  invest  at  Port  Moody  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH  —  Relying 
upon  the  statement  of  the  Government 
that  Port  Moody  was  to  be  the  terminus 
of  the  Pacific  Railway,  I  invested  there. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I  am. 
sorry  that  my  hon.  friend,  who  has  made 
this  motion,  did  not  inform  me  that  he 
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intended  to  go  into  a  discussion  of  the 
whole  subject  If  he  had  so  informed  me 
I  would  have  endeavored  to  get  some 
information  from  the  Department  of  Rail- 
ways on  this  subject,  and  would  be  in  a 
position  to  answer  him  more  satisfactorily 
than  I  can.  I  thought  he  would  move 
simply  for  the  papers  and  defer  the  dis- 
cussion until  they  came  down. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  would  be 
next  year. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— He 
might  have  moved  earlier  for  these  papers. 
He  had  six  months  to  move  this  address. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— The  reason 
why  I  did  not  move  in  this  matter  before 
was  I  interviewed  every  member  of  the 
Government  and  did  all  I  possibly  could 
to  settle  this  question  without  bringing  it 
up  in  the  House.  That  is  the  reason 
why  I  put  it  oflf  to  the  eleventh  hour. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— My 
hon.  friend  exercised  his  own  judgment 
in  the  matter,  and  he  did  quite  right  As 
regards  the  position  of  the  public  in  this 
matter,  the  arrangement  between  the 
Government  and  the  Canadian  Padiic 
Railway  Company  was  to  carry  this  road 
across  the  Continent,  and  Port  Moody 
was  chosen  and  settled  as  the  terminus  on 
the  Pacific  coast,  and  so  far  as  the 
Government  is  concerned  the  aid  which 
they  gave  to  the  railway — the  mileage 
allowance  and  the  subsidy — ^all  ceased  at 
Port  Moody.  The  Government,  there- 
fore, will  carry  out  their  arrangement  with 
the  railway  company  when  the  railway 
arrives  at  Port  Moody.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man does  not  quarrel  with  us,  as  I  under- 
stand, because  we  go  to  Port  Moody ;  but 
he  quarrels  with  us  because  the  railway 
company  go  beyond  Port  Moody,  and 
because  that  company  see  fit,  on  their  own 
account,  and  with  their  own  money,  to 
carry  the  road  ten  or  twelve  miles  further 
down  to  English  Bay.  They  may  or  may 
not  be  right  in  doing  sa  My  hon.  friend 
may  have  reason  in  what  he  says  as  to 
the  eligibility  ot  Port  Moody  as  the 
terminus  of  the  railway  on  that  coast 
He  has  described  with  great  accuracy  the 
position  of  Port  Moody,  and  I  myself  place 
great  stress  on  the  undoubted  fact  that  the 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


British  Admiralty  say  that  they  can  defend 
Port  Moody  thoroughly  and  completely. 
No  doubt  it  will  be  a  great  point  in  the 
future  to  have  ports,  or  one  of  the  ports, 
at  least,  on  that  coast  secure  from 
attacks  from  outside.  I  do  not  know  how 
soon  we  may  have  to  defend  that  coast, 
and  we  all  recognize  at  once  the  great 
importance  of  having  a  point  (Tappuiy 
something  safe  and  secure,  where  Her 
Majesty's  vessels  and  our  own  vessels 
could  securely  lie,  and  where,  if  not  the 
terminus,  at  all  events  a  large  station  of 
the  Pacific  Railway  could  be  established. 
Now,  whether  the  other  advantages  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  attributes  to  Port 
Moody  are  to  be  found  there  or  not,  I  do 
not  know.  I  was  at  Port  Moody  myself^ 
and  to  my  observation  it  presents  a  high, 
precipitous  bank  to  the  sea,  and  is  not  a 
convenient  place  for  erecting  a  large  town 
— that  is  having  a  natural  easy  descent  to 
the  sea,  affording  a  slope  on  which  a  town 
could  be  erected.  There  is  a  very  pre- 
cipitous bank,  and  that  would  have  to  be 
levelled  and  thrown  into  the  sea,  and,  as 
suggested  by  the  engineer  who  was 
with  me,  the  land  on  which  the  future 
town  would  have  to  be  situated,  would 
have  to  be,  if  not  wholly,  the  greater  part 
of  it  certainly,  made  by  filling  up  the  low 
places  from  the  cliffs. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— That  is  the 
tidal  flats ;  there  are  five  miles  beyond  that, 
extending  from  Port  Moody  to  Pitt  River, 
of  fine  level  land. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Yes, 
but  it  is  very  difficult  to  get  at,  and  is  not 
a  convenient  place  for  building  a  city.  I 
was  struck  with  that  fact  myself,  in  going 
about  the  coast  and  talking  with  persons 
as  to  the  advantages  of  other  spots  such 
as  Coal  Harbor,  presenting  a  level  aspect 
towards  the  sea,  and  a  convenient  site  for 
a  town.  Whether  the  Pacific  Railway 
Company  are  doing  right  in  going  lower 
down  to  Coal  Harbor  or  English  Bay,  or 
whether  English  Bay  is  a  safe  harbor,  is  a 
point  that  I  am  not  able  to  discuss.  If  my 
hon.  friend  had  given  notice  that  he  was 
going  into  this  subject  on  this  motion 
to-day,  I  would  have  endeavored  to  get 
such  information  as  I  could  upon  that 
point  In  the  meantime  all  the  assertions 
of  the  Government  have  been  made  in 
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good  &ith.  I  have  no  doubt  that  when 
zny  hon.  friend  received  his  information 
in  December  last,  the  Minister  did 
not  know  anything  of  a  proposed  change 
in  the  terminus  on  the  Pacific  coast  He 
was  not  then  informed,  I  am  sure,  of  any 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  Pacific  Railway 
Company  to  go  to  Coal  Harbor. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— Why  not  build 
the  roundhouse  at  Port  Moody  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI.— When 
my  hon.  friend  asked  me  the  other  day 
where  the  roundhouse  w^s  to  be  built,  I 
replied  that  the  roundhouse  would  be 
built,  but  I  could  not  say  where — whether 
at  Port  Moody  or  some  other  point  to  be 
selected  by  the  Pacific  Railway  Company. 
That  is  as  close  an  answer  as  I  could  give 
him  from  the  information  I  had.  The 
reason  we  did  not  build  the  roundhouse 
at  Port  Moody  is,  we  were  not  certain  that 
the  terminus  would  be  at  Port  Moody.  If 
the  terminus  goes  lower  down  it  will  be 
convenient  to  build  the  roundhouse  lower 
down  ;  and  if  it  is  on  property  that  does 
not  belong  to  the  company,  the  company 
will  have  to  make  allowance  to  the  Gov- 
ernment for  it.  There  is  no  sense  in 
building  a  roundhouse  at  Port  Moody 
now  ;  it  is  better  to  wait  until  we  see  what 
the  ultimate  decision  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company  will  be.  If  the 
company  extend  the  railway  lower 
down,  they  will  go  at  their  own  risk  and 
expense.  Whether  in  the  future  it  may 
turn  out  that  they  have  committed  them- 
selves to  a  very  bad  arrangement,  and  in 
consequence  of  having  made  a  very  bad 
arrangement,  they  may  have  to  come  to 
the  country  and  ask  for  more  money,  is  a 
point  I  am  not  able  to  discuss  now.  The 
papers  will  be  brought  down,  and  if  the 
hon.  gentleman  then  sees  fit  to  resume 
the  discussion  we  shall  all  be  better  able 
to  take  part  in  it  than  we  are  at  present, 
and  I  shall  be  very  glad,  and  I  am  quite 
sure  I  shall  be  able  to  state  to  the  House 
that  the  Government  have  endeavored  to 
do  and  have  done  their  duty  in  the 
matter;  that  they  have  kept  faith  in 
carrying  the  road  to  Port  Moody,  but 
there  is  Ho  pledge  that  the  company  shall 
not,  at  their  own  cost,  extend  the  road 
further  down — ^in  fact  that  point  never 
came  up  for  discussion  at  all  until  after 


Mr.  Van  Home  came  to  the  country.  He 
was  over  there  and  examined  the  ground, 
and  he  thought  the  site  offered  by  Port 
Moody  was  too  small ;  that  there  was  no 
room  there  for  the  creation  of  a  large  city, 
and  even  the  accommodation  at  the  docks, 
although  very  considerable,  and  very  deep 
water,  was  not  that  kind  of  accommoda- 
tion which  he  thought  should  be  found  at 
the  docks  of  a  large  city.  Then  the  hon. 
gentleman  firom  New  Westminster  sug- 
gests that  this  has  all  been  done  for  the 
purpose  of  speculation  in  land  at  Coal 
Harbor  or  English  Bay.  That  may  be, 
but  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  foundation 
for  it,  as  far  as  I  have  heard.  There  was 
the  same  opportunity  for  the  company  to 
speculate  at  Port  Moody.  Other  gentle- 
men seem  to  have  speculated  there,  and  I 
judge  from  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man himself,  and  from  the  remarks  of  my 
hon.  friend  from  Lunenburg,  that  they 
have  speculated  at  Port  Moody,  and  they 
had  not  a  greater  facility  for  doing  so  than 
the  Pacific  Railway  Company,  if  that 
company  had  thought  fit  to  do  so.  I 
think  they  had  some  other  motive  in 
going  to  Coal  Harbor,  if  they  did  go  there, 
than  the  unpleasant  one  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  attributes  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— They  got  a  gift 
of  8, GOO  acres  of  land. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— And 
have  they  not  a  right  to  take  a  gift  of 
8,ooo  acres  of  land  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— But  the  Gov- 
ernment has  no  right  to  aid  them  if  it  is 
not  a  benefit  to  the  country. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— This 
Government  had  nothing  to  do  with  it. 
The  British  Columbia  Government  were 
quite  right  to  exercise  their  own  judgment 
in  the  matter.  If  they  thought  it  was 
more  desirable  in  the  interest  of  their  own 
province  to  get  the  road  down  to  the  sea 
why  should  they  not  gram  the  company 
8,ooo  acres  of  land  ?  It  seems  to  me  the 
hon.  gentleman  only  makes  out  a  case  of 
possible  error  of  judgment  on  the  part  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  ; 
the  extension  is  not  made  by  the  Govem- 
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ment,  but  by  the  company  on  their  own 
responsibility  and  with  their  own  money. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  the 
House  is  under  an  obligation  to  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  British  Columbia  for  the 
clear  way  in  which  he  has  presented  this 
question.  It  is  one  which  people  on  this 
side  of  the  continent  are  not,  as  a  rule, 
familiar  with.  Speaking  for  myself,  I 
knew  nothing  at  all  about  the  matter  un- 
til the  hon.  gentleman  began  to  speak ; 
and  I  think  he  has  made  the  thing  so  clear 
that  it  is  quite  impossible  to  misunderstand 
it,  and  I  am  somewhat  surprised  at  the  at- 
titude assumed  by  the  Minister  of  Justice. 
Amongst  other  things,  the  Minister  of 
Justice  advised  the  hon.  member  from 
British  Columbia  that  he  had  better  wait 
until  the  papers  come  down  to  discuss 
this  matter.  Inasmuch  as  the  papers  are 
not  likely  to  come  down  during  the  pre- 
sent session,  or  at  any  rate,  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  fi-om  British  Columbia  is  not 
likely  to  have  an  opportunity  to  discuss  the 
matter  again  this  session,  the  advice  is  like 
the  old  one  to  lock  the  stable  door  after 
the  steed  is  stolen  ]  because,  if  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  right,  by  next  session  the 
whole  matter  will  have  been  settled  and  it 
will  be  ,too  late  to  discuss  it.  As  he  said, 
out  of  consideration  for  the  Govern- 
ment, and  as  a  political  friend  of 
theirs,  he  has  waited  until  the  last 
moment  to  call  the  attention  of  Par- 
liament to  the  matter,  having  failed 
to  get  a  satisfactory  assurance  from  the 
Government.  I  do  not  think  it  is  as 
simple  a  case  as  the  Minister  of  Justice 
makes  it.  In  the  first  place,  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company  in  their  rela- 
tions with  the  pec'ple  of  this  country  as 
represented  by  the  Government  are  not  in 
the  position  of  an  ordinary  railway  com 
pany  or  any  ordinary  business  company. 
They  have  received  already  from  the 
country  a  very  much  larger  sum  than  the 
railway  has  cost  to  build.  It  is  to  be 
hoped,  although  I  am  sorry  to  say  ap- 
pearances indicate  it  is  not  really  the  case, 
that  the  Government  are  the  masters  and 
the  company  are  the  servants;  but  the 
declaration  of  the  Minister  of  Justice 
taken  together  with  circumstances  which 
have  occurred  heretofore,  goes  to  show 
that  perhaps  the  positions  ou^t  to  be 
reversed.     Now  the  Government,  as    I 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


understand  the  case,  selected  Port  Moody 
as  the  British  Columbia  terminus  of  the 
Canada  Pacific  Railway.  They  did  that 
after  a  great  many  surveys  and  con> 
siderable  deliberatioa  The  selection  was 
made  in  the  first  instance  by  the  Mackenzie 
administration ;  it  was  confirmed  by  the 
present  administration ;  and,  unless  I  am 
mistaken,  their  decision  was  embodied  in 
a  statute  containing  the  contract  with  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  That  is  a 
point  of  view  which  I  had  expected  the 
Minister  of  Justice  would  have  alluded  ta 
Parliament,  by  declarations  made  by  res- 
ponsible ministers  and  solemn  agreements 
entered  into  with  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company,  and  embodied  in 
statutes  declaring  that  such  a  point  should 
be  the  terminus  of  a  great  public  work, 
pledtied  the  faith  of  the  country  to  that 
effect  I  think  the  faith  of  this  country 
is  as  much  pledged  to  the  people  who  are 
interested  in  Port  Moody  as  it  is  possible 
for  the  faith  of  the  country  to  be  pledged 
to  anything,  and  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  see  that  that  faith  is  not 
broken  ;  and  if  they  allow  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company  to  violate  the 
pledge  which  the  Government  have  made, 
the  Government  are  just  as  guilty  as  if 
they  had  violated  it  themselves.  I  do  not 
want  to  repeat  what  has  been  said  so  well 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Brit- 
ish Columbia,  but  he  has  shown 
clearly — and  that  is  the  point  which  the 
Minister  of  Justice  has  not  referred  to  at 
all — that  the  Dominion  Government  has 
given  up  properly  which  they  owned,  a 
very  large  property,  I  believe  some  20,- 
000  acres — below  Port  Moody,  and  which 
if  English  Bay  or  Coal  Harbor  was  to  be 
the  terminus  would  have  been  of  great 
value  to  the  Dominion  Government.  The 
Dominion  Government  have  given  that 
up,  and  have  alienated  the  property 
which  ought  to  have  brought  in  money  to 
this  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— If  the  railway 
was  to  be  extended  it  should  have  been 
built  by  the  Government,  and  the  Govern- 
ment should  have  kept  the  land 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Yes,  the  Gov- 
ernment should  have  received  any  benefit 
that  would  accrue  from  owning  that  laxge 
property.     The  Government  in  addition 
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to  giving  away  that  property  propose  to 
diminish  the  value  of  the  property  they  own 
at  Port  Moody.  It  is  not  justifiable  or 
right  for  the  Government  to  say  that  they 
will  diminish  the  value  of  their  own 
property,  even  though  they  think  it 
proper  to  break  fiedth  with  the  people  who 
bought  land,  believing  that  the  terminus 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  was  to  be 
fixed  at  Port  Moody.  They  may  call  it 
speculation,  but  there  is  nothing  improper 
about  it  The  Government  declare  in  the 
most  solemn  way,  that  the  terminus  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  is  to  be  at 
Pert  Moody ;  there  is  not  the  slightest 
reason  why  men  hearing  that  declaration 
made  should  not  acquire  property  there  and 
take  their  chances  of  making  money  out 
of  it  These  gentlemen  have  invested 
their  money  in  a  foir,  honest  and  entirely 
unobjectionable  way ;  but  the  scheme  of 
the  Local  Government  of  British  Colum- 
bia, or  at  any  rate  the  scheme  which 
seems  to  be  proposed  by  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  is  to  make  money 
by  speculation  which  is  not  of  the 
same  character  at  alL  It  is  one 
of  those  things,  as  Dundreary  said, 
*'  that  no  fellow  can  find  out " — how  it  is 
that  the  present  Government  do  not 
appear  to  be  able  to  say  no  to  the  Cana- 
dian Pacific  Railway  Company  as  to  any 
thing.  I  do  not  think  there  is  a  single 
instance  where  that  Company  have 
asked  anything  which  it  was  in  the  power 
of  the  Government  to  give  and  ^the  Gov- 
ernment have  said  na  There  is  one 
very  striking  instance  of  it  in  that  neigh- 
borhood— not  a  very  long  way  firom  the 
western  terminus— where  the  company 
have  been  allowed  to  select  a  route  on 
which  the  grades  are  so  steep  as  to  make 
the  road  almost  valueless  for  commercial 
purposes.  I  cannot  understand  how  the 
Government,  who  had,  under  the  statute 
and  under  their  agreement  with  the  com- 
pany, the  right  to  reject  that  route,  have 
allowed  the  company  to  adopt  it  The 
hon.  gentleman  firom  British  Columbia 
has  justice,  common  sense  and  logic  with 
him ;  but  I  am  afiraid  he  will  not  have  the 
Government  with  him,  because  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  are  on  the 
other  side. 

Hon.    Sir   ALEX.    CAMPBELL— I 
do  not  understand  the  assertion  that  the 


Government  have  given  up  land  beyond 
Port  Moody ;  the  Government  never 
owned  any  there  except  for  military  or 
naval  purposes,  and  those  lands  they  have 
not  given  up.  If  the  allegation  be  that 
part  of  the  railway  belt  given  to  the  Gov- 
ernment for  the  purpose  of  constructing 
this  railway  below  Port  Moody  has  been 
given  up,  the  reason  of  that  is  that  the 
railway,  as  far  as  the.  Government  is  con- 
cerned, stops  at  Port  Moody,  and  we  have 
no  right  to  land  below  Port  Moody. 
When  we  give  no  payment  or  subsidy  iot 
the  construction  of  a  line  belpw  Port 
Moody  we  have  no  right  to  land  west  of 
Port  Moody. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— You  are  lending 
over  $700,000  now  to  put  the  works  there. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Would  they  not 
have  that  at  Port  Moody  all  the  same  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— In  reply  to  the 
Minister  ot  Justice  I  would  remind  the 
House  of  the  Bill  that  was  passed  last  year 
called  the  Settlement  Bill  with  British  Col- 
umbia. It  was  claimed  that  nearly  1,000,- 
000  acres  of  land  in  the  railway  belt  in 
British  ColumUa  had  been  alienated  by 
pre-emption  and  otherwise,  and  in  lieu  oif 
that  they  were  to  get  3,500,000  acres  of 
land  in  the  Peace  River  country,  on  the 
borders  of  the  North- West  Territories.  I 
claim  if  they  were  short  of  land  they  should 
have  retained  that  instead  of  taking  it 
from  the  Peace  River  country. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^-We 
could  not  retain  it  because  it  is  not  along- 
side of  the  railway.  We  were  to  have 
20,000  on  each  side  of  the  railway,  and, 
herefore,  when  we  got  to  Port  Moody* 
he  grant  stopped. 

Hon.  Mr  McINNES— As  you  are  all 
aware,  I  am  not  a  lawyer,  but  I  have 
studied  up  this  question,  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  occupied  this  seat  beside 
me  (Mr.  GowanX  who,  I  am  sorry,  is  not 
here,  gave  me  his  opinion  upon  it  He 
had  occupied  a  position  on  the  Bench 
for  some  40  years,  and  he  told  me  that  I 
was  right,  and  that  the  Dominion  lands 
began  at  English  Bay,  or  Coal  Harbor, 
and  extended  to  the  eastern  boundary  of 
the  province,  and  that  that  was  as  much  a' 
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part  of  the  land  belonging  to  the  Govern- 
ment as  the  land  north  and  south  of  Port 
Moody,  or  at  Kamloops,  or  anywhere  else 
along  the  reserve.  That  is  really  a  very 
$ne  technical  point  for  the  Minister  of 
justice  to  raise,  and,  I  believe,  not  a  very 
just  one. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Oh, 
it  is  not  technical  at  alL 

.  Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— If  not,  I  ask 
why  did  not  the  Government  themselves, 
knowing  the  immense  value  attached  to 
lands  west  of  Port  Moody,  declare  Eng- 
lish Bay  or  Coal  Harbor  the  terminus  and 
build  the  road  to  that  point  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— They  had  given 
out  the  contract  already. 

'  Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— Was  it  not 
within  their  power  to  give  a  contract  for 
another  twelve  miles  from  Port  Moody  to 
English  Bay  ?  No,  they  are  actually 
throwing  away  $5,000,000  if  that  is  handed 
back  to  the  I^cal  Government 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— The  rea- 
son they  did  not  go  beyond  Port  Moody 
was  because  Parliament  had  prevented 
them  going  beyond  the  first  tidal  harbor. 
The  members,  from  the  Pacific  Coast  es- 
pecially, prevented  them  going  a  step  be- 
yond that — that  is  one  reason. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— I  should  like 
to  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  where  he  can 
find  that?  It  is  the  first  time  that  I  have 
heard  anything  of  the  kind,  and  I 
qhallenge  him  to  show  where  the  member 
ifom  New  Westminster — ^and  I  happened 
to  be  the  member  from  New  Westminster 
at  the  time  in  the  House  of  Commons — 
ever  took  such  a  view.  I  never  at  any 
moment  advanced  such  an  idea  and  never 
heard  it  expressed  in  the  other  House  or 
here,  that  the  road  should  not  be  extended 
beyond  Port  Moody. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— In  all  the 
debates  there  and  here  the  contention 
was  that  the  road  was  to  cease  at  the  first 
tidal  water  of  British  Columbia.  A  ferry 
was  talked  of  to  Vancouver  Island  but  it 
was  put  aside,  and  the  Government  said 
•*we  will  fulfil  our  contract  by  building 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES. 


the  road  to  the  first  tidal  harbor."  I  have 
every  sympathy  with  the  people  who  have 
invested  at  Port  Moody,  but  I  think  that 
their  grievance  is  not  with  the  Govern* 
ment  but  with  the  Syndicate.  The  hon. 
gentleman  has  made  an  eloquent  speech, 
but  it  is  about  an  issue  whidi  had  passed 
long  ago.  He  got  his  route  and  the  road  was 
fix^  as  far  as  the  Government  could  fix 
it,  but  the  Government  could  not  bind  the 
Syndicate  to  stop  at  the  terminus  they 
selected.  The  S3mdicate  are  a  commercial 
company.  They  look  at  the  terminus 
forced  upon  the  Government  by  the 
British  Columbia  members,  and  declare  it 
not  fit  for  commercial  purposes  because  it 
is  too  narrow  and  there  are  strong  tides 
there.  They  look  round  and  select  the 
best  harbor  they  can  find,  and  why  should 
the  Syndicate  go  down  to  English  Bay 
and  spend  all  this  money  and  take  all  this 
trouble,  unless  they  think  it  in  their 
interests  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— They  get  8,- 
000  acres  of  land  for  going  there. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD-It  is  not 
worth  a  dollar  an  acre  now  and  it  is  only 
by  the  expenditure  of  their  money  that  they 
niake  it  valuable.  The  hon.  gentleman 
says  the  Government  lose  the  value  of 
those  lands  by  not  going  to  English  Har- 
bour, and  yet  he  condemns  that  place 
from  a  military  point  of  view  and  says  that 
they  should  not  take  the  terminus  there. 
He  is  opposed  to  their  going  there,  and 
yet  he  says  they  lose  money  by  not  going 
there.  The  two  things  will  not  hold 
water. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— From  whom  do 
they  get  the  8,000  acres  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— The  pro- 
vincial  Government  give  them  6,000  and 
private  proprietors  give  them  the  bal- 
ance. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— The  Dominion 
Government  have  nothing  to  do  with  it 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— The  Minister 
of  Justice  says  the  Dominion  Government 
never  owned  it. 

Hon,  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— No. 
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Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— Why  was  it 
kept  up  as  a  railway  reserve  for  nine  years, 
then? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
Because  at  that  time  it  was  not  settled 
whether  the  terminus  should  be  at  Port 
Moody  or  not,  but  when  Port  Moody  was 
fixed  as  the  terminus  we  had  no  claim  to 
any  land  below  that  point,  because  the 
road  did  not  go  beyond  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— I  want  the 
Minister  of  Justice  to  be  prepared  to  show 
this  House  that  the  Dominion  Govern- 
ment did  not  and  could  not  retain  lands 
west  of  Port  Moody. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— The 
House  will  see  that  the  construction  of 
the  12  miles  of  railway  is  only  following 
out  the  same  policy  that  is  pursued  in  the 
eastern  part  of  the  Dominion.  Montreal 
is  a  good  harbor,  but  railways  do  not  stop 
there  but  are  pushed  further  on,  and  it  is 
the  same  in  the  Maritime  provinces. 
Railways  are  extended  beyond  good  ports. 
They  will  go  to  the  extreme  jumping  off 
point  and  so  it  is  in  the  west ;  they  will 
not  stop  at  English  Bay.  If  there  is  a 
chance  to  get  to  Vancouver  Island  they 
will  go  there.  Those  things  cannot  be 
controlled  by  the  Government ;  commer- 
cial people  will  carry  them  out  It  is  not 
in  the  hands  of  the  Government  at  all.  I 
am  not  against  the  hon.  gentleman  ;  I  am 
in  accord  with  him  in  many  things,  and  I 
believe  Port  Moody  to  be  a  good  harbor, 
but  the  grievance  in  this  case  is  not 
against  the  Government,  they  having  ful- 
filled their  promises.  They  have  gone  to 
Port  Moody  as  they  agreed  they  would 
do ;  the  grievance  is  entirely  against  the 
Syndicate  and  the  Local  Government. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— The  Govern- 
ment had  a  right  to  prevent  them  from 
going  further 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

BILLS    INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (146)  "  An  Act  to  amend  the  Con- 
solidated Inland  Revenue  Act."  (Sir 
Alex.  Campbell) 


Bill  (28)  "  An  Act  to  incorporate  the 
Dominion  Drainage  Company."  (Mr] 
Plumb.) 

THE    SHORT    LINE    RAILWAY. 

inquiry. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  rose  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  resolutions  adopted  by  the 
House  ot  Commons  at  the  sitting  of  that 
House  held  on  Wednesday,  the  first 
instant,  providing  amongst  other  things 
for  a  subsidy  to  a  line  of  railway  from 
Montreal  to  St.  John  and  Halifax,  and 
enquire  of  the  Government  whether  they 
propose  to  make  provisions : — 

1.  That  DO  portion  of  the  subsidy  voted  for 
the  said  line  shall  be  devoted  to  bridging  the 
St.  Lawrence  at  or  near  Montreal,  or  to  con- 
structing any  railway  between  Montreal  and 
Sherbrooke  or  Lennoxville ;  and 

2.  That  a  road  between  Fredericton  and 
Salisbury,  or  some  adjacent  point  on  the 
Intercolonial^  shall  form  a  section  of  the  line 
of  railway  proposed  to  be  constructed,  and 
that  work  on  the  said  section  shall  be  prose- 
cuted simultaneously  with  work  on  the  por- 
tion of  the  said  line  west  of  the  boundary 
between  New  Brunswick  and  Maine. 

He  said:  When  I  put  that  notice  on 
the  paper  I  had  not  seen  the  resolution 
providing  for  the  short  line  as  it  was 
ultimately  worded.  The  notice  given  in 
the  House  of  Commons  by  the  Minister 
provided  for  a  line  of  railway  connecting 
Montreal  with  the  harbors  of  St  John  and 
Halifax,  via  Sherbrooke,  Moose  Head  Lake 
and  Mattawamkeag.  It  was  provided  that  it 
was  to  have  a  subsidy  of  so  much.  Since 
giving  the  notice,  I  find  that  the  resolu- 
tion as  actually  adopted  provided  that  the 
line  of  railway  in  question  should  pass 
not  only  through  the  points  already 
named,  but  through  Harvey,  Fredericton 
and  Salisbury,  N.B.  The  amendment 
made  in  the  resolution  by  the  Govern- 
ment, at  the  instance  of  some  of  the 
Lower  Province  members,  to  a  certain 
extent  answers  the  question  which  I  put 
on  the  paper.  I  have  also,  since  putting 
the  notice  on  the  paper,  read  the  debate 
which  took  place  in  the  other  Chamber. 
That  debate  has  answered  another  portion 
of  my  inquiry.  I  do  not  propose  to  de- 
tain the  House  long  in  connection  with 
this  matter,  although  it  is  of  some  impor- 
tance.   I  think  it  only  right  to  call  attention 
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once  more  to  the  origin  of  this  short  line 
movement.  The  agitation  did  not  begin 
here  at  the  capital.  It  originated  in  a 
feeling  which  was  very  strong  in  the 
Lower  Provinces,  that  they  were  not 
receiving  any  benefit  from  the  con- 
struction of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway ; 
that  while  they  were  sharing  in  the  debt 
and  the  taxation  which  arose  from  the 
construction  of  tliat  road  and  other  under- 
takings that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company  went  into,  they  were  receiving  no 
benefit  whatever  fi-om  it  j  and  they  thought 
while  this  vast  expenditure  of  money  was 
going  on  it  was  only  equitable  that  they 
should  get  something  for  themselves.  What 
the  people  of  the  cities  in  the  Lower  Provin- 
ces wished  was  that  the  means  of  com- 
munication between  St.  John  and  Halifax, 
the  two  principal  cities  of  New  Bruns- 
wick and  Nova  Scotia,  and  Montreal, 
which  they  looked  upon  as  the  commer- 
cial capitd  of  Canada,  should  be  made 
better  than  it  was.  I  think  the  House 
should  bear  that  in  mind  ;  and  it  is  to  be 
regretted  that  it  does  not  seem  to  have 
been  remembered  by  a  great  many  of 
those  who  have  discussed  the  question. 
The  object  of  the  Short  Line,  as  described 
by  the  then  Minister  of  Railways,  when 
dealing  with  the  matter  two  years  ago,  was 
to  give  the  shortest  and  best  practicable  line 
from  Montreal  to  St.  John  and  Halifax.  The 
feeling  amongst  the  people  of  the  Lower 
Provinces  was  that  the  subsidy  which  was 
to  be  granted  was  to  connect  the  railways 
in  the  neighborhood  of  Montreal  with  the 
railway  system  of  the  Lower  Provinces. 
Owing  to  the  unfortunate  oversights  made 
by  the  English  commissioners  in  negotia- 
ting the  treaties  with  the  United  States,  a 
large  portion  of  the  State  of  Maine  which 
ought  to  belong  to  Canada  does  not,  and 
that  State  has  been  interposed  between 
the  railway  system  of  the  Lower  Provinces 
and  the  railway  system  in  the  neighborhood 
of  Montreal ;  and  what  was  needed  was  a 
good  and  satisfactory  connection  between 
Uie  two  systems.  I  do  not  think  that  it 
was  ever  contemplated  when  this  subsidy 
was  proposed — it  certainly  was  not  con- 
templated by  the  people  who  asked  for  it — 
that  a  new  railway  was  to  be  built  all  the 
way  from  Montreal  to  a  point  in  the 
Lower  Provinces.  The  object  of  the 
subsidy  was  to  fill  up  the  gajps,  and  make 
a  connection  between  the  railway  system 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER. 


of  Montreal  and  the  railway  system  in 
the  Lower  Provinces.  For  the  purpose 
of  effecting  this  work  the  subsidy  which  is 
now  granted  is  certainly  a  fairly  liberal 
one.  I  am  disposed  to  think  that  per- 
haps the  subsidy  which  was  granted  two 
years  ago  might  have  been  found  suffici- 
ent ;  but  there  is  no  doubt  that  the  sub- 
sidy proposed  to  be  granted  by  the 
measure  introduced  in  the  other  chamber 
this  year  is  a  liberal  one;  and  I  think 
there  will  be  no  difficulty  found  in  getting 
a  company  to  construct  all  the  road 
needed  to  connect  the  railway  system  in 
the  neighborhood  of  Montreal  with  the 
railway  system  in  the  Lower  Provinces  in 
a  satisfactory  way. 

One  of  the  reasons  why  I  put  these 
questions  on  the  paper  was  that  the 
impression  had  got  abroad  amongst  people 
here  at  Ottawa  and  elsewhere  that  a  por- 
tion of  the  subsidy  which  is  being  granted 
for  the  purpose  of  connecting  Montreal 
with  the  sea-board  was  to  be  used  in  the 
construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  St 
Lawrence  at  Lachine.  People  are,  unfor- 
tunately, nowadavs  more  suspicious  than 
is  to  be  desired,  out  so  many  things  have 
happened  which  could  not  have  been 
expected,  that  it  is  not  to  be  wondered  at 
that  people  have  got  to  be  suspiciou& 
However,  I  am  pleased  to  say  that  this 
particular  suspicion  appears  to  be  un- 
founded ;  because  the  Minister  of  Public 
Works,  in  the  other  House  when  this  mat- 
ter was  being  discussed,  in  reply  to  a  di- 
rect question  put  to  him  on  this  point, 
said  that  no  portion  of  the  subsidy  was  to 
be  appropriated  for  the  construction  of  a 
bridge  at  Montreal,  so  that  that  portion  of 
my  first  question  has  already  been  an- 
swered. Then  the  second  portion  I  think 
has  been  answered,  although  perhaps  not 
very  decidedly,  and  answered  in  a  way 
that  is  not  satisfactory.  The  impression 
had  got  abroad  that  a  large  portion  of  this 
subsidy  was  to  be  applied  to  the  construc- 
tion of  a  new  road  from  Montreal  or  some 
place  in  the  neighborhood  of  that  city  to 
Sherbrooke  and  Lennoxville.  That  im- 
pression was  strengthened  by  the  de- 
clarations of  the  friends  of  what  is  known 
as  the  Pope  line.  These  declarations 
were  heard  early  in  the  Session ;  and  later 
on  in  the  session  when  the  report  of  the 
engineers  asked  for  by  a  resolution  of  this 
House  in  March  was  laid  on  the  table» 
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these  suspicious  were  still  further  strength- 
ened, because  we  found  that  the  survey 
:which  was  marked  A  on  the  plan  and  put 
&rst  on  the  chief  engineer's  report  vras  a 
survey  of  a  proposed  line  from  a  point 
some  few  miles  from  Montreal — from 
Marieville — ^to  Sherbrooke ;  and  I  find  on 
looking  at  the  official  report  of  the  pro- 
ceedings in  the  other  Chamber  that  the 
Minister  of  Public  Works  in  discussing  the 
matter  spoke  of  this  as  being  a  portion  of 
the  contemplated  line.  He  spoke  as 
though  it  was  intended  to  build  this  road 
^m  Marieville  to  Sherbrooke ;  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say  that  that  road  is  unneces- 
sary for  the  purposes  of  the  Short 
line — ^that  there  are  already  two  roads 
to  Sherbrooke.  The  Short  Line  might 
ibe  connected  with  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
4vay  at  Richmond,  or  it  might  be  connected 
with  the  International  road  in  the  State  of 
Maine,  and  you  can  go  from  Montreal  to 
Lennoxville  by  either  of  two  roads  at 
present ;  so  that  that  road  is  unneces- 
sary for  the  purpose  of  the  Short  Line, 
and  it  does  not  open  up  any  new  country. 
In  the  country  that  it  would  go  through 
there  are,  as  I  have  said  already,  two  lines 
of  railway  running  from  Montreal  to 
Sherbrooke,  and  two  lines  of  railway 
crossing  the  country  from  north  to  south, 
and  this  road  is,  therefore,  unnecessary  in 
every  sense.  It  appears,  from  the  report 
of  the  Engineer,  that  this  road  will  be  a 
•difficult  one  to  construct,  and  necessarily 
^somewhat  expensive.  The  misfortune  is 
that  if  the  money  which  parliament  is  now 
voting  for  the  Short  Line  Railway  is  taken 
to  construct  this  third  and  unnecessary 
road  to  Sherbrooke  and  Lennoxville,  the 
probabilities  are  that  the  subsidy  will  not 
be  sufficient  to  construct  the  really  neces- 
sary portion  of  the  line  further  east ;  and, 
tn  all  probability,  the  provinces  of  Prince 
Edward  Island  and  Nova  Scotia 
will  not  have  the  link  between 
Fredericton  and  Moncton  or  Salis- 
bury— which  would  make  this  short  line 
useful  to  them,  simply  because  the  money 
^ill  have  been  spent  on  the  road  between 
Montreal  and  Sherbrooke.  It  is  not 
necessary,  as  I  have  said,  to  build  this 
coad.  There  is  no  difficulty  in  having 
freight  carried  by  rail  now-a-days — in  the 
existing  condition  of  railway  business. 
Every  raihroad  is  perfectly  willing  to  take 
freight  on  reasonable  rates  and  is  glad  to 


get  freight  The  Grand  Trunk  Railway, 
or  the  other  combination  of  railways  lying 
between  Montreal  and  Lennoxville  will  be 
only  too  glad  to  carr>  freight  over  their 
lines  at  reasonable  rates,  particularly  as 
there  are  two  roads  and  competition.  If 
a  company  hs^  a  monopoly  of  trade,  it  can 
be  stiff  and  exorbitant ;  but  where  there  is 
competition  there  is  no  difficulty  at  all  in 
getting  freight  carried  at  reasonable  rates ; 
so,  as  I  have  said,  this  road  is  unnecessary. 
AVliat  we  want,  if  you  are  going  to  build 
from  Richmond,  is  to  begin  and  spend  the 
money  at  Richmond ;  if  you  are  going  to 
build  from  the  end  of  the  International 
Railway,  b^in  to  spend  the  money  there 
— :we  do  not  want  to  have  the  money 
spent  between  Montreal  and  these  points 
where  there  are  roads  already  existing; 
but  I  believe  the  truth  is  that  the  r^ 
object  of  the  construction  of  that  new  road 
between  Montreal  and  Sherbrooke  b  not 
to  benefit  the  Lower  Provinces — not  to 
give  them  better  connection  than  they 
have  with  Montreal — but  it  is  for  the  pur- 
pose of  placing  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  in  a  position  to  compete,  at  a 
greater  advantage  than  they  can  now 
compete,  with  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
for  the  American  business. 

At  six  o'clock  the  Speaker  left  the  chain 


AFTER  RECESS. 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Before  6  o'clock 
arrived  I  had  pointed  out  that  any  thkd 
road  between  Montreal  and  Sherbrooke 
or  its  neighborhood  was  unneces- 
sary, and  I  had  begun  to  say  that 
almost  the  only  object  I  could  see 
for  the  construction  of  this  third  road  was 
the  desire  to  place  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
way Company  at  a  disadvantage  in  its 
competition  for  American  business  with 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway;  and  I 
think  that  when  the  sitting  was  suspended 
I  was  just  about  to  point  out  some  of  the 
objections  to  that  I  may  say  in  the 
first  place,  that,  as  I  suppose  most  of  the 
members  of  the  House  are  aware,  in  a 
great  many  of  the  United  States  a  law  for- 
bids the  construction  of  roads  under  cir- 
cumstances similar  to  those  which  exist 
in  this  case. 
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Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— What  are  the 
circumstances  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— If  the  hon  gentle- 
man will  have  patience  I  shall  try  and  let 
him  know.  There  are  already  roads 
sufficient  to  supply  the  wants  of  the 
country,  to  transport  all  the  freight  that  is 
to  be  transported  from  Montreal  to 
Lennoxville.  There  are  two  roads,  which 
are  ample  for  the  business ;  and  in  some 
of  the  United  States,  in  a  case  of  that 
kind,  a  charter  for  the  construction  of  a 
third  road  would  not  be  granted ;  and  in 
the  present  instance  the  Dominion 
Government  is  not  only  asked  to  allow 
the  building  of  the  road,  but  to  pay  for 
the  construction  of  it.  It  is  a  thing  that 
would  not  be  tolerated  in  any  of  the 
United  States,  where  they  have  paid  a 
good  deal  of  attention  to  this  question  of 
railway  interests,  and  I  do  not  think  it 
should  be  permitted  here. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  dare  say  the 
hon.  gentleman  will  point  out  the  State 
or  States  he  refers  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentle- 
man is  more  familiar  with  the  railway 
business  of  the  United  States  than  I  am, 
and  he  can  point  it  out  himself. 

Hon.  Mr-  PLUMB— I  daresay  I  am, 
and  they  build  under  the  general  law,  and 
build  where  they  like. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— In  a  great  many 
of  the  United  States  there  are  railway 
commissioners,  whose  duty  it  is  amongst 
other  things,  when  a  charter  is  asked 
for,  to  see  that  the  proposed  line  does  not 
unduly  conflict  with  other  chartered 
roads. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— The  hon.  gentle- 
man is  making  a  speech  on  a  subject  that 
will  come  up  again  to-morrow,  when  he 
can  be  properly  answered 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— If  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  not  prepared  to  speak  he 
should  not  have  interrupted  me.  I  simply 
throw  out  the  suggestion  I  have  made  as 
showing  that  what  is  proposed  to  be  done 
here  is  objected  to  in  other  places ;  and 
hon  gentlemen  must  see  how  unfair  it  is 


to  the  shareholders  of  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway.  Their  stock  is  not  a  particu- 
larly profitable  one  just  now.  They  are 
suffering  from  the  serious  depression  in 
railway  business,  and  also  suffering 
from  the  competition  of  the  Cana- 
dian Pacific  Railway.  Their  Ameri- 
can business  is  very  .valuable  to  them, 
and  it  is  exceedingly  unfair  to  those  stock- 
holders for  the  Government  to  enter  into 
competition  against  them  by  subsidizing 
their  rivals,  or  building  roads  for  those 
rivals.  I  am  no  particular  friend  of  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway,  but  still  I  cannot 
help  recognizing  that  something^  is  due  to 
the  stockholders  of  that  company.  The 
company  did  get  in  former  years  a  great 
deal  from  Canada  ;  and  when  it  had  the 
field  all  to  itself  it  was  perhaps  a  little  over- 
bearing, and  not  considerate  in  its  dealings 
with  the  people ;  still  that  is  the  way  of  all 
railway  companies.  There  is  no  doubt  that 
the  competing  line  between  Montreal  and 
Toronto  has  been  largely  constructed  by 
subsidies  voted  by  Parliament  for  the 
the  main  line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway.  I  think  it  would  be  very  objec 
tionable  to  continue  that  process,  and  to 
subsidize  a  road  the  effect  of  which  would 
be  to  place  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
Company  at  a  still  greater  disadvantage  in 
their  business.  There  is  one  feature  about 
this  to  .which  I  think  the  attention  of  the 
House  ought  to  be  called,  and  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Ministry  in  particular — that 
is,  the  probable  effect  of  this  course 
upon  the  construction  of  railways  in 
future.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  logical 
consequence  of  the  course  which  has  been 
adopted  recently  will  be  to  prevent  capi- 
talists in  England  from  investing  their 
money  in  railway  construction  in  Canada; 
because  no  matter  how  promising  the  fu- 
ture of  a  proposed  line  may  be,  they  will 
see  from  the  history  of  the  past  that  im- 
mediately after  their  road  is  completed 
the  Government  may  charter  another 
company  to  build  another  road  t)etween 
the  same  points,  and  not  only  that,  but 
may  subsidize  that  competing  line  in  such 
a  way  as  to  render  their  investment  a  very 
unprofitable  one  I  think  that  is  a  con- 
sideration which  should  suggest  itself  to 
the  Government,  and  is  of  some  conse- 
quence to  the  future  of  the  country.  In 
the  present  case,  a  natural  result  of  this 
policy  will  be  that  we  shall  have,  perhaps 
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before  a  very  distant  period,  a  combination 
between  the  two  great  railway  corporations 
which  are  now  competing  with  one  another ; 
and  when  that  combination  is  effected  it 
will  be  a  very  unfortunate  thing  for  Can- 
ada ]  and  I  do  not  think  that  we  should, 
by  weakening  one  of  the  competitors,  do 
anything  that  would  bring  about  at  an 
eariier  date  that  consummation.  Compe- 
tition between  railway  companies,  a  fair 
and  reasonable  competition,  is  the  best 
thing  for  the  public ;  and  I  do  not  think 
that  we  should  do  anything  that  would  put 
an  end  to  it  There  is  one  other  little 
matter  as  to  which  I  did  not  ask  a  question, 
but  as  to  which  I  should  like  to  say  a  very 
few  words.  It  has  been  suggested  to  me 
by  reading  the  debate  which  occurred  on 
this  Short  Line  question  in  the  other 
Chamber.  The  hon.  member  for  Stan- 
stead  in  that  House  intimated — and  he 
spoke  with  a  good  deal  of  authority,  as  I 
think  he  is  one  of  those  who  look  at  the 
matter  from  the  inside — he  spoke  of  the 
possibility  that  this  road  would  not  be 
constructed,  but  that  certain  other  roads 
between  Montreal  and  the  Maine  border 
might  be  acquired — presumably  by  pur- 
chase. 

I  gather  from  the  course  of  the  discus- 
sion that  this  money  might  be  used  in 
baying  up  existing  roads.  I  think  it  would 
be  very  objectionable  that  the  money 
should  be  used,  for  that  purpose.  The 
roads  are  there,  and  at  the  present  time 
railways  are  always  willing  to  carry  freight 
at  a  reasonable  rate  where  they  have  not 
a  monopoly  of  the  business;  and  the 
money  that  would  be  spent  in  the  purchase 
of  those  roads  might  be  much  better  ex- 
pended in  constructing  new  roads  on  the 
portion  of  the  proposed  line  where  no 
railways  now  exist.  In  order  to  show  how 
unfair  the  proposition  to  take  the  public 
money  to  purchase  the  rights  of  the  pre- 
sent owners  of  those  roads  would  be,  I 
shall  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  position  of  one  of  those  roads,  the 
International  Railway.  That  is  one  of 
the  roads  which  it  is  currently  understood 
is  to  be  acquired  under  this  legislation. 
That  railway  is  8i  miles  in  length.  It  has 
received  from  the  Dominion  a  subsidy 
at  the  rate  of  $3,200  a  mile,  making 
altogether  $359,200  of  Dominion  money 
which  has  gone  into  it.  That  same  road 
has  received  from  the  Quebec  Govern- 


ment $391,122  ;  and  it  has  received  from 
the  county  of  Compton  $225,000 — mak- 
ing altogether  of  public  money  used  in 
the  construction  of  that  railway  $875,322. 
That  is,  the  International  Railway  has 
been  paid  out  of  the  public  funds  of  the 
country  a  sum  of  $10,800  a  mile.  It 
must  strike  the  House  that  it  would  be  an 
exceedingly  unfair  thing  that  the  country 
should  be  obliged,  having  paid  to  the 
International  Railway  Company  almost 
enough  money  to  build  the  road — more 
than  half  the  price  of  the  road  at  all  events 
— that  we  should  be  called  upon  again  to 
buy  that  road  or  to  furnish  the  money  to 
somebody  else  to  buy  it  at  a  considerably 
higher  figure  than  it  cost  I  think  the 
unfairness  of  that  must  strike  every  hon. 
gentleman,  and  I  hope  when  the  measure 
with  respect  to  this  Short  Line  is  being 
further  dealt  with,  that  the  Government  will 
see  that  provision  is  made  that  the  money 
which  is  now  being  voted  shall  not  be 
expended  either  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
structing roads  in  the  neighborhood 
of  Montreal  or  purchasing  existing  roads. 
The  second  part  of  the  question  I  asked 
is,  whether  the  Government  proposed  to 
make  provision  that  a  road  between 
Fredericton  and  Salisbury,  or  some  ad- 
jacent point  on  the  Intercolonial,  shall 
form  a  section  of  the  line  of  railway  pro- 
posed to  be  constructed,  and  that  work  on 
the  said  section  shall  be  prosecuted 
simultaneously  with  work  on  the  portion 
of  the  said  line  west  of  the  boundary  be- 
tween New  Brunswick  and  Maine.  The 
revised  resolutions  provide  for  the  link, 
and  I  am  glad  to  see  it  indeed  because 
that  link  is  a  most  important  one.  It 
does  not  matter  which  route  for  the  Short 
Line  is  taken,  the  link  between  Fredericton 
and  Salisbury  is  necessary  in  order  to  make 
the  Short  Line  of  any  value  to  Nova  Scotia, 
Prince  Edward  Island  and  part  of  New 
Brunswick.  The  line  from  Fredericton 
to  Salisbury  will  run  through  a  fertile 
country,  which  is  already  pretty  thickly 
peopled,  and  which  will  afford  a  consider- 
able local  business  to  the  road,  and  it  is  a 
line  which  can  be  constructed  very  cheaply. 
If  the  Riviere  du  Loup  or  Riviere 
Quelle  road  is  sut>sidized  under  these 
same  resolutions,  that  link  between 
Fredericton  and  Salisbury  will  give  the 
northern  road  an  additional  value, 
and  will  give,  a  competing  line  with  the 
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southern  line  which  will  be  of  value — 
more  especially  to  the  Lower  Provinces. 
The  latter  part  of  this  second  question 
asks  that  a  proviso  be  put  in  the  Short  Line 
measure  that  work  on  the  said  section  shall 
be  prosecuted  simultaneously  with  work  on 
the  line  west  ot  the  boundary  between 
New  Brunswick  and  Maine.  I  think  that 
it  is  necessary,  or  at  least  very  desirable 
that  some  such  provision  should  be  in- 
serted in  the  measure ;  because  the  sub- 
sidy, while  large  enough  to  do  the  work 
that  is  absolutely  necessary^  may  give  out 
if  it  is  applied  in  the  manner  in  which  we 
have  some  reason  to  apprehend  that  it 
may  be  applied — in  purchasing  or  con- 
structing railways  in  the  neighborhood  of 
Montreal  We  may  find  after  those 
roads  have  been  built  or  purchased,  and 
after  the  connection  has  been  made  with 
the  Bangor  and  Piscataquis  road  in  Maine, 
that  there  is  not  money  enough  left  to 
build  at  the  eastern  end,  and  in  that 
case  the  Provinces  of  Nova  Scotia  and 
Prince  Edward  Island  would  reap  no 
benefit  from  the  expenditure  of  all  this 
money ;  and  it  is  only  right  and  just  to 
the  people  of  those  provinces  that  (hto- 
vision  should  be  made  that  they  may  not 
be  disappointed.  The  reason  why  I  lay  the 
more  stress  on  this  is  that  the  advocates 
of  this  southern  route,  which  has  ap- 
parently been  accepted  by  the  Govern- 
ment, the  men  who  are  prominent  in 
the  advocacy  of  the  road,  seem  to  attach 
no  value  at  all  to  the  connection  with 
Nova  Scotia  or  Prince  Edward  Island; 
their  object  seems  to  be  to  go  to  St 
Andrews  or  St.  John  and  then  not 
to  trouble  themselves  about  going  any 
further.  The  truth  is,  I  think,  that  the 
old  Atlantic  and  North-West  Railway 
Company  are  really  the  people  who  are 
going  to  have  this  subsidy,  and  their 
original  charter  was  to  build  from  St 
Andrews  or  thereabout  to  Montreal, 
or  somewhere  in  the  neighborhood, 
and  bridge  the  St  Lawrence.  I 
think  under  those  circumstances  it  is  es- 
pecially the  duty  of  Parliament  to  see  that 
this  link  between  Fredericton  and  Salis- 
bury is  provided  for.  I  may  say  that  an- 
other circumstance  which  is  calculated  to 
make  us  a  little  suspicious  about  this,  is, 
that  in  addition  to  those  declarations  of 
the  friends  of  the  southern  line  and  their 
antecedents,  1  find  that  while  this  road 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER. 


between  Montreal  and  Sherbrooke,  which 
is  not  a  necessary  link  of  the  Short  Line 
at  all,  has  been  surveyed  and  a  pretty 
carefiil  estimate  of  its  cost  made,  no  sur- 
vey whatever  has  been  made  of  the  road 
between  Fredericton  and  Salisbury  which 
is  an  essential  link  in  any  short  line.  I 
think  it  is  necessary,  in  order  to  allay  the 
reasonable  fears  of  the  people  of  the 
Lower  Province^  that  a  provision  should 
be  put  in  the  Bill  that  the  work  should  go 
on  on  this  part  of  the  road  simultaneoudy 
with  the  work  on  the  rest  of  it 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I  am 
afraid  I  shall  have  to  ask  the  hon.  gende- 
man  to  put  his  questions  again,  as  I  really 
do  not  know  now  the  question  he  requires 
to  have  answered,  as  he  says  some  of 
them  have  already  been  answered. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWR— I  said  that  the  first 
part  of  the  first  question  had  been  answered 
by  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  in  the 
other  House. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL-Then 
I  do  not  require  to  answer  that 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  Minister  of 
Public  Works  said  that  none  of  this  sub- 
sidy should  be  devoted  to  bridging  the 
St  Lawrence  at  Montreal 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Then 
that  question  is  answered. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  that  is  the 
only  one  of  the  questions  that  has  been 
directly  answered. 

Hon.  Mr.  OGILVIE— H  the  Minister 
of  Justice  would  allow  me  I  would  like  to 
ask  the  hon.  gendeman  from  Hali&x  why 
he  specially  stipulates  that  no  more  lines 
should  be  bought  or  constructed  in  or 
about  Montreal?  Is  there  any  particular 
reason  why,  if  you  can  get  dirough  by 
Montreal  on  a  shorter  route  than  any 
other,  you  should  not  do  it? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  steted  that  the 
money  should  not  be  devoted  to  purchas- 
ing existing  lines  or  building  a  new  line 
between  Montreal  and  Sh^brooke. 
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Hon.  Mr.  OGILVIE— The  hon. 
gentleman  stated,  not  five  minures  ago, 
that  no  line  should  be  bought  in  or 
about  Montreal.     Am  I  right  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Certainly. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I  do 
not  think  we  can  go  into  a  discussion  of 
that  subject  on  this  question.  The  ques- 
tion will  have  to  come  up  when  we  are 
dealing  with  the  Bill  to  appropriate  certain 
moneys  for  certain  railways,  and  then  can 
be  discussed  properly.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Halifax  says  that  the  first  part 
of  his  question  is  answered;  he  now 
only  desires  to  know  whether  any  portion 
of  this  money  is  to  be  devoted  to  con- 
structing any  railway  between  Montreal 
and  Sherbrooke  or  Lennoxville.  The 
resolutions  declare  that  a  certain  portion 
of  the  money  is  to  be  devoted  to  construct- 
ing parts  of  the  line  between  Montreal 
and  Sherbrooke  Then  the  other  part  of 
the  question  that  a  road  between  Frederic- 
ton  and  Salisbury,  or  some  adjacent  point 
on  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  shall  torm  a 
section  of  the  line  of  railway  to 
be  constructed;  I  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  says  that  has  been  answered. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  has  not  been 
directly  answered. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CMPBELL— It  is  in 
the  resolutions.  The  answer  is  that  part 
of  this  road  will  be  constructed.  Then 
the  next  question  is  that  work  on  the  said 
section  shall  be  prosecuted  simultaneously 
with  work  on  the  portion  of  the  line  west 
of  the  boundary  between  New  Brunswick 
and  Maine.  We  cannot  say  whether  it  is 
to  be  done  simultaneously  or  not;  but 
what  the  hon.  gentleman  fears  there  is 
really  no  danger  of.  He  fears  that  the 
money  that  has  been  granted  will  be 
expended  in  a  certain  locality,  and  that 
will  leave  none  for  the  locality  in  the 
Maritime  Provinces.  That  will  not  be  the 
case,  because  the  money  granted  will  be 
appropriated  on  paper  in  the  proportion 
that  the  expense  of  one  mile  bears  to  the 
proportion  constructed,  so  that  if  there 
are  loo  miles  to  be  constructed  the  whole 
money  will  be  divided  into  loo  portions, 
each  portion  representing  what  a  mile  will 
cost  as  compared  with  the  whole,  and  will 


be  so  paid,  so  that  there  will  be  no  danger 
that  the  money  will  be  exhausted  in  any 
particular  pcntion  of  the  road,  because 
only  the  money  devoted  to  each  particular 
mile  will  be  expended  on  that  mile.  I 
take  occasion  to  say,  in  answering  these 
questions,  that  it  appears  to  me,  with  my 
experience  in  the  House,  the  time  is 
rapidly  arriving  when  this  sort  of  debate 
on  giving  notice  and  asking  questions  and 
so  on  wiU  have  to  be  limited  very  much. 
To-night  it  appears  very  inconvenient 
The  hon.  gentleman  has  asked  several 
questions  and  occupied  more  or  less  time 
in  discussing  those  questions  though  he 
admits  that  part  of  them  have  been  ans- 
wered and  part  I  am  answering  now,  and 
he  knows  that  there  is  a  bill  coming  before 
the  House  when  all  those  questions  must 
necessarily  be  discussed  again.  The  hon. 
gentleman  has  forestalled,  without  advan- 
tage to  the  House,  a  discussion  that  must 
take  place,  and  with  inconvenience  to  the 
best  mode  of  dispatching  public  busi- 
ness. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— The  hon. 
gentleman  from  Halifax  stated  when  he 
commenced  to  speak  that  he  had  placed 
the  notice  of  motion  on  the  paper  before 
action  was  taken  on  the  question  in  the 
other  House,  and  the  remarks  of  the  Min- 
ister of  Justice  scarcely  apply  to  the  time 
which  my  hon.  friend  occupied  in  discus- 
sing this  question. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— When  the  hon. 
gentleman  (Sir  Alex.  Campbell)  sat  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  he  looked  at 
things  in  a  very  different  way.  We  had 
then  very  protracted  discussions  on  such 
motions;  and  I  do  not  think  that  the 
Government  can  complain  now  that  very 
much  time  is  taken  up  in  this  House  by 
the  Opposition.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
wants  to  know  why  I  asked  the  questions, 
I  may  say  that  I  did  so  in  order  that 
when  the  bill  came  up  I  should  be  able 
to  discuss  it  more  intelligently. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
hon.  gentleman  might  have  said  all  he 
desired  to  say  when  the  Bill  is  before 
us. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— But  I  wanted  to 
get  the  information  beforehand. 
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Hon.  Mr.  CARVELL— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Halifax  says  that  not  much 
time  is  taken  up  in  discussion  by  the 
Opposition  in  this  House.  The  question 
naturally  suggests  itself  after  that  remark^ 
on  which  side  is  the  hon.  gentleman  ? 

NORTH-WEST  MOUNTED  POLICE 
BILK 

THIRD  READINa 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  third  reading  of  Bill  (144)  "  An  Act  to 
authorize  the  augmentation  of  the  North- 
west Mounted  Police." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

TROUBLE  IN  THE  NORTH-WEST 
EXPENSES  BILL. 

SECOND  READING 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  2nd  reading  of  Bill  (149)1  "An  Act 
for  granting  to  Her  Majesty  the  sum  of 
$1,700,000,  required  for  defraying  cer- 
tain expenses  in  connection  with  the 
troubles  in  the  North-West  Territories." 

He  said :— I  will  ask  that  the  Bill  be 
read  at  length  at  the  table.  It  is  for  the 
purpose  of  appropriating  from  the  Con- 
solidated Revenue  $1,700,000  for  the 
purpose  of  defraying  expenses  in  connec- 
tion with  the  troubles  in  the  North-West 
The  money  has  already  been  expended, 
and  it  is  for  the  purpose  of  authorizing 
the  expenditure  up  to  the  30th  June. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
Bill  was  read  at  length  at  the  Table. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— HappUy 
the  war  in  the  North- West  is  at  an  end. 
At  least  we  may  presume  so  from  inform- 
ation received  through  the  public  press 
to-day.  We  have  waged  war  under 
difficult  circumstances  and  put  down  a 
formidable  rebellion,  and  to  the  best  of 
my  knowledge  and  belief,  not  a  single 
document  connected  with  that  has  been 
before  Parliament — this  branch  of  Par- 
liament at  any  rate — except  some  brief 
dispatches.  There  is  naturally  a  curiosity 
to  know  more  than  what  we  obtained  in  a 


fragmentary  form  through  the  press.  I  am 
not  aware--of  course  I  cannot  be  aware 
— whether  any  dispatch  has  been 
received  from  the  General  in  command, 
but  if  there  is,  which  seems  reasonable, 
the  information  should  be  laid  before 
Parliament,  particularly  when  the  Govern- 
ment ask  for  money  to  pay  expenses. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
hon.  gentleman's  remark,  I  think,  is 
appropriate:  Despatches  which  have 
been  received  from  the  General  up  to 
this  time  have  been  fragmentary  and 
altogether  by  telegram;  but  yesterday  a 
despatch  at  length  describing  his  opera- 
tions was  received,  and  that  was  laid  before 
the  other  branch  of  Parliameni  to-day, 
and  will  be  printed  in  the  early  part  of  the 
week,  and  then  will  appear  a  succinct 
account  of  what  has  been  done  in  the 
North-West  since  the  trouble  began.  I 
do  not  know  what  more  we  can  lay  before 
Parliament.  We  have  put  the  House  in 
possession  of  all  telegrams  immediately 
on  receipt  of  them,  and,  outside  of  the 
telegrams,  the  first  official  paper  that  we 
have  received  is  the  one  I  speak  of,  and 
it  has  been  laid  before  the  other  branch 
of  Parliament  by  the  Minister  of  Militia. 
I  mijjht  have  brought  a  copy  here,  but  it 
did  not  occur  to  me.  However,  as  it  goes 
before  the  Printing  Committee  I  suppose 
we  will  get  it  in  printed  form  here  almost 
as  soon  as  if  it  were  laid  on  the  table  in 
manuscript.  Perhaps  I  should  have 
brought  a  copy  of  it  here,  and  the  House, 
I  hope,  will  pardon  the  inadvertence. 

SUBSIDIES  IN  AID  OF  RAILWAYS 

(NORTH-WEST   TERRITORIES) 

BILL 

SECOND  RKADINa 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (147)/*  An  Act 
to  authorize  the  grant  of  cerliin  subsidies 
in  land  for  the  construction  of  the  railways 
therein  mentioned."  He  said :  This  Bill, 
which  is  up  for  the  second  reading,  pro- 
poses to  grant  certain  subsidies  of  land  to 
some  railways  mentioned  therein.  Those 
railways  are  the  North-Westem  Coal  and 
Navigation  Company,  limited,  which  it  is 
proposed  to  subsidize  to  an  extent  not  ex* 
ceeding  3,800  acres  per  mile;  the  Mamtoba 
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&  South- Western  Colonization  Company  to 
the  extent  of  6,400  acres  per  mile ;  the 
Manitoba  &  North- Western  Railway  Com- 
pany to  the  extent  of  6,400  acres  per  mile, 
and  the  Qu'Appelle,  Long  Lake  &  Sas- 
katchewan Railway  and  Steamboat  Com- 
pany to  the  extent  of  6,400  acres  per  mile. 
My  hon.  friend  who  leads  the  Oppos- 
ition suggested  to  me  the  name  of  a  com- 
pany which  had  not  been  included,  and  I 
have  made  inquiry  and  informed  him  pri- 
vately why  it  should  be  omitted.  It  was 
the  desire  of  the  president  of  the  company 
that  it  should  not  be  included  for  the  pre- 
sent; otherwise  it  would  have  appeared 
with  the  others.  These  railways  are  likely 
to  go  into  operation  in  the  North- West, 
and  they  will  have  a  good  effect  in  devel- 
oping the  country  there,  and  I  understand 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition  favors  the 
policy  of  granting  assistance  to  such  com- 
panies. We  have  done  a  great  deal  in 
building  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
there,  but  it  is  desirable  that  branch  lires 
should  also  be  constructed  for  the  purpose 
of  affording  the  farmers  facilities  to  get 
their  grain  to  market,  and  to  develop  the 
country.  The  railways  mentioned  in  this 
Bill,  with  the  exception  of  the  one  referred 
to  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  and 
which  has  been  omitted  for  the  reason  I 
have  mentioned,  are  all  the  lines  which 
are  likely  to  go  into  operation,  and  the  aid 
to  them,  therefore,  has  been  general 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

CONSOLIDATED  INSURANCE  ACT 
1877,  MODIFICATION  BILL. 

SECOND  READINa 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (20)  "An  Act 
to  modify  the  application  of  *  The  Con 
solidated  Insurance  Act,  1877.'"  He 
said:  There  is  a  general  law  on  the 
statute  book  preventing  insurance  com- 
panies doing  business  unless  they  comply 
with  certaih  conditions,  which  conditions 
affect,  as  a  rule,  the  companies  doing  bus- 
iness throughout  the  country.  There 
sprung  up,  iJter  the  statute  was  passed, 
certain  companies  doing  business  under  a 
peculiar  system — a  system  of  assessments 
on  the  members  only,  and  analogous,  to 


a  great  extent,  to  the  Mutual  Fire  Insur- 
ance companies.  These  companies  appear 
to  have  been  doing  a  tolerably  good  bus- 
iness throughout  the  country,  and  they  were 
placed  under  this  difficulty,  that  it  would 
seem  they  were  contravening  the  law  in  not 
complying  with  the  conditions  affecting  in- 
surance companies  of  another  and  a  differ- 
ent character,  and  they  have  appealed  to 
Parliament  to  prevent  the  application  of 
laws  to  them  which  were  intended  to 
apply  to  insurance  companies  at  large. 
Thb  Bill  is  to  enact  that  those  general 
laws  shall  not  affect  insurance  companies 
doing  business  on  the  assessment  system 
— a  system  which  binds  only  those  who  are 
insuring  in  the  companies  and  only  to  the 
extent  of  certain  promissory  notes  which 
they  may  give  for  their  own  premiums,  I 
believe.  It  is  with  reference  to  such  com- 
panies that  this  Bill  proposes  to  legislate, 
and  with  reference  to  them  they  are 
allowed  to  do  business  in  the  country  by 
taking  out  a  license  under  this  Bill  and 
by  making  a  certain  deposit  with  the 
Minister  of  Finance,  by  way  of  security, 
for  the  purpose  of  enabling  those  who  have 
transactions  with  them  to  feel  that  their 
pcl?cies  will  be  met  when  death  happens. 
There  are  some  slight  modifications  and 
some  slight  amendments  which  will  be 
necesbary,  I  think,  before  the  Bill  goes 
through,  but  these  I  will  propose  in  Com- 
mittee. They  are  not  of  any  consequence, 
but  I  think  they  will  facilitate  the  general 
scope  and  object  of  the  Bill.  I  doubted 
myself  whether  the  appellation  contamed 
in  the  9th  clause — "Assessment  com- 
panies " — was  sufficiently  distinct  to  point 
out  to  those  wishing  to  do  business  with 
the  company  the  difference  between  them 
and  ordinary  companies,  and  the  words 
which  occurred  to  my  mind  were  "  limited 
liability."  But  I  am  told  by  those  who 
know  better  than  I  do  that  ^'  Assessment 
Company"  describes  more  properly  the 
position  of  such  companies  than  "  limited 
liability,"  and  that  those  who  do  business 
With  them  will  be  as  well  advised  of  the 
(Character  of  the  policy  which  they  get  by 
the  use  of  the  words  "  assessment  system  " 
printed  on  it,  as  they  would  be  if  the 
i^ords  *' limited  liability"  were  used, 
and  that  the  latter  term  would 
lot  adequately  describe  the  [5osition  of 
s  uch  a  company,  because  in  addition  to 
tne    right    to    assess  those    who  insure 
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in  the  companies  to  the  extent  of  notes 
given  for  their  premiums  there  is  also  liabil- 
ity for  a  rest,  a  sum  which  is  collected 
from  time  to  time,  and  which  remains  and 
constitutes  of  itself,  over  and  above  the 
liability  on  the  promissory  notes,  a  guar- 
antee for  the  due  performance  of  their 
policies.  I  believe  Parliament  will  be  quite 
ready  to  exempt  these  companies  from 
liabilities  they  have  incurred  by  violating 
the  Insurance  Act  Some  time  ago  it 
became  my  duty,  in  the  office  I  held,  to 
take,  not  legal  steps  against  some  of  these 
companies,  but  to  initiate  steps  for  the 
purpose  of  taking  proceedings  against 
them  for  violating  the  law.  That  was 
done  on  complaint  made  by  regular  old 
line  companies  that  they  were  violating 
the  law.  I  am  sure  that  Parliament  will 
gladly  step  in  and  protect  these  companies 
from  being  proceeded  against  for  what 
was  not  an  intentional  breach  of  the  law. 
However,  in  future  they  will  have  a  posi- 
tion which  they  had  not  before.  It  seems 
to  me  it  is  not  desirable,  in  the  general 
interest,  that  we  should  allow  these  com- 
panies to  be  confounded  with  the  older 
companies  which  are  doing  business  on  a 
different  and,  I  must  say  as  far  as  my 
judgment  goes,  a  sounder  and  better 
system.  I  do  not  think  we  should  allow 
them  to  be  confounded,  by  any  loose 
legislation,  with  companies  doing  what  I 
consider  justly  a  stronger  and  better 
business.  That  is  to  be  avoided  by  the 
use  of  the  term  ^'assessment  system"  en- 
graved on  their  notes  and  printed  on  all 
their  policies.  It  is  hoped  that  this  will 
accomplish  the  result  aimed  at,  because 
it  is  not  to  be  desired  that  the  strong 
position  held  by  companies  doing  business 
under  the  general  system  should  be  lost 
by  them,  or  gained  by  these  other  com- 
panies, for  want  of  legislation  which  will 
give  the  world  notice  that  one  company 
is  doing  business  on  one  system  and  the 
other  on  another  system.  In  committee 
I  propose  to  omit  some  of  the  paragraphs 
in  one  or  two  clauses,  and  to  add  a  word 
or  two  to  others,  but  as  I  shall  have  an 
opportunity  of  explaining  that  when  the 
House  is  in  committee  on  the  Bill,  I  will 
not  detain  hoa  gentlemen  now  by  des- 
cribing the  details  of  the  measure. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— As  the  hon.  the 
Minister  proposes  to  amend  the  Bill,  I 

Hon,  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


think  it  would  be  very  desirable  that  an 
amendment  should  be  added  referring  to 
a  different  class  of  companies — mutual 
insurance  companies,  where  the  managers 
have  no  stock  and  nothing  at  risk  at  all. 
They  profess  to  be  got  up  by  benevolent 
individuals  who  receive  a  certain  premium 
and  divide  all  but  what  is  actually  neces> 
sary  for  expenses  amongst  the  insured,  but 
many  of  these  companies  have  been 
wrecked  in  the  United  States  two  years  ago. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
Bill  does  not  apply  to  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— The  Act  it  amends 
applies  to  them,  and  I  think  it  would  be 
very  well  to  guard  the  public  against  this 
class  of  mutual  insurance  companies, 
because  they  can  collect  what  amount  they 
please  and  charge  very  high  premiums. 
They  are  bound,  according  to  their  own 
arrangements,  to  divide  all  again  among  the 
assuted  except  what  is  necessary  to  consti- 
tute a  fund  to  meet  expenses  and  pay  salar- 
ies, and  the  assured  know  nothing  about  it 
I  am  prepared  to  show  by  figures  the 
necessity  of  something  of  the  kind.  What 
I  would  suggest  is  that  something  should 
be  done  to  require  those  mutual  insurance 
companies  to  make  fuller  returns,  to 
show  the  amount  they  receive  annually  in 
the  shape  of  premiums,  how  much  of  this 
goes  to  meet  the  necessary  liabilities  of  the 
company,  how  much  is  divided  in  salaries 
and  how  much  divided  amongst  the 
assured  in  the  shape  of  dividends.  I 
think  the  assured  ought  to  know  publicly 
how  much  and  to  whom  the  salaries  are 
paid,  otherwise  they  may  expend  and  set 
apart  as  much  as  they  please  and  the 
assured  know  nothing  about  it,  only  the 
dividends  they  receive  one  year  are  much 
smallar  than  they  are  another. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX  CAMPBELL— 
There  may  be  great  force  in  what  my  hon. 
friend  says  but  in  this  Bill  there  is  the 
following  clause : — 

«<  Neither  <  The  Consolidated  Inrarance  Act 
1877/  nor  this  Act  shall  apply  to  anv  Bociety 
or  associatioD  of  persons  for  fraternal^  benevo- 
lent,  indastrial  or  religious  ^urpoeee,  among 
which  purposes  shall  m  the  msoianoe  of  the 
lives  of  the  members  thereof  exolneively  \  or 
to  any  association  for  the  parposeofhfo  in- 
surance, formed  in  connection  with  such 
society  or  organisation  and  exclosively  from 
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its  memben,  and  insuriDg  the  lives  of  Roch 
members  exclusively.'* 

So  this  Bill  will  not  apply  to  the  com- 
panies to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
alluded,  and  it  is  provided  that  none  of 
the  old  Act  of  1877  shall  apply  to  them. 
Therefore,  I  should  think  they  would 
gradually  run  into  discredit  Whether  it 
would  be  better  to  take  them  out  cf  that 
position  they  would  likely  have  fallen 
into  under  this  Bill,  and  undertake  to  re- 
habilitate them,  is  a  question.  Does  not 
this  description  include  all  that  my  hon. 
friend  means — "  Any  society  or  association 
of  persons  for  fraternal,  benevolent,  in- 
dustrial or  religious  purposes,  among 
which  purposes  shall  be  the  insurance  of 
the  lives  of  the  members  thereof  ex- 
clusively ?  " 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK — I  suppose  it  does. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— This 
Bill  does  not  apply  to  such  companies, 
and  it  is  proposed  that  the  Act  of  1877 
shall  not  apply  to  them.  If  my  hon. 
friend  thinks  it  wiser  to  propose  anything, 
we  will  be  able  to  consider  it  when  the 
Bill  goes  before  a  committee  of  the  whole 
House.  •  In  the  meantime  I  think  it  is 
very  doubtful  whether  any  such  amend- 
ment should  be  made. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— Some 
anxiety  has  been  felt  in  the  province  from 
which  I  come  with  respect  to  the  position 
Parliament  may  take  on  this  question. 
In  Charlottetown  some  companies  exist 
which  may  be  tenned  benevolent  societies. 
Sometimes  they  are  known  by  singularly 
grotesque  names,  but  the  object  in  every 
-case,  is,  I  believe,  some  benevolent  pur- 
pose, and  I  take  it,  from  the  remarks 
which  have  just  fallen  from  the  Minister 
of  Justice,  that  such  a  society  as  that  shall 
not  come  under  the  operation  of  this  Bill. 
I  hope  that  is  so,  because  all  that  the 
associated  companies  wish  for  is  simply  to 
be  let  alone.  If  they  should  be  brought 
under  the  operation  of  the  Bill  and  made 
to  deposit  large  sums  of  their  capital,  I 
think  it  would  probably  have  the  effect  of 
destroying  them  altogether  and  stopping 
their  operation.  There  is  a  wide  distinc- 
tion between  companies  which  are  ordi- 
narily known  as  insurance  companies  and 
these  more  humble  and  unpretending 
X2 


affairs  which  are  understood  to  be  benevo- 
lent associations.  The  former  consist  of 
owners  of  capital  who  unite  for  the 
purpose  of  making  a  profit  from  then: 
capital ;  others  are  parties  who,  knowing 
each  other,  and  having  confidence  in  each 
other,  unite  together  for  the  purpose  of 
having  the  benefit  of  mutual  support  and 
assistance  in  the  ordinary  business  of  life 
and  on  the  death  of  members.  It  seems 
to  me  these  are  two  distinct  objects  alto- 
gether. The  one  is  a  speculation  by 
capitalists,  involving  the  employment  of  a 
large  amount  of  capital  and  a  large  staff 
of  officials,  all  of  whom  are  not  quite  so 
honest  as  they  might  be,  and  the 
consequence  is  that  public  confidence 
is  shaken  in  such  societies  and 
we  have  to  rely  upon  the  action  of 
Parliament  and  of  the  treasury  to  support 
our  interest.  The  other  is  a  totally  dif- 
ferent affair.  All  the  parties  interested  . 
are  known  to  each  other  and  have  confi- 
dence in  each  other,  and  any  unnecessary 
interference  on  the  part  of  Parliament  is 
likely  to  do  injury.  I  know  from  com- 
munications I  have  received  from  a  mem- 
ber of  one  of  those  societies  in  Charlotte- 
town  that  such  a  feeling  prevails  in  their 
minds.  As  they  have  done  no  harm,  and 
as  this  Bill  cannot  possibly  do  them  any 
good,  the  better  way  would  be  to  let 
them  alone. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

CANADA  TEMPERANCE  ACT,  AND 

LIQUOR   LICENSE  ACT 

AMENDMENT  BILL 

SENATE  AMENDMENTS   INSISTED  ON. 

The  order  of  the  day  having  been 
called, — 

GoDsideration  of  Meeeage  from  the  House 
of  Commons  relative  to  the  amendments 
made  by  the  Senate  to  tBill  92)  Further  to 
amend 'The  Canada  Temperance  Act,  1878, 
and  The  Liquor  License  Act,  188.3  $— ot(2« 
''  Minutes,"  page  743.— (The  Hon.  Sir  Ale^. 
Campbell.) 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL  said :  In  glancing 
over  the  report  of  the  debates  on  Thurs- 
day I  noticed  that  the  hon.  member  from 
Toronto,  Mr.  O'Donohoe,  expressed  a 
wish  that  this  matter  should  be  postponed 
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until  Wednesday.  Now,  I  am  quite  pre- 
pared either  to  meet  his  view  or  go  on 
with  the  Bill,  as  the  House  may  desire: 
I  have  no  plan  of  my  own  in  particular 
to  carry  out ;  I  am  willing  to  go  on, 
or  postpone  the  consideration  of  the 
amendments.  ( Go  on,  go  on  ! )  Then 
I  will  proceed  The  amendments  which 
are  now  to  come  under  our  consideration, 
made  by  the  House  of  Commons  to 
those  which  were  made  in  this  House 
and  transmitted  to  them,  I  see  are 
seven  in  number.  It  will  be  well  for  hon. 
gentlemen,  perhaps,  to  have  our  minutes 
before  them  open  at  page  743,  where  the 
amendments  made  to  our  amendments 
are  set  forth  in  order  and  at  full  length. 
Before  taking  these  amendments  into 
consideration  I  may  be  permitted  perhaps  to 
make  some  general  observations  upon  them. 
I  think  the  questions  involved  in  these 
amendments  come  before  us  now  under 
very  different  circumstances  from  those 
existing  at  the  time  when  we  were  making 
them.  The  House  of  Commons  have 
given  their  formal  decision  upon  all  the 
matters  submitted  to  them  and  that  de- 
cision is  now  brought  down  to  us.  It  is  of 
course  in  the  powerof  this  House  to  disagree 
with  the  amendments  which  that  House 
has  made,  but  at  this  period  of  the  session 
I  think  it  must  be  admitted  on  all  hands 
that  for  this  House  to  do  so  and  to  send 
the  Bill  back  to  them  is  certainly  equiva- 
lent to  throwing  out  the  measure  altogether. 
There  can  be  no  reasonable  prospect  of 
that  House  being  able  to  take  any  action 
upon  it  or,  if  it  did  take  action,  of  its  coming 
to  any  different  decision  from  that  to  which 
it  has  already  come  twice,  on  the  most  im- 
portant and  perhaps  the  only  amendment  on 
which  this  House  would  care  to  insist  I 
think  the  action  which  will  be  taken  by  this 
House  at  this  time  is  really  decisive  and 
final  on  this  Bill.  If  this  House  is  willing 
to  accept  the  Bill  as  it  comes  to  us  from 
the  House  of  Commons,  then  of  course 
there  is  no  difficulty  in  the  way,  and  the 
Bill  in  that  case  can  become  law.  If,  on 
the  other  hand  the  House  is  not  willing  to 
accept  the  Bill  as  it  comes,  or  insists  upon 
carrying  out  its  view  on  any  one  of  the 
points,  then  the  amendments  so  earnestly 
desired  and  assented  to  by  both  branches 
of  Parliament  will  have  to  be  set  aside, 
because  one  amendment  cannot  be  carried 
into  effect.    Is  the  House  prepared  to  take 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL, 


the  responsibility  of  thus  defeating  a  Bill 
which  both  Houses  consider  to  be  neces- 
sary because  its  own  opinion  on  one  par- 
ticular point  is  not  agreed  with  in  the 
other  House  ?  I  think  it  is  only  fair  to 
put  it  before  you  in  that  light.  I  do  not 
propose  to  enter  on  any  discussion  of  the 
Bill  or  to  introduce  anything  which  would 
lead  to  discussion.  I  have  been  looking 
into  the  order  of  procedure  in  cases  simi- 
lar to  this,  and  I  notice  Bourinot  says : — 

'*  W^hen  amendments  made  by  one  House 
to  a  Bill  from  the  other  House  are  received 
back,  and  are  under  ooneideration,  it  is  not 
regular  to  diecuee  the  Bill  itself,  or  its  prin- 
ciple, or  the  policy  of  the  Government  there- 
on ;  but  the  debate  must  be  confined  to  the 
amendment.  Nor  on  a  motion  for  disagree- 
ing to  an  amendment  of  this  kind,  is  it  regu- 
lar to  enter  into  a  general  discussion  of  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  but  all  debate  shouid  be 
confined  to  the  amendment  and  the  reasons 
for  the  same." 

Now,  if  we  can  adhere  to  the  rule 
which  is  here  suggested  to  us,  I  think  it 
should  not  occupy  us  any  very  great 
length  of  time  to  dispose  of  the  whole  of 
these  amendments.  I  imagine  that  as  to 
six  of  them  there  will  be  little  or  no 
serious  objection  ;  of  course  I  anticipate 
an  objection  to  the  6th.  I  have  said  that 
the  difficulty  of  our  not  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  would  probably  result  in 
throwing  out  the  Bill,  because  I  see  that 
the  practice  which  is  required  in  matters 
of  this  kind  necessarily  involves  a  certain 
amount  of  delay.  The  practice  of  a  con- 
ference between  the  two  Houses  in  order 
to  bring  about  an  agreement  in  matters  on 
which  they  have  disagreed  has  become 
obsolete.  The  permission  for  it  remains 
on  the  rules  because  occasions  might 
arise  where  it  would  be  desirable  to  resort 
to  it,  but  as  a  matter  of  fact  it  has  not 
been  resorted  to  at  all  in  the  Dominion 
Parliament,  nor  indeed  since  1863.  On 
this  point  Bourinot  says : 

**  The  old  practice  of  resorting  to  a  con- 
ference, in  order  to  bring  about  an  agreement 
between  the  two  Houses  is  now  virtually 
obsolete,  though  the  Commons  have  still  a 
rule  on  the  subject." 

And,  in  glancing  at  what  should  be  done 
if  this  House  thought  it  expedient  to  have 
a  conference,  I  find  that  the  provisions 
are  such  that  it  would  not  be  desirable  to 
attempt  anything  of  the  kind.  For  in- 
stance, when  the  delegates  of  the  Houses 
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meet  in  conference  they  have  no  power 
whatever  to  discuss.  The  commissioners 
from  the  House  asking  the  conference 
simply  present  the  record  of  what  has  been 
done  in  that  House;  the  others  simply 
receive  it,  and  there  is  no  authority  what- 
ever for  any  discussion  or  explanation,  or 
anything  of  the  kind. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— There 
is  a  free  conference. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— No,  that  comes 
afterwards.     Bourinot  says  : — 

"The  report  of  the  managers  for  the  Hoase 
at  whose  request  the  conference  has  taken 
place  is  in  siibetanoe  that  they  have  roet  the 
managers  for  the  other  House,  and  have  de- 
livered to  them  the  communication,  with 
which  they  were  charf^ed.  The  report  of  the 
managers  for  the  other  House  is  substantially 
that  they  have  met  the  managers  for  the  for- 
mer and  that  the  purpose  of  the  conference 
was  to  make  a  certain  communication  which 
they  have  received,  and  which  they  then  pro- 
ceed to  lay  before  the  House.  The  report  of 
the  managers  is  then  to  be  considered,  and 
disposed  of  by  the  House  to  which  it  was  sent, 
which  may  take  place  immediately,  or 
be  postponed  to  a  future  time.  The  result 
will  be  comuiunicated  to  the  other  House  by 
a  message.  Sometimes  a  second  conference 
will  be  necessary  when  the  first  has  not  led 
to  an  agreement  between  the  Houses." 

On  that  second  conference  in  the  same 
way  no  discussion  takes  place,  but  on  the 
failure  of  those  two  conferences  to  adjust 
the  difference,  a  free  conference  takes 
place  and  here  the  managers  are  free : — 

*'  To  attempt  by  personal  persuasion  and 
argument  to  effect  an  arrangement  between 
the  two  Houses.  When  a  frc^e  conference  is 
held  business  is  suspended  in  both  Houses.'' 

I  do  not  think  either  House  would  be 
willing  to  suspend  business  at  this  period 
of  the  session  : 

**  The  Commons  stand  the  whole  time  un- 
covered within  the  bar  at  the  table.  The 
lords  walk  uncovered  to  their  seats  where 
they  remain  sittine  and  covered  during  the 
whole  conference.*^ 

I  merely  read  this  to  show  that  it  would 
be  inexpedient  to  resort  to  a  conference. 
The  matter  is  accomplished  now,  as 
Bourinot  shows,  by  message,  the  reason 
being  attached  explaining  why  there  is  a 
disagreement  with  reference  to  any  amend- 
ment Taking  these  amendments  then  in 
order,  I  find  it  is  necessary  that  each  item 
should  be  dealt  with  by  a  separate  resolu- 


tion. I  did  desire  to  put  two  or  three  of 
them  together,  and  I  thought  it  might|[be 
conveniently  done,  but  the  impropriety 
and  inexpediency  of  it  has  been  pointed 
out  to  me,  and  I  shall  therefore  present 
as  the  first  resolution  : — 

**That  this  House  does  not  insist  on  its 
amendments  in  the  fifth  clause  of  the  second 

grovieo  of  its  third  amendment  to  the  said 
ill." 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
That,  as  I  understand  it,  is  that  spirits 
shall  not  be  disposed  of  as  this  amend- 
ment contemplated — on  certificate  of  a 
License  Inspector — but  they  shall  con- 
tinue to  be  disposed  of  on  the  certificate 
of  two  Justices  of  the  Peace  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— Yes. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
have  no  objection  to  that 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL  moved  that  this 
House  doth  concur  in  the  addition  made 
by  the  House  of  Commons  to  the  said  3rd 
amendment,  that  addition  being  to  insert 
words  requiring  a  registry  to  be  kept  of 
all  the  sales  of  spirits. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr,  VIDAL  moved  that  this 
House  doth  not  insist  on  its  6th  amend- 
ment to  the  said  Bill  He  said :  I  might 
mention  that  this  is  to  restore  the  clause 
struck  out  of  the  Bill  by  this  House, 
imposing  a  penalty  upon  physicians  who 
violate  the  law.  It  is  considered  that 
that  provision  should  be  made.  It  does 
no  harm,  and  reflects  no  discredit  upon 
any  members  of  the  profession,  except 
those  who  are  really  guilty  of  a  violation 
of  the  law. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^-I 
dare  say  my  hon.  friend  has  treated  this 
matter  in  a  proper  and  regular  way.  I 
propose  to  deal  with  it,  not  as  a  member 
of  the  Government  much  less  on  behalf 
of  the  Government,  but  as  a  member  of 
the  Senate.  It  seems  to  me  that  as  this 
House  has  taken  a  certain  stand  upon 
this  matter,  that  our  action   should  be 
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upheld  or  we  should  abandon  it ;  that  if 
the  action  of  the  Senate  is  to  be  upheld 
that  we  should  be  ready  to  give  reasons 
for  it,  and  it  seems  to  me  to  be  proper,  as 
the  leader  of  the  House,  to  take  care  that 
the  action  of  the  House  is  properly  repre* 
scnted,  and  to  take  care,  as  far  as  I  can, 
that  the  reasons  which  may  be  given  for 
the  action  of  the  Senate  are  such  as  will 
justify  it  in  its  own  eyes  and  in  the  eyes  of 
the  public  I  think  upon  the  whole  that 
it  is  better  for  the  House,  with  reference 
to  the  other  amendments  of  this  Bill — 
passing  by  the  ones  to  which  I  have 
assented — to  adhere  to  the  course  which 
it  resolved  upon  some  few  days  ago  when 
the  Bill  was  before  the  House.  We  then, 
after  much  deliberation,  and  after 
fair  discussion,  and  with  the  facts 
all  before  us,  arrived  at  certain 
decisions  as  to  what  should  be  done  with 
reference  to  these  various  provisions. 
With  reference  to  the  one  immediately 
under  discussion,  the  House  thought  that 
it  was  not  a  reasonable  thing  to  make  a 
physician  liable  to  summary  proceed- 
ings before  a  Justice  of  the  Peace, 
and  we  accordingly  struck  out  the 
provision  which  the  Bill  contained  to 
that  end.  The  Commons  re-inserted  that, 
but  instead  of  giving  us,  as  I  think  we  are 
entitled  to  have  had,  some  reason  showing 
why  and  how  they  thought  that  provision 
was  unnecessary,  they  simply  assert  that 
the  provision  is  necessary.  Whoever 
drew  up  that  portion  of  the  Message, 
did  not  fairly  consider  the  relations 
of  the  two  Houses,  or  represented 
properly  the  idea  which,  I  think,  should 
govern  the  parliamentary  intercourse  be- 
tween the  two  Houses.  Instead  of  giving 
lis  a  reason  why  the  amendment  that 
we  have  made  in  that  particular  was  un- 
necessary, the  cause  alleged  in  the  paper 
is  the  simple  one  that  "  the  provision  is 
necessary  in  order  to  the  proper  and 
effective  enforcement  of  the  law." 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  Commons 
give  as  a  reason  :  **  Because  abuses  have 
arisen  in  counties  in  which  the  Act  has 
been  adopted,  owing  to  the  absence  of  a 
penal  clause  of  this  nature" 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— That 
is  simply  saying  to  us  that  we  are  wrong, 
that  the  provision  we  thought  was  un- 

HON.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


necessary  is  necessary.  They  should 
have  told  us  why  it  b  necessary.  I  have 
prepared  a  message  in  which  I  suggest 
the  reasons  why  the  provision  is  unneces- 
sary :  '*  That  the  Senate  doth  insist  on  its 
6th  amendment  to  the  said  Bill  for  the  fol- 
lowing reasons : — That  the  reasons  adduced 
in  the  message  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons do  not  show  how  or  why  the  provi- 
sion stricken  out  of  the  said  amendment 
is  necessary  in  order  to  the  proper  and 
effective  enforcement  of  the  law ;  second, 
because  by  law  provision  already  exists 
for  indicting  and  punishing  medical 
men  and  others,  who  give  certificates 
under  the  Canada  Temperance  Act  of 
1878,  for  other  than  medicinal  purposes, 
and  that  it  is  not  expedient  that  medical 
men  charged  with  such  offences  should  be 
tried  summarily  before  Justices  of  the 
Peace." 

Now  I  quite  agee  in  this.  I  do  not 
think  it  is  a  fair  thing  to  try  medical  men 
summarily  for  an  offence  against  the  Act 
The  House  must  bear  in  mind,  and  those 
members  who  are  most  in  favor  of  this 
Act  will,  if  they  reflect,  admit  that  there 
are  many  occasions  when  a  medical  man 
gives  a  certificate  fairly  and  properly,  for 
which  he  might  be  brought  before  a 
magistrate  who  is  so  earnest,  so  to  speak 
— I  do  not  want  to  use  any  offensive 
words — in  his  belief  in  the  virtues  of  this 
Act,  and  so  anxious  to  enforce  it,  that  a 
medical  man  would  have  but  scant  justice 
from  him,  and  I  do  not  want  to  impose 
that  liability  on  the  medical  profession. 
The  Commons  propose  in  addition  to  ex- 
posing medical  men  to  that  risk,  to  expose 
clergymen  to  it  also.  I  think  that  is  still 
more  objectionable.  I  would  not  on  any 
account  agree  to  that.  Is  it  reason- 
able or  fair  that  where  a  clergyman, 
in  the  absence  of  a  medical  man, 
gives  a  certificate  that  alcohol  is  ne- 
cessary, he  shall  be  liable  to  be 
proceeded  against  summarily  before  a 
Justic  of  the  Peace  who  is  earnest 
in  his  admiration  of  the  law,  and 
very  anxious  to  enforce  it  ?  Is  it  a  fair 
thing  to  expose  a  clergyman  to  that 
risk  ?  I  think  not  I  certainly  would  not 
do  it,  and  neither  would  I  do  it  as  regards 
medical  men.  As  regards  that  feature  of 
the  Message  which  comes  from  the  House 
of  Commons  I  propose  that  we  reply 
that    we    insist    upon    our    amendment 
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for  the  reasons  I  havt  given.  I  have  a 
general  Message  in  my  hand  which  I  pro 
pose  as  a  return  to  the  Message  which  has 
been  sent  to  ns  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons) but  I  cannot  go  through  the  whole 
of  it  with  reference  to  each  amendment, 
bot  will  limit  it  to  the  amendment  which 
my  hon.  friend  has  moTed  shall  be  concur- 
red in,  as  being  the  most  convenient  way 
(rf  meeting  if.  I  move  the  amendment 
which  I  have  read  to  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— I  cannot  at  all 
agree  with  the  view  of  the  Minister  of 
Justice  when  he  says  that  an  insufficient 
reason  is  attached  to  this  amendment  sent 
up  to  us  from  the  House  of  Commons. 
They  give  as  a  reason  for  disagreeing  to 
the  6th  amendment,  that  abuses  have 
arisen  in  counties  in  which  the  Act  has 
been  adopted,  owing  to  the  absence  of  a 
penal  clause  of  this  nature,  and  the  pro- 
vision  is  necessary  in  order  to  the  proper 
and  effective  enforcement  of  the  law.  It 
is  certainly  the  opinion  of  able  lawyers 
who  have  looked  into  this  matter  that 
there  is  no  provision  in  the  Canada  Tem- 
perance Act  for  the  punishment  of  a 
{^ysician  who  in  this  way,  knowingly  and 
wilfully  violates  the  law.  Is  it  the  inten^ 
tion  of  this  honorable  House  that  a  person, 
even  if  occupying  a  high  position  in 
society  should  escape  from  punishment 
if  he  knowingly,  and  wilfully  and  frequently 
violates  the  law  ?  Why  should  he 
escape? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— It 
is  not  that  he  should  escape  pun- 
ishment, but  that  that  kind  of  proce- 
dure is  unwise  and  inexpedient,  and  no 
reason  is  assigned  for  such  a  provi- 
sioa 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— The  reason  as- 
signed by  the  House  of  Commons  is 
sufficient,  that  abuses  of  this  nature  have 
existed  in  counties  where  the  Act  is  in 
force,  and  it  has  been  found  impossible  to 
impose  a  penalty.  Who  does  it  harm  ? 
Owr  whom  are  we  asked  to  throw  the 
diield  of  our  protection  ?  Not  over  the 
honest  upright  man  who  discharges  his 
duties  faithfully,  but  over  the  man  who 
disregards  the  kw,  who  may  have  a  pre- 
judice against  the  law  and  sets  it  at 
defianoe. 


Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH--Who  is  to 
be  the  judge  whether  he  has  committed  a 
breach  of  the  law  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — I  say  that  it  is  out 
bounden  duty  to  enforce  the  law,  and  to 
protect  the  law,  and  to  impose  the  penahy 
no  matter  how  high  may  be  the  position 
in  society  of  that  person  who  violates  the 
law.  If  it  is  thought  there  may  be  danger 
in  having  such  cases  tried  before  one  ma? 
gistrate,  the  clause  might  be  amended  by 
providing  that  they  should  be  tried  before 
two  magistrates ;  but  I  do  not  think  that 
there  is  any  danger.  I  do  not  think  the 
offense  would  be  a  common  one  ;  and 
where  it  is  committed  the  case  can  be 
safely  trusted  to  a  magistrate  who  will  not 
have  any  object  or  any  desire  to  inflict  a 
penalty  upon  any  physician,  and  if  he  did 
so  improperly  there  is  an  opportunity 
for  an  appeal 

Hon.  Mr-  POWER— Would  the  hon. 
gentleman,  be  kind  enough  to  read  the 
provision  in  the  original  bill  which  was 
struck  out 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— The  original  bfll 
stood  thus :  *^  and  any  medical  man  who 
<<  gives  such  a  certificate  for  any  other  than 
"strictly  medicinal  purposes,  shall,  for  the 
^'  first  offence,  be  liable,  on  summary  con* 
*'  viction  before  any  one  or  more  justices 
"  of  the  peace  under  the  Act  3and  and 
"  33rd  Vic,  chap.  31,  to  a  penalty  of  $20^ 
"  and  for  the  second  or  any  subsequent 
''offence  shall  be  liable,  on  summary 
conviction,  to  a  penalty  of  $40."  I  can* 
not  conceive  any  valid  objection  to  such  at 
clause  remaining  in  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  Minister  of 
Justice  says  that  a  provision  already  extsts^ 
in  the  law  for  the  punishment  of  a  viola- 
tion of  it  by  a  medical  man.  I  was  not 
aware  that  such  a  provision  existed,  and  I 
should  like  to  have  it  made  dear  that 
there  is  such  a  provision. 

HoN.SiR  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— There 
is  no  doubt  that  an  offence  of  this  sort 
under  the  Act  may  be  committed ;  there 
is  no  doubt  there  may  be  an  accessory  to 
the  offence,  and  the  person  who  gave  the 
false  certificate' would  be  an  d^essory  to 
the  crime,  and  would  be  indictable  as  such.' 
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Hon.  Mr  SCOTT— In  drawing  up  the 
Act  I  had  not  that  in  view,  and  I  must 
say  that  at  that  time  I  had  a  hig^  appre- 
ciation of  the  medical  profession  and  I  did 
not  think  it  was  possible,  until  after  the 
disclosures  that  came  to  light  in  Halfon 
and  Prince  Edward  Island^  that  there  were 
men  in  the  profession  who  would  stoop 
so  low  as  to  give  the  certificates  that  we 
have  read  of—certificates  ordering  four 
gallons  of  brandy  for  one  prescription,  or 
72  bottles  of  porter,  enough  to  take  a  bath 
in.  These  were  the  abuses  for  the  repres- 
sion of  which  this  amendment  was  con- 
sidered necessary,  and  abuses  that  the 
Message  from  the  Commons  properly 
points  ta  If  there  is  no  provision  in  the 
law  to  meet  such  abuses,  I  say  it  is  time 
that  that  provision  was  mad&  Medical 
men  should  not  be  protected  when  they 
openly  violate  an  Act  of  Parliament,  and 
do  it  for  mercenary  purposes.  I  am  told 
that  in  Prince  Edward  Island  some  medi- 
cal men  carry  about  with  them  certificates 
for  spirituous  liquors  which  they  sell  at  $1 
each,  wholly  irrespective  of  whether  they 
are  required  for  medicinal  purposes  or 
not  It  is  for  this  reason  the  House  of 
Commons  introduced  this  amendment. 
To^ay,  as  far  as  my  knowledge  of  the 
Act  goes,  it  does  not  reach  medical  men 
who  violate  the  law  in  this  way,  unless 
you  choose  to  reach  them  by  a  provision 
of  this  kind,  notwithstanding  what  has 
fallen  from  my  hon.  firiend  to  the  contrary. 
The  hon.  gentleman  has  stated  there,  as 
part  of  the  record,  that  a  provision  does 
exist  for  indicting  a  medical  man  who 
gives  a  false  certificate  for  spirits.  This 
provision  asked  for  is  no  stronger  than 
the  one  he  quoted,  yet  he  objects  to  thb 
because  he  says  no  adequate  reason  is 
assigned  for  it  No  other  reason  is  neces- 
sary than  the  one  the  House  of  Commons 
has  given,  that  abuses  have  occurred  and 
that  this  provision  is  necessary.  I  myself 
illustrated  on  a  former  occasion  the  abuses 
of  the  law,  giving  the  names  of  the  parties 
and  the  quantities  of  liquors  sold  under 
certificates  firom  medical  men. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— Will  the  hon. 
gentleman  give  us  the  name  of  the  medical 
man  in  Prince  Edward  Island  who  peddle 
certificates  at  $1  a  piece? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  read  the  name 
of  the  man  who  ordered  four  gallons  of 


brandy   and    7  a    boltles    of  porter   as 
prescriptions^ 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— The  hon. 
gentleman  made  a  statement  that  medical 
men  are  travelling  through  Prince 
Edward  Island  peddlmg  certifKuites  at  $1 
a  piece,  and  I  ask  him  for  the  names? 

Hon.  Mr.  ROBITAILLE  —  The 
hon.  gentleman  from  Ottawa  has  given  us 
good  reasons  why  we  should  insist  upon 
not  exposing  medical  men  to  what  may 
become  a  persecution.  He  states  here  in 
the  presence  of  learned  gentlemen  in  this 
House  that  a  medical  man  is  blameable 
because  he  thinks  proper  to  give  a  certtfi^ 
cate  for  four  gallons  of  brandy  or  7a 
botdes  of  porter  to  any  man  for  medicinal 
purposes.  It  strikes  me  that  it  is 
very  easily  explained.  Take,  for  in- 
stance, a  person  who  has  sick- 
ness in  bis  femily,  living  in  a 
country  place,  and  it  is  necessary,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  medical  attendant  thax  there 
should  be  spirits  in  the  house  on  account 
of  those  who  are  ill  there.  He  gives  a 
certificate  for  four  gallons  of  brandy  for 
the  simple  reason  that  it  is  a  stock  to  be 
laid  in,  may  be  for  months,  to  be  used  for 
medicinal  purposes.  Then  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman must  understand  that  if  you  ocdcr 
a  barrel  of  bottled  porter,  that  it  contains 
just  72  pint  bottles,  and  therefore  I  say 
that  a  person  living  at  a  distance  from  a 
city,  where  such  things  cannot  be  procured, 
should  have  a  certificate  from  a  medical 
man  in  order  to  get  a  supply  that  may  last 
for  some  months.  Who  is  to  be  the  judge 
that  the  certificatehasbeen  wrongly  issued  ? 
Would  the  hon.  gentleman  himself  pretend 
to  say  that  a  medical  certificate  was  wrong- 
fully issued  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
physician  himself,  is  a  correct  certificate  ? 
Who  is  going  to  judge  the  action  of  the 
medical  man  ?  The  first  man  you  meet 
in  the  street  may  come  up  and  accuse 
the  medical  man  of  having  wrongfully 
issued  a  certificate,  and  who  is  to  judge 
him?  He  will  bring  him  befoe 
the  first  magistrate  he  finds — perhaps 
a  magistrate  whose  name  was  suggested 
to  the  authorities  for  the  purpose  of  the 
prosecution  which  is  mentioned  by  this 
Act  I  say  you  expose  honorable  men  to 
be  brought  before  a  magbtrate  who  inter* 
poses  himself  between  the  person  who  ve- 
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Gcives  the  certificate  and  the  man  ^ho 
issued  it  He  will  put  his  opinion  against 
that  of  the  medical  man,  and,  by  author- 
ity of  this  Act,  perhaps  condemn  him  un- 
lustly.  The  physician  in  such  case  will 
be  ruined  in  character  and  ruined  in 
pocket, and  tothis  risk  he  would  be  exposed 
especially  in  country  places  where  politics 
run  very  high  in  some  sections,  and 
^ere  you  find  some  political  party  will 
prosecute  a  medical  man  of  the  opposite 
party,  magistrates  will  be  found  who  will 
go  to  work  cheerfully  to  ruin  a  profes- 
sional man's  character. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  regret 
very  much  that  the  hon.  gentleman  6om 
Samia  and  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Ottawa 
should  have  made  up  their  minds  f  o  oppose 
this  amendment,  because  it  does  seem 
to  me  that  there  is  very  good  ground  in 
the  argument  which  has  been  brought 
forward  by  the  leader  of  this  House  for 
the  course  which  he  has  taken ;  and  inas- 
much as  I  have  myself  systematically  in 
these  debates  supported  the  action  of  the 
gentlemen  who  are  in  favor  of  the  Scott 
Act,  I  would  wish  most  sincerely  to  be  able 
to  pursue  that  course  throughout  But  it 
seems  to  me  that  the  pokey  which  the 
hoa  gentlemen  have  thought  proper  to 
adopt  in  this  particular  instance  is  an  un- 
reasonable one,  and  I,  as  a  man  who  [h:o- 
fesses  to  be  guided  as  much  as  possible 
fay  the  best  judgment  I  can  bring  to  bear 
upon  a  question  of  this  importance,  am 
hindered  in  consequence  from  giving  them 
the  support  upon  this  motion  which  I  have 
given  them  hitherta  It  seems  to  me  that 
a  justice  of  the  peace  is  not  a  proper  tri- 
bunal to  send  a  medical  man  before.  It 
must  be  pretty  well  known  to  members  of 
this  House  the  dass  from  which^  justices 
of  the  peace  are  generally  drawn  in  a  pro- 
vince They  are  excellent  men,  estimable 
men  in  their  proper  sphere  in  Ufe,  as 
fiumers  or  membm  of  society  generally. 
In  our  PTovince,at  all  events,!  may  say  with 
perfect  knowle^e  of  the  fact,  it  very  rarely 
happens  that  they  act  in  their  judicial  capa- 
city, and  consequently  they  have  not  that 
readiness  and  experience  in  weighing  and 
deciding  cases,  so  essential  to  the  proper 
adttinistntion  of  justice — ^particubrly  in 
a  case  of  this  sort  And  tother  I  see  an 
objection  to  the  course  which  the  hon. 
genticnaa  from  Samia  and  Us  friends 


propose  on  this  occasion,  that  it  is  rea- 
soMble  to  assume  that  the  informer  in 
this  case  will  carry  the  information  before 
magistrates  who  are  notoriously  in  fiivor 
of  the  Temperance  Act  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Samia  assumes  at  once  that 
the  man  is  guilty  of  the  act  he  is  charged 
with.  You  may  take  that  man,  who 
is  innocent  in  the  eyes  of  the  law 
until  proved  guilty,  to  be  tried  for  his 
character  and  position  in  society  before  an 
inexperienced  magistrate,  or  before  two 
magistrates,  both  of  whom  are  openly  and 
professedly  opposed  to  the  very  act  with 
which  he  is  charged.  They  are  avowedly 
members  of  temperance  societies,  and 
strong  supporters  of  the  Temperance  Act, 
and  that  is  the  tribunal  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  would  select,  and  which  he 
insists  upon  taking  a  medical  man  before 
to  be  tried  on  an  mformation  of  this  sort 
These  are  reasons  which  have  such  force 
in  my  mind  that  on  this  occasion,  with 
great  regret  I  admit,  I  am  obliged  to  act 
in  a  different  manner  from  what  I  have 
heretofore  done  on  this  important  ques- 
tion. I  shall,  therefore,  upon  this  motion, 
support  the  leader  of  the  Government 

The  House  divided  on  the  amendmenti 
which  was  carried  on  the  following  division: 
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Hon  Mr.  VIDAL— It  will  be  neces- 
sary*  as  a  matter  of  form,  that  we  take 
a^ioti  upcm  the  next  amendmeDt,  though 
of  course  it  falls  to  the  ground  by  the 
amendment  which  has  just  carried.  I 
move  that  this  House  doth  concur  in  the 
amendment  made  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  the  words  restored  to  the  said 
Bill  in  page  two,  line  fifteen. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX  CAMPBELI^I 
move  in  amendment 

That  the  Senate  doth  disagree  to  the  further 
amendment  made  by  the  House  of  Commons 
to  the  words  stricken  out  of  the  Bill  by  the 
said  Bi^ih  amendment,  tor  the  following 
reasons :~ 

1.  For  the  reasouB  above  given  for  insisting 
upon  the  said  sixth  amendment 

2.  Because  the  said  further  amendment  is 
not  consequent  upon  the  said  sixth  amend- 
moat. 

3.  Because  by  the  said  further  ameDdment 
Clergymen  charged  with  giving  certificates  lo 
be  nf»ed  for  the  pnrnope  of  evading  the  pro- 
vif*ions  of  "  The  Canada  Temperance  Aei, 
IHIH/*  would  be  tried  summarily  before 
Justices  of  the  Peace,  which  is  even  more  to 
be  deprecated  than  that  Medical  men  jshould 
he. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to  on  the 
same  division. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— I  move  that  this 
House  doth  not  insist  on  its  loth  amend- 
ment to  the  said  Bill  to  which  the 
Commons  disagree.  This  relates  to  strik- 
ing out  the  forms  given  in  the  schedules. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
dissent  as  strongly  from  this  as  from  any 
other  of  the  amendments.  It  was  pro> 
posed  in  the  Bill  originally  that  certain 
forms  should  be  laid  down  for  the 
guidance  of  magistrates.  Now  those  ibrms 
are  misleading,  and  I  have  instances 
which  I  propose  to  offer  to  the 
House  where  they  are  misleading. 
There  are  three  forms  given — 8,  9  and  10 
— which  point  to  a  conviction  before  a 
magistrate  for  ofiences  over  which  the 
magistrate  has  no  jurisdiction.  A  magis- 
trate has  no  jurisdiction  over  the  offence 
of  tampering  with  a  witness ;  he  .has  no 
jurisdiction  over  compromismg  or  com 
pounding  a  prosecution;  he  has  no 
jurisdiction  over  the  offence  of  being  party 
to  a  comprofpise.  nor  are  these  offences 
made  offences  over  which  a  magistoate 


has  jurisdiction  by  the  Act.  Nothing 
could  be  more  misleading  than  offering  to 
a  magistrate  a  form  to  do  a  thing  which 
he  has  no  right  to  da  I  propose  that  we 
insist  upon  our  amendments,  and  that  we 
give  theae  reasons  : — 

1st.  Because  the  forms  given  in  the  schedule 
to  the  Bill  are  vague,  loose  and  misleading. 

2nd.  Because  in  certain  cases  the  said 
forms  might  lead  magistrates  to  make  con- 
victions contrary  to  law,  as,  tor  instance,  the 
forms  numbered  8,  9,  and  10  respectively  in 
« Schedule  U,"  which  relate  to  .indtctabW 
ofiFences  not  punishable  on  summary  con- 
viction. 

3rd.  Because  it  is  not  expedient  to  make 
any  further  departure  from  the  lone  establi- 
Hhed  and  salutary  rules  of  procedure  and 
evidence  in  criminal  cases, 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  had  nothing  to 
do  with  the  drawing  up  of  those  forms 
and  have  not  compared  them  with  the 
Act  to  see  whether  provision  has  been 
made  for  punishing  parties  for  suborna- 
tion. I  find  under  clause  100  of  the 
Canada  Temperance  Act  that  any  person 
who  violates  the  law  is  liable,  on  sum- 
mary conviction,  to  a  penalty  or  punish- 
ment, and  it  makes  provision  for  the 
trial  of  such  offences  before  certain  offi- 
cials. Has  my  hon.  friend  looked  care- 
fully into  that  ? 

Hon.  Sir. ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Yes, 
I  have  looked  into  it  and  had  it  looked 
into  by  one  of  my  own  officers. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  hon.  gentle- 
man may  be  right.  I  have  not  looked 
into  it  and  cannot  pronounce  any  opinion. 
On  the  former  point,  however,  I  consider 
the  hon.  gentleman  is  wrong. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  on  the  same 
division. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL  moved  that  this 
House  doth  not  insist  upon  its  xith 
amendment  to  the  said  Bill  to  which  the 
Commons  disagree. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELIr— This 
is  the  clause  which  proposed  to  permit  the 
sale  of  small  beer,  light  wines  and  cider. 
The  House  of  Commons  disagree  to  this 
amendmem;  for  the  following  reasons : — 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Temperaiicd  Aatj  «^,  [JULY  6, 1885]  Anhendfneni  £tiU, 


1161 


^  Beeaase  it  is  «  vioIiKiioD  ol  the  fmidamenl 
tal  priDcipIes  of  the  Act,  which  where  adopted* 
prohibits  the  sale  of  all  iotoxicatiog  liquors 
tor  beverage  parposes  ;  and  because  the  Act 
has  already  been  adopted  in  good  laith  by 
the  Electors  in  61  GouDties  aad  Gitice  of  the 
Dominion^  believioff  that  ander  the  expreea 
provisions  of  the  law  it  would  continue  in 
lorce  unimpaired  for  three  years,  and  would 
then  only  be  repealed  by  the  same  authority 
which  adopted  it;  and  the  passiae  of  the 
amendment  would  be  a  breach. of  laitn  on  the 
part  of  Parliament  with  the  Electors  of  these 
Counties  and  Cities  ;  and  further  because  the 
amendment  is  in  direct  opposition  to  the 
wishes  of  a  large  portion  of  the  Electors  of 
the  Dominion  ae  manifested  by  the  petitions 
presented  to  Parliament." 

I  cannot  fancy  reasons  being  given 
which  are  less  based  on  knowledge  of  the 
constitution  and  of  parliamentary  law  than 
these  are.  They  presuppose  a  sort  of 
compact  between  Parliament  and  a  certain 
portion  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  who  may 
have  voted  for  the  Temperance  Act  in 
certain  localities  and  that  this  compact 
binds  Parliament  to  those  people  not  to 
interfere  with  or  alter  the  law  for  three 
years.  It  is  not  only  incorrect  in  itself, 
but  it  is  a  violation,  it  strikes  me,  of  all 
those  principles  which  are  recognized  by 
constitutional  lawyers.  It  rests  with  Par- 
liament to  deal  with  those  things.  Even 
if  Parliament  had  passed  a  law  not  to 
change  this  Act  in  any  way  for  three  years, 
it  does  not  bind  any  other  Parliament. 
We  could  come  here  and  legislate  upon  it. 
It  is  open  for  us  to  do  what  we  think  best 
for  the  whole  country  now.  We  legislate 
as  we  please  about  it  and  we  are  not 
bound  by  what  was  done  last  session  or 
former  sessions,  and  there  is  nothing  in 
the  constitution  by  which  Parliament 
has  entered  into  a  compact  not  to 
do  anything  which  might  be  considered 
desirable  in  the  public  interest,  and, 
besides,  this  message  misrepresents  it  as  the 
law  as  it  stands.  The  law  as  it  stands 
Parliament  has  not  pledged  its  faith 
not  to  interfere  for  three  years  with  the 
Act,  but  it  is  that  the  executive  shall  not 
interfere  for  three  years  unless  Parliament 
desires  it  to  interfere.  That  is  the  law, 
and  not  what  they  cite.     I  propose : — 

''That  the  Senate  doth  insist  npon  its 
elerenth  aroendment  to  the  said  Bill,  lor  the 
feUowiog  reasons  t— 

1.  Beeaose  the  said  amendment  is  desirable 
in  the  true  intezeets  of  tempcranoe. 


My  hon.  friend  from  Ottawa  laitghs  at 
that  That  ia  as  true,  to  roy  mind,  aa 
anything  oaa  be.  I  believe  honestly  and 
heartily  that  in  the  true  interests  of  tem- 
perance it  is  right  that  people  should 
be  allowed  to  drink  wine  and  cider. 

2.  Because  the  reasmis  adduced  in  the 
messsge  from  the  House  of  Commons  for 
disagreeing  to  the  said  amendment,  ignore 
the  constitutional  and  sovereign  authority  of 
Parliament  in  the  making,  amending  and 
repealtag  of  laws. 

It  is  laid  down  there  that  we  cannot  do 
this  thing,  because  we  did  so  and  so  three 
years  ago.  Nothing  could  be  more  errone- 
ous, nothing  less  susceptible  of  being 
maintained  by  any  constitutional  lawyer. 

3.  Because  there  is  nothing  in  "  The  Can- 
ada Temperance  Act.  1878,''^  to  warrant  the 
Electors  of  those  Cities  and  Counties  in  which 
the  second  part  of  the  said  Act  has  already 
been  adopted,  in  believing  that  it  would  con- 
tinue in  force  unimpaired  ior  three  years,  the 
said  Act  providing  only  to  the  effect  that  no 
Order-in-Council  brineing  the  second  part 
thereof  into  force  shall  be  revoked  for  ttree 
years ;  and  the  true  intent  of  such  provision 
being,  not  that  the  Ace  should  continue  for 
that  period  unaltered  by  Parliament,  but  that 
the  ^ct  of  the  seoond  part  when  once 
adopted  should  not  be  impaired  by  the  Execu- 
tive without  the  consent  of  Parliament. 

And  because,  even  if  the  said  Act  had 
enacted  expressly  that  the  seoond  part  thereof 
when  once  adopted,  should  continue  in  force 
unaltered  for  three  years,  such  an  enactment 
would  have  been  subject  always  to  amend- 
ment and  repeal,  inasmuch  as  no  Parliament 
can  bind  subsequent  Parliaments  and  be- 
cttse,  aooovding  to  the  constitution  of  the 
British  Empire,  and  to  the  law  and  privileges 
of  Parliament,  there  is  no  compact  between 
Parliament  and  the  said  electors,  nor  can 
there  be  any  breach  of  faith  in  the  passing  of 
the  said  amendment. 

4.  Because  the  said  amendment  is  in  com- 
plianoe  with  the  wishes  of  a  large  number  of 
the  Electors  of  the  Dominion  as  manifested 
by  their  petitions  presented  to  Parliament. 

Petitions  are  alleged  on  one  side  ;  peti- 
tions exist  on  the  other,  and  if  it  is  proper 
for  the  House  to  say  they  refuse  to  accept 
thb  amendment  because  there  are  petitions 
presented  in  that  sense  it  is  quite  right  for 
UB  to  say  that  we  adhere  to  our  amend- 
ment because  there  are  petitions  presented 
to  us  m  this  sense. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  propose 
to  discuss  with  the  leader  of  the  House 
the  fint  proposition  whether  nations  can 
be  made  temperate  by  indulgence  in  light 
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wine  and  beer.  '  I  am  quite  willing  to 
accord  to  him  an  honest  conviction  whai 
he  tells  us  that  he  believes  temperance 
will  be  best  obtained  by  permitting  the 
use  of  those  beverages.  He  has  quite 
as  good  a  right  to  his  opinion  as  I  have  to 
mine.  It  is  one  of  those  cases  where, 
desiring  to  come  to  a  wise  conclusion,  we 
have  dissented  very  widely  in  the  opinions 
we  have  formed  on  that  subject  Coming 
to  the  next  point,  where  Parliament  b 
breaking  fieuth  with  those  who  have  adopted 
the  Temperance  Act,  I  dissent  directly 
from  his  views.  There  are  some  con- 
stitutional lawyers  in  the  other  Chamber, 
and  the  opinion  there  was,  on  both  sides, 
that  in  those  counties  where  the  Act  has 
been  adopted  it  would  be  manifestly 
improper,  and  retroactive  legislation,  to 
disturb  die  state  of  things  existing  in 
those  counties. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I  am 
rather  disposed  to  agree  that  in  those 
counties  where  the  Act  has  been  carried 
some  [»x>vision  should  be  made  for  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— My  hon.  friend 
spoke  generally.  He  made  no  exception. 
This  Act  is  rather  different  from  ordinary 
acts  of  Parliament  It  is  a  local  option 
act  We  pass  a  law  and  say  to  the 
people  "  here  is  a  law  which  you  can  carry 
and  if  it  is  carried  it  will  be  enforced  for 
three  years."  That  cs  clearly  the  under- 
standing that  it  connot  be  disturbed  or- 
repealed  for  three  years.  If  it  cannot  be 
repealed  it  cannot  be  changed.  There- 
fore, I  say  it  is  not  keeping  faith  with  the 
people  when  we  say  to  them  that  what  we 
call  light  wines  and  beer  shall  be  sold  not- 
withstanding the  Act  has  been  carried.  I 
will  not  discuss  at  length,  because  I  would 
be  addressing  unwilling  ears,  why,  I  con- 
sider we  are  making  a  great  mimke.  I 
only  wish  to  express  my  regret  tet  the 
Seniate  should  put  on  record  such  an  opin- 
ion on  a  question  that  is  so  pwely  one 
relating  to  the  peof^e.  It  is  a  subject  matter 
that  we  relegated  to  the  people.  Parliament 
said,  '*  We  are  not  going  to  pass  prohibi- 
tory laws,  but  we  will  allow  the  people  to 
pass  prohibitory  laws  in  various  localities. 
If  the  temperance  education  is  up  to  that 
level,  we  will  permit  them  to  carry  it  and 
put  the  law  in  force."  I  say  Mb  amend- 
ment is  a  direct  breach  of  faith  with  the 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOIT. 


people  who  carried  that  law.  I  think  thie 
Senate  is  making  a  great  mistake,  and  one 
which  we  will  regret  in  future,  in  placing 
ourselves  so  diametrically  opposite  to  the 
law  we  have  ourselves  given  the  people 
and  on  which  they  have  already  expressed 
their  opinion.  So  far  as  those  counties 
which  have  not  yet  carried  the  Act  are 
concerned  I  think  Parliament  can,  with 
ample  justice,  make  any  provision  k 
pleases  as  to  what  beverages  should  be 
admitted  under  this  Act,  but  so  far  as 
those  counties  are  concerned  which  have 
already  adopted  the  Act,  I  say  it  isadear 
breach  of  faith. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— As  this  is  a 
question  affecting  the  constitutional  powers 
a(  Parliament  the  House  may  indulge  me 
in  a  few  observations  on  the  subject,  es- 
pecially as  I  agree  with  what  has  been  said 
by  the  hon.  member  from  Ottawa,  and  at 
the  same  time  I  have  been  impressed  with 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Minister  of  Justice. 
In  such  a  matter  as  this,  above  all  others,  I 
think  the  House  will  be  disposed  to  be  led 
— influenced  certainly — but  probably  they 
will  consider  themselves  in  a  position  to 
be  led  very  much  by  the  instruction  we  get 
from  the  Minister  of  Justice.  We  have 
no  higher  authority  in  Ms  Parliament  and 
we  have  very  few  higher  authorities  in  the 
land  than  we  have  in  him,  and  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  on  the  general  question  I 
naturally  concur  in  the  constitutional  doc- 
trine that  he  has  laid  down.  I  think  that 
when  we  come  to  look  at  those  reasons 
which  have  been  given  by  the  House  of 
Commons  if  we  were  to  act  upon  that 
principle  and  apply  it  to  all  our  legislation 
we  should  very  soon  find  it  entirely  a  new 
doctrine  which  has  been  unheard  of  in  the 
history  of  Parliament  At  the  same  time 
I  have  a  very  strong;  wish,  with  regard  to 
this  i)articular  application  of  the  doctrine 
on  this  amendment  that  it  should 
not  affect  the  people  who  have  voted 
in  the  different  counties.  I  have 
that  sort  of  feeling,  and  if  it  were  in  our 
power,  in  accordance  with  the  usages  of 
Parliament,  to  make  an  amendment  to 
the  amendment,  which  we  submitted  in 
another  place,  I  should  be  disposed  to 
suggest  that  such  a  change  be  made  • 
While  I  am  upon  that  subject  1  may  say 
there  are  a  good  many  gentlemen  here 
who  are  impressed  with  the  idea  that  if . 
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we  insist  upon  this  amendment  it  will 
eflectually  kill  this  BOL  Upon  that  sob* 
ject,  also,  I  should  hesitate  to  give  a  vote 
in  fovor  of  the  motion  of  the  Hon.  Minis* 
ter  of  Justice,  did  I  suppose  it  would 
have  that  effect,  but  I  am  happy  to  say, 
in  considering  the  matter  and  looking  at 
the  authorities,  I  find  it  cannot  have  any 
flttch  effect,  because  while  we  cannot 
make  an  amendment  of  our  own  it  b  quite 
open  to  the  House  to  reconsider  their 
action  upon  the  subject  and  to  make  a 
consequential  amendment  to  this  which 
we  now  insist  upon.  I  find  the  doctrine 
very  clearly  laid  down  in  Bourinot,  and 
before  we  come  to  a  vote  upon  this  ques- 
tion I  think  it  is  quite  right  that  the 
House  should  understand  it  and  that  we 
should  not  be  deterred  from  giving  an 
opinion  on  this  question  by  any  considera- 
tion such  as  I  have  expressed  myself- 
that  is,  that  the  Act  might  not  go  into 
operation.    Bourinot,  at  page  553,  says  :• 

**  If  one  HooBe  agree  to  the  amendmenta 
made  in  a  Bill  by  the  other  Hoaae,  a  meeMge 
is  retarned  to  thai  effect,  aod  the  Bill  is  oon- 
•eqneDtly  ready  to  be  Bobmitted  to  the  Gov- 
eroor-General.  Id  case  the  amendmeDts  are 
objected  to,  a  member  may  propose  thai  the 
amendments  be  considered  that  day  three  or 
six  months;  and  when  such  a  motion  is 
agreed  to,  the  Bill  is  practically  defeated  for 
that  session.  Bnt  under  ordinary  circnm- 
stances,  when  there  is  a  desire  to  pass  the 
Bill  if  possible,  a  member  will  move  that  the 
amendments  be  disagreed  to  for  certain  rea- 
sons, which  are  communicated  by  message  to 
the  other  House  where  the  amendments  were 
made.  These  reasons  are  moved  after  the 
seeond  reading  of  the  amendmente.  If  the 
Senate  or  Commons  do  not  adhere  to  their 
amendments,  on  the  reasons  being  communi- 
eatiHl  to  them,  they  return  a  message  that 
*  They  do  not  insist,  etc.,  etc,'  and  no  fhrther 
action  need  be  taken  on  the  sutject.  Bat  if 
they  '  insist  on  their  amendment,'  then  the 
other  House  will  be  called  upon  to  consider 
whether  it  will  continue  to  disagree  or  waive 
its  objection  in  order  to  save  the  Bill.'* 

And  how  that  is  done  is  pointed  out 
immediately  after  on  page  554  : — 

2.  Neither  House  can  regularly,  at  this 
sta^,  insert  any  new  provision,  or  amend,  or 
omit  any  part  of  a  bill  it  has  passed  itself, 
and  sent  up  to  the  other  Hoose  for  oooour** 
Rooe.  But  it  is  perfbotly  in  order  to  pro* 
poee  any  amendment  to  an  amenJmeat  made 
by  the  one  House  to  a  bill  of  the  other  House, 
provided  it  is  consequential  in  its  nature: 
that  is  to  say,  consequent  upon  or  relevant  to 
ike  amendment  ander  consideration. 


Therefore,  when  this  amendment  is  in- 
sisted npon,  as  it  probabljr  will  be,  and 
goes  to  another  place,  it  will  then  be  for 
the  House  there  to  return  a  consequential 
amendment,  for  example,  in  the  direction 
I  have  indicUed  as  regards  its  operation 
upon  connties  that  have  aheady  passed 
upon  this  Act,  and  in  that  way  a  solution 
of  the  matter  could  be  arrived  at  I  am 
quite  sure,  from  the  feeiii^  which  has 
been  evinced  by  the  gentlemen  to  whom 
I  have  mentioned  the  subject,  that  they 
will  be  very  much  disposed  to  &vorably 
receive  any  suggestion  like  this  to  get  out 
of  the  difficulty ;  because  while  we  insist 
upon  the  constitutional  doctrine  as  to  the 
power  of  Parliament  to  change  the  law, 
still  we  desire  to  give  every  facility 
to  persons  situated  as  those  are  in 
countica  whcie  the  Act  has  been 
adopted,  to  have  the  benefit  of  the  Act 
if  they  desire  it,  and  it  can  be  done  in 
the  way  I  suggest  At  the  same  time 
I  cannot  too  strongly  insist  that  not  only 
it  n  a  new  and  most  unheard  of 
doctrine,  that  Parliament  not  only  cannot 
alter  an  Act  which  it  has  passed,  but  can- 
not make  a  new  provision.  I  have  only 
to  refer  to  the  hbtory  of  this  Canada 
Temperance  Act ;  we  have  been  altering 
that  Act  constantly,  and  the  changes  affect 
all  connties  in  which  the  Act  is  in  opera- 
tion. Every  detail  of  the  Bill  before  us 
shows  that  we  have  acted  on  that  principle. 
What  was  the  Liquor  License  Act  of  1883, 
passed  five  years  after  the  Canada  Tem- 
perance Act,  but  a  measure  to  interfere 
with  the  operation  of  the  Canada  Tem- 
perance Act,  and  in  my  own  county,  in 
which  the  Temperance  Act  was  in  force, 
the  Liquor  Licence  Act  was  also  in 
operation.  Nobody,  in  the  discussions  on 
the  liquor  license  Act  of  1883,  ever 
pretended  to  say  that  it  was  unconstitu- 
tional, or  that  we  should  not  make  such 
an  enactment  because  it  affected  the 
poevious  law  in  force  in  certain  counties 
throughout  the  Dominion.  I  hope  I  have 
made  those  two  points  dear,  first,  that  I 
should  be  willing  to  give  every  facility  to 
have  this  matter  reconsidered  in  another 
place,  which,  fortunately,  by  the  usages  of 
Parliament,  it  can  be,  and,  second,  to  insist 
strongly  on  the  right  of  Parliament  to 
l^slate  on  a«y  matter  on  which  they 
have  legislated  before. 
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Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— Icaanotallowlhis 
amendment  to  pass  without  at  least  put- 
ting on  record  my  views  concerning  it, 
and  lodging  my  emphatic  and  solemn 
protest  in  the  name  of  150,000  electors  of 
this  country  who  have  voted  for  the  Act^ 
against  the  outrage  which  I  insist  is  being 
perpetrated  upon  them.  A  great  deal  of 
argument  has  been  adduced  here  to  prove 
the  fallacy  of  a  statement  that  has  not 
been  made ;  in  the  reasons  given  to  us  by 
the  House  of  Commons  for  disagreeing 
with  this  amendment  there  is  no  suggestion 
that  Parliament  has  not  power  to  change 
the  law.  No  member  of  the  House  of 
Commons  would  allow  such  an  expression 
to  emanate  from  that  Chamber.  I  con- 
tend that  the  language  used  in  this 
message  is  justified  by  the  drcumstances. 
I  assert  that  this  amendment  is  a  violation 
of  the  fundamental  principle  of  the  Act 
Who  can  dispute  that  the  fundamental 
principle  of  the  Temperance  Act  is  to 
prohibit  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors, 
without  any  reference  to  the  quantity  of 
alcohol  in  them  ?  I  hold  that  the  amend- 
ment is  a  distinct  and  outrageous  violation 
of  the  principles  of  that  Act.  Where  in 
the  argument  used  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons do  you  find  anything  of  the  suggest- 
ion that  Parliament  had  not  the  power  to 
amend  its  laws  ?  There  is  no  such  thing. 
It  simply  says  it  would  be  a  breach  of 
faith  on  the  part  of  Parliament. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Hear!  hear  I 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — Is  it  not  a  pure 
breach  of  faith  on  the  part  of  Parliament  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELJ^No. 
What  they  say  is  the  order*in-council  shall 
not  be  revoked  for  three  years.  It  does 
not  say  that  Parliament  may  not  interfere 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — It  does  not,  but  it 
is  implied.  The  very  meaning  o(  that  Act 
is  that  where  it  is  adopted  it  should  not 
be  interfered  with  for  thi^ee  yeaia 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Not  by  order-in- 
90uncil. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — It  does  not  matter 
how.  I  am  speaking  in  the  natne  of  com- 
mon people,  who  believe  in  what  Pariia- 
ment  says,  that  that  Act  when  brought 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY. 


into  force  can  only  be  revoked  by  an 
order*in-councii  obtained  by  the  same 
mode  of  procedure,  but  the  vote  cannot 
be  taken  within  three  years.  The  people 
have  thus  the  right  to  expect  that  the  Act 
shall  be  kept  in  iotcQ  for  three  years,  and 
it  is  a  violation  of  an  implied  compact 
which  Parliament  entered  into  with  those 
who  believed  that  they  meant  what  they 
said.  Therefore,  I  contend  that  the  House 
of  Commons  were  perfectly  justified  in 
saying  that  it  is  a  breach  of  faith  on  the 
part  of  Parliament  with  those  who  accepted 
that  Act  The  Minister  of  Justice  him- 
self admitted,  after  his  attention  was  called 
to  the  matter  by  the  hon.  member  from 
Ottawa,  that  he  thought  there  might  be  an 
exception  made  in  favor  of  those  counties 
which  have  adopted  the  law. 

Hon.  §ir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^-I 
said  I  thought  they  stood  in  a  different 
position. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAl^— But  not  until  the 
hon.  member  from  Ottawa  had  called 
attention  to  it 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— It 
did  not  occur  to  me.  I  thought  if  some 
suggestion  were  made  to  the  other  House 
that  they  might  be  disposed  to  consider  it 
in  a  different  way. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL —  I  am  quite  aware 
that  the  hon.  gentkman  said  this,  and  I 
was  pleased  to  hear  it,  and  I  was  also 
pleased  to  hear  the  remarks  of  the  hon« 
gentleman  from  Amherst  in  the  same 
direction,  but  I  hold  the  reasons  given 
here  why  that  House  does  not  agree  to 
the  amendments  made  by  the  Senate  are 
valid  and  cogent  reasons  and  will  be 
appreciated  and  understood  by  the  people 
of  this  country.  1  am  convinced 
that  the  legislation  we  are  now  passing 
will  not  meet  with  the  approba- 
tion  of  the  country.  We  see  it  indi- 
cated  by  the  meetings  of  the  various 
church  courts  since  we  adopted  this, 
amendment ;  th^  speak  clearly  and  dis* 
tinctly  the  sentiments  of  the  people.  I 
say  that  we  are  proceeding  in  direct  oppo- 
sition to  the  sentiments  of  the  people  of 
this  country,  sentiments  made  known  to 
us  in  a  constitutional  way  by  their  repre-; 
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sentatives  in  the  other  Chamber  who  hare 
twice  voted  on  this  question,  once,  on 
the  motion  of  Mr.  Gigault,  which  was 
▼oted  down,  and  again  when  going  to 
them  with  the  express  sanction  of  this 
House,  when  it  was  defeated  without  a 
division. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— Will  my  hon. 
friend  state  what  were  the  numSers  in  the 
first  division  and  the  numbers  on  the 
second  occasion  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — I  do  not  remem- 
ber, but  it  is  of  no  consequence 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— 1  can  give  the 
number. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— The  hon.  gentle- 
man, if  he  were  running  an  election, 
would  be  very  glad  to  be  elected  by  a 
majority  even  of  two.  On  this  particular 
amendment  there  was  no  division  at  all, 
and  we  have  good  ground  lor  saying  the 
House  of  Commons  was  unanimously  op- 
posed to  it  The  records  of  that  Chamber 
would  justify  us  in  making  that  statement 

Hon.  Mr.  OGILVIE—In  the  same  way 
the  hon.  member  from  Sarnia  states  that 
he  has  the  names  of  150,000  electors  on 
his  petitions  here. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— I  did  not  say  a 
word  to  that  effect ;  1  saic^  I  represented 
150,000  people  who  had  voted  for  the  Act 

Hon.  Mr.  OGILVIE— Precisely ;  we 
have  petitions  here  on  our  side  of  the 
House  from  a  very  much  larger  number 
of  electors. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — I  am  not  speaking 
of  petitions,  because  I  know  how  little 
importance  is  attached  to  petitions  in  this 
House,  though  coming  from  the  most  in- 
fluential bodies  in  the  land,  but  I  claim 
that  I  represent  the  sentiments  of  150,000 
people  who  have  given  their  ballots  for 
adc^ting  the  Scott  Act ;  that  cannot  be  got 
over.  One  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  of 
our  electors  have  thus  distinctly  expressed 
themselves  in  favor  of  the  Act 

Hon.  Mr.  OGILVIE— Out  of  a 
minion. 


Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — I  hold  that  we  are 
not  meeting  the  views  of  the  country  as  a 
high  legislative  body  when  we  tamper  with 
a  Bill  which  the  people  value  so  highly 
and  which  they  wish  to  preserve  unim- 
paired 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  wish  to  say  a 
word  or  two  on  this  amendment  My 
hon.  friend  who  has  just  sat  down,  I 
regret  to  say,  has  given  us  very  much  the 
same  expression  that  he  gave  us  on  a 
former  occasion.  It  is  very  unfortunate 
that  these  discussions  cannot  take  place 
without  the  use  of  violent  epithets  and 
impugning  motives,  and  without  covert 
threats.  As  far  as  this  amendment  is 
concerned  the  question  is  a  perfectly 
simple  one  The  House  of  Commons 
give  us  a  reason,  which  we  do  not  think  is 
a  proper  one,  for  disagreeing  to  the 
amendment  One  reason  which  they  give 
is  that  we  have,  as  it  states,  made  a  com- 
pact with  the  persons  who  have  adopted 
the  Temperance  Act,  and  that  it  cannot 
be  amended  without  a  breach  of  faith. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — ^An  implied  com- 
pact 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— That  language 
cannot  be  applied  to  it  It  could  not  be 
changed  by  an  Order-in-Council,  but  Par- 
liament is  supreme  and  can  change  the 
Act  if  it  likes.  This  branch  of  Parliament 
has  chosen  to  change  it  My  hon.  friend 
lays  great  stress  on  what  he  terms  the 
voice  of  the  people  who  have  been  heard 
with  regard  to  this  measure.  Now 
although  the  Act  has  been  adopted  in 
many  counties,  a  fundamental  error  has 
been  perpetuated  in  every  election  that 
has  been  held  in  respect  to  this  Act.  I 
have  insisted  from  the  beginning  that  this 
Act  should  only  be  put  in  force  by  a 
majority  of  the  voters,  or  it  never  would 
have  the  respect  of  the  people.  I  say  so 
now,  yet  in  counties  which,  prior  to  the 
last  election,  had  registered  voters  to  the 
number  of  over  390,000,  this  Act  has  been 
put  in  force,  and  only  123,000  have 
voted  on  both  sides.  Does  the 
hon.  gentleman  speak  of  that  as  being 
evidence  of  tremendous  enthusiasm  on 
the  part  of  the  people?  Does  he  not 
know  that  the  association  of  which  he  is  a 
present,  has  used  every  method  possible 
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to  bring  people  to  the  polls  ?  Does  he 
not  know  that  there  is  an  enthusiastic 
and  zealous  organization  working  for  the 
Act  everywhere  ?  He  has  acknowledged 
that  large  sums  of  money  have  been 
spent  in  carrying  those  elections,  and  yet 
what  do  we  see?  The  other  day  an 
election  was  held  in  the  county  of  Middle- 
sex, where  there  are  nearly  90,000  inhabi- 
tants, and  where  there  were,  in  1882,  20,- 
000  registered  voters ;  how  many  people 
voted  for  and  against  that  Act?  Not 
one-third  of  the  people  registered. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.  C)— By 
what  majority  did  they  carry  it  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Two  or  three 
thousand.  There  are  about  20,000 
voters,  of  whom  only  6,000  went  to  the 
polls.  I  say  that  is  an  evidence  that  the 
popular  will,  which  we  are  called  upon  to 
respect,  has  not  been  expressed  in  those 
elections.  It  is  easy  to  hold  meetings  and 
abuse  this  body  as  not  representing  and 
not  being  responsible  to  the  people. 
Why  do  we  not  represent  the  people? 
Who  presumes  to  say  that  a  body  con- 
stituted as  the  Senate  is  has  ever  shown 
that  it  had  not  a  strong  desire  to  uphold 
the  morals  of  the  community  ?  We 
honestly  differ  in  opinion  from  the 
majority  in  the  other  House  and  we  are 
denounced  all  over  the  country  in  language 
which  certainly  is  not  temperate  language 
•—•denounced  in  the  most  abusive  manner. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says  we  are  standing 
against  the  will  of  the  people — ^that  is, 
against  the  will  of  150,000  out  of  1,000,000 
voters  in  this  Dominion.  I  do  not  deny 
that  150,000  persons  have  recorded  their 
votes  in  favor  of  the  Temperance 
Act,  but  the  hon.  gentleman  knows 
that  not  long  ago  there  was  an  elec- 
tion in  the  county  of  Perth ;  the  Scott 
Act  did  not  carry  there.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man is  very  fond  of  quoting  Scripture,  and 
he  says  one  of  the  strong  arguments,  per- 
haps not  of  himself  but  of  others  who 
uphold  the  Scott  Act,  is  that  we  must 
submit  to  be  punished  because  of  a 
brother's  offence.  I  will  tell  the  hon,  gen- 
tleman of  another  text  which  can  be  used : 
he  that  is  not  with  me  is  against  me 
You  cannot  rideboth  sides  of  that  question ; 
those  who  do  not  come  to  the  polls  we 
must  assume  have  not  an  enthusiastic  de- 

HoN.  Mr.  plumb. 


sire  to  have  that  Act  passed.  The  argu- 
ment is  used  that  because  they  do  not  go 
to  the  polls  they  approve  of  the  Act ;  we 
have  as  good  a  right  to  say — in  feet  a 
better  right  to  say — ^that  those  who  abstain 
from  going  to  the  polls  are  opposed  to  the 
Act  In  the  county  of  Hastings  the  Act 
was  submitted  to  the  people  and  it  was 
defeated.  We  have  a  right  to  assume  diat 
there  is  a  re-action  against  the  proscriptive 
methods  which  have  been  adopted  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  and  his  friends. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  rise  to  a  ques- 
tion of  order :  the  hon,  gentleman  has 
drifted  away  from  the  question  before  the 
House. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  am  adhering 
strictly  to  the  propositions  which  have 
been  made  by  the  House  of  Commons  in 
sending  back  this  measure,  and  if  the  hoa 
gentleman  will  read  the  message  he  will 
see  that  I  have  done  so.  It  says  :  "And 
further,  because  the  amendment  is  in 
direct  opposition  to  the  wishes  of  a  large 
portion  of  the  electors  of  the  Dominion  as 
manifested  by  the  petitions  presented  to 
Parliament."  I  have  a  right,  on  the  other 
side,  to  say  that  I  do  not  think  it  is  in  op- 
position to  the  wishes  of  a  large  majority 
of  the  electors  of  the  Dominion.  I  have 
a  right  to  go  further,  and  say  that  I  do  not 
believe  those  petitions  presented  by  the 
temperance  people  were  signed  by  elec- 
tors. There  is  no  proof  that  they  were ; 
we  cannot  say  whether  the  signers 
were  electors  or  not  Therefore  I  say 
the  hon.  gentleman's  contention  that  he 
represents  the  sentiments  of  the  people  is 
a  weak  one.  From  the  time  that  this 
amendment  was  passed  I  have  held  that 
it  was  desirable  that  the  counties  which 
have  already  adopted  the  Act  should  be 
exempted  from  the  operation  of  this 
amendment  Of  course  it  is  impossible 
for  the  Senate  to  make  any  amendment 
now.  I  should  be  very  glad  if  some  me- 
thod could  be  devised  by  which  we  could 
do  so,  and  I  am  quite  in  accord  with  the 
hon.  member  from  Ottawa  and  my  hon. 
friend  from  Amherst,  who  have  expre$sed 
that  desire.  I  triist  that  in  some  way  or 
other  a  satisfactory  solution  may  be  ar- 
rived at  of  that  difficulty. 

The  Senate  divided  on  the  motion  which 
was  agreed  to  on  the  following  division. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Adulteration  ofleod,  [JULY  6, 1885]  J)rv(ft,  eto.,  BiU. 


1167 


AlmoD, 

fiaillftrgeooy 

Bolduc, 

Boacherville, 

Campbell  (Sir 

Caryell, 

Cleroowy 

DeBIoiB, 

Dever, 

Dickej, 

Glasier, 

HamiliODy 

Kaulbach, 

McDonald, 

HcEiDdsey, 


Ghaffersy 
ChapaiSf 

Pemer, 

Girard, 

flajthorne. 

Leonard, 

MacIoDes, 

McMaster, 


GOKTaVTS  t 

Hod.  Messrs. 

McMillan, 

Maodonald, 

Montgomery, 
de.         Nelson, 
Alex.},  Northwood, 

O'DoDohoe, 

Ogilvie, 

P&quet, 

Plumb, 

Poirier, 

Read, 

Robitaille, 

Smith, 

Satherland, 

Thibaudeau.— 30 

NON-COXTBHTS  : 

Hon.  Messrs. 

Miller  (Speaker), 

Power, 

Scott, 

Stevens, 

Trudel, 

Vidal, 

Wark.— 15. 


Hon.  Mr.  VIDAl^-As  a  matter  of 
form,  it  is  necessary  to  take  action  on  the 
last  amendment,  although  in  substance  it 
has  been  decided.  I  move  that  this 
House  doth  not  insist  upon  this  12th 
amendment  to  the  said  Bill,  to  which  the 
Commons  disagree. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
move  in  amendment, 

That  the  Senate  doth  insist  upon  its  12th 
amendment  to  the  said  Bill,  because  it  is  the 
oonsequenoe  of  the  10th  amendment  upon 
which  the  Senate  doth  insist. 

The  motion  in  amendment  was  agreed 
to  on  the  same  division. 

HARBOR    MASTER  AT  HALIFAX 
BILL 

IN   COMMITTEE. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (148),  "An 
Act  to  amend  the  Acts  respecting  the 
appointment  of  a  Harbor  Master  at  the 
port  of  Halifax." 

In  the  Committee, 
On  the  and  clause. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  Minister 
saidywhen  the  Bill  was  at  the  and  reading 


that  he  would  ascertain,  before  we  went 
into  committee,  how  the  Harbor  Master 
in  St  John  was  paid,  whether  it  was  in 
exactly  the  same  way  as  the  Harbor 
Master  at  Hali£suL 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I  had 
forgotten.  I  will  ascertain  and  inform 
the  hon.  gentleman  at  the  third  reading. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  wish  to 
oppose  this  measure,  but  I  want  to  make 
one  remark ;  if  the  harbor  master  has  to 
pay  the  rent  of  his  office  and  boat  hire 
out  of  the  $1,800,  I  do  not  think  he  will 
make  much  by  the  change. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI,— It  is 
$aoo  more  than  he  had  before. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— But  before,  I 
think,  he  had  not  to  pay  those  expenses. 

The  SPEAKER— Yes,  he  had  to  pay 
them  out  of  a  very  small  salary. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— He 
paid  the  expenses  out  of  his  salary  of 
$1,600. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  think 
the  salary  is  excessive. 

The  SPEAKER— It  is  a  very  inade- 
quate one 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL,  from  the  Commit- 
tee, reported  the  BDl  without  amendment. 

ADULTERATION    OF    FOOD, 
DRUGS  AND  AGRICULTU- 
RAL FERTISIZERS 
BILL. 

COMMONS  AMENDMENTS  AGREED  TO. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
that  the  amendments  made  by  the  House 
of  Commons  to  the  26th  clause  of  Bill 
(W),  "An  Act  respecting  the  adulteration 
of  Food,  Drugs  and  Agricultural  Fertili- 
zers," be  agreed  to.  He  said :  There  is 
only  one  amendment  and  it  is  to  this 
effect,  that  the  penalties,  instead  of  going 
into  the  Consolidated  Revenue,  as  the 
Bill  originally  provided,  shall  go  to  the 
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municipalities,  and  in  some  instances  to 
the  private  prosecutor. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  10:30  p.  m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Tuesday y  July  ^th^  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THE    NORTH-WEST   REBELLION. 

REPORT  SUBMITTED. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— My 
hon.  friend  from  Prince  Edward  Island 
drew  attention  yesterday  to  the  fact  that 
no  official  report  from  the  Major-General 
commanding  the  field  forces  in  the  North- 
west had  been  laid  on  the  table  of  this 
House.  My  hon.  friend  was  quite  right  to 
draw  attention  to  the  fact  To-day  I 
repair  the  error  by  laying  on  the  table  a 
copy  of  the  official  report  from  Major- 
General  Middleton,  C.B.,  commanding 
the  North-West  field  forces,  concerning 
the  engagement  at  Fish  Creek  on  the  24th 
of  April,  1885,  Poundmaker's  Camp 
(near  Crees'  Reserve),  2nd  May,  1885,  and 
Batoche,  9th,  loth,  nth,  and  12th  May, 
1885. 

BILL  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (103),  "An  Act  respecting  the 
Electoral  Franchise."  (Sir  Alex.  Camp- 
bell) 

TROUBLES  IN  THE  NORTH-WEST 
EXPENSES  BILL. 

THIRD  READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  third  reading  of  Bill  (149),  "  An  Act 
for  granting  to  Her  Majesty  the  sum  of 
$1,700,000,  required  for  defraying  certain 
expenses  in  connection  with  the  troubles 
in  the  North-West  Territories." 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

HARBOR  MASTER  AT    HALIFAX 
BILL. 

THIRD  READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  thh-d  reading  of  Bill  (148),  "  An  Act 
to  amend  the  Acts  respecting  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Harbor  Master  at  the  port  of 
Halifax." 

He  said  :  I  prombed  I  would  give  my 
hon.  friend  from  Halifax  information 
respecting  the  amount  of  remuneration 
which  the  Harbor  Master  at  St  John 
receives.  Although  I  had  a  promise  from 
the  Minister  of  Manne  and  Fisheries  that 
the  information  would  be  here  this  after- 
noon, I  have  not  received  it,  but  the  third 
reading  of  the  Bill  can  be  postponed,  if 
necessary,  until  it  is  received. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  wish  to 
delay  the  passage  of  the  Bill,  because  the 
information  for  which  I  ask  would  not 
alter  the  Bill  in  any  way ;  it  was  only  in- 
formation for  myself. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

LIBRARY  OF  PARLIAMENT  BILL. 

third  reading. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (139),  "An 
Act  to  amend  the  Act  in  relation  to  the 
Library  of  Parliament" 

In  the  Committtee, 

On  the  ist  clause, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL-^The 
I  St  clause  provides  that  there  shall  be  two 
officers,  one  of  whom,  by  an  unfortunate 
nomenclature,  shall  be  called  the  general 
librarian,  and  the  other  the  parliamentary 
librarian.  The  details  of  the  bill  were 
discussed  on  the  third  reading.  There 
will  be  an  addition  of  one  third-class 
clerk,  and  the  expense  of  the  staff  will  be 
increased  by  $700.  I  argued  on  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  that  the  addi- 
tional expenditure  is  amply  justified  by 
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the  greater  number  of  members  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  the  increased  work  in  the 
Library. 

Hon.  Mr,  POWER— The  Minister  of 
Justice  thinks  that  the  names  chosen  for 
those  officers  are  unfortunate.  I  think  it 
would  be  well  for  the  Minister  to  suggest 
different  names.  I  am  sure  the  committee 
will  be  willing  to  make  the  change.  It 
would  be  a  great  deal  better  to  leave  the 
names  as  they  are  under  the  existing  law, 
and  to  say  that  the  assistant  librarian  shall 
have  special  charge  of  parliamentary  work 
and  that  his  salary  shall  be  larger  than  the 
salary  of  the  assistant  now  is.  I  have 
already  expressed  my  view  on  the  subject 
I  do  not  think  we  ought  to  create  this 
double-headed  office  when  it  is  not  neces 
sary.  Let  us  appoint,  if  we  will,  an 
assistant  librarian  with  a  large  salary  and 
with  special  duties,  but  let  us  not  have 
two  men  with  exactly  the  same  powers. 
It  is  going  to  lead  to  all  sorts  of  trouble 
and  confusion. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN — Is  it  really  con- 
templated that  the  duties  assigned  to  those 
two  officers  should  be  as  this  sub-section 
A,  in  clause  i,  would  convey  to  us,  that 
one  is  to  be  in  point  of  fact  the  general 
librarian,  having  general  charge  of  the 
whole  library,  the  general  collection  of 
works,  and  so  on,  and  that  the  other  is  to 
be  an  officer  who  might  be  more  strictly 
called  a  parliamentary  librarian,  and 
whose  duties  shall  be  to  advise  members 
of  both  Houses  on  parliamentary  law, 
etc.  ?  If  that  is  so,  I  can  understand 
sub-section  A  and  the  difference  made  ap- 
parently in  the  powers  of  the  two  officers  ; 
but  if  one  is  simply  the  head  officer  and 
the  other  the  assistant,  I  think  the  sub- 
section is  rather  misleading. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL—No, 
I  think  my  hon.  friend  is  not  right ;  there 
is  not  to  be  one  head  and  an  assistant 
I  apprehend  there  is  to  be  one  head  to 
have  charge  of  works  relating  to  parlia- 
mentary duties,  etc.,  and  law  books,  and 
another  to  have  charge  of  general  literature 
I  understand  that  these  two  officers  will 
be  co-equal  in  rank  and  salary.  Their 
duties  will  be  arranged  for  them  and  dis- 
tributed by  the  joint  committee  of  the 
two  Houses  on  the  Library  of  Parliament, 

Y2 


and  they  will  be  under  the  direction  of 
the  two  Speakers. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— That  is  not  so 
expressed  in  the  Bill.  It  gives  them  equal 
power  and  control  over  the  library,  t  am 
afraid  there  will  be  confusion,  and  I  do 
not  see  how  it  can  be  avoided. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
confusion  will  be  avoided  by  the  rules 
which  will  be  laid  down  by  the  Library 
Committee.  They  have  co-ordinate  pow- 
ers but  different  names.  They  will  receive 
their  directions  from  the  Speakers. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN— The  awkward 
part  of  it  is  the  last  two  lines  of  subsection 
A,  which  provides  that  they  "  shall  have 
equal  powers  as  respects  the  control  and 
management  of  the  library."  Now,  if 
both  these  gentlemen  are  to  act  under  the 
direction  and  control  of  the  Library 
Committee,  then  the  Library  Committee 
must  be  the  supreme  head  Otherwise  I 
do  not  see  how  there  can  be  two  heads 
having  control  over  the  Library  without 
the  two  clashing. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
Committee,  with  the  two  Speakers,  will  be 
the  head. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN— That  will  never 
do. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— My 
hon.  friend  recollects  the  system  we  pur- 
sued in  the  old  Parliament  at  Quebec 
when  we  had  two  librarians  ;  we  had  Dr. 
Todd  representing  the  Legislative  Assem- 
bly and  Dr.  Adamson  representing  the 
Legislative  Council. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN — Were  their  powers 
co-equal  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Yes, 
and  their  duties  were  the  same  and  they 
were  at  the  disposal  of  members  of  both 
Houses.  The  members  of  the  Legislative 
Council,  being  better  acquainted  with  Mr. 
Adamson,  went  to  him,  but  not  exclusively. 
I  remember  often  going  to  Mr.  Todd  to 
consult  him  on  matters  relating  to  the 
practice  of  Parliament,  he  being  familiar 
with  that  subject.     I  have  no  doubt  other 
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members  did  the  same  thing.  The  two 
officers  received  their  directions  from  the 
committee  on  the  library  and  there  was  no 
confusion. 

Hon.  Mil  ALLAN — I  was  under  the 
impression  that  one  was  the  Librarian  and 
the  other  was  the  Assistant  Librarian,  and 
that,  therefore,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
one  was  to  a  certain  degree  subordinate 
to  the  other. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— It  seems  to 
me  difficult  to  know  how  a  committee  of 
Parliament  will  control  the  action  of  those 
men  if  they  have  co-equal  powers  given  to 
them. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— Was  not  the  old 
arrangement,  spoken  of  by  the  Minister  of 
Justice,  in  consequence  of  the  two  bran- 
ches of  the  Legislature  having  each  a 
Library  of  its  o\%  n  ?  I  saw  books  the  other 
day  marked  "  Belonging  to  the  Library  of 
the  Legislative  Councir'  and  in  conse- 
quence of  that  I  am  of  the  opinion  that 
each  branch  of  the  Legislature  had  its  own 
Librarian. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— At 
the  time  of  which  I  speak  the  Libraries 
were  all  together,  and  theie  were  two  Li- 
brarians. There  may  have  been  a  time 
before  the  Union  when  each  of  the  Legis- 
latures had  a  library  of  its  own,  and  after 
the  Union  the  Legislative  Council  had  a 
librarian,  and  the  Lower  House  had  their 
librarian. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  Committee 
will  remember  that  when  we  discussed 
this  matter  in  the  House  a  day  or  two  ago, 
the  line  of  argument  adopted  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  was  that  there  were  two  official 
languages,  and  that  one  of  those  officers 
would  t)e  consulted  in  connection  with  the 
English  works  in  the  library ;  that  the 
ordering  ot  English  works  and  the  finding 
of  English  works  for  persons  who  wished 
to  consult  them  would  be  amongst  his 
duties  ;  and  that  the  other  officer  would 
have  the  selection  of  French  works,  and 
would  have  charge  of  that  Department  of 
the  Library.  I  do  not  gather  from  the 
explanation  of  the  Minister  of  Justice  that 
that  is  the  intention  now.  The  Minister 
says  that  one  of  those  gentlemen  will  have 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


charge  of  the  Parliamentary  and  constitu- 
tional Law  Library,  and  the  other  will 
have  charge  of  the'  general  business 
of  the  Library  in  other  department 
I  can  see  no  objection  to  that,  because 
it  strikes  me  that  the  duty  of 
selecting  the  English  works  for  the  library 
would  be  more  prof)erly  and  naturally 
discharged  by  the  EngUsh  librarian,  and 
the  duty  of  selecting  French  works,  no 
matter  in  what  department  of  literature  or 
science,  would  be  more  properly  in  the 
hands  of  the  French  librarian.  Now  the 
Minister  gives  us  to  understand  that  that 
is  not  to  be  the  case.  I  think  that  the 
proper  course  for  the  Government  to  take, 
having  left  Mr.  Decelles  to  act  as  librarian 
fior  more  than  a  year — whatever  they  might 
have  done  if  they  had  moved  immediately 
after  Mr.  Todd's  death — was  to  have  ap- 
pointed him  librarian,  and  then  to  have 
appointed  any  gendeman  they  pleased  as 
assistant  librarian  with  special  duties  if 
they  chose,  and  with  a  larger  salary  than 
his  predecessor  had.  As  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  York  has  said,  I  cannot  see 
how  the  business  can  be  satisfactorily 
transacted  under  two  heads;  and  with  res- 
pect to  the  work  done  by  the  Joint  Com 
mittee  of  Parliament  I  shall  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Minister  to  this  fact,  that  those 
two  officers  are  just  about  taking  office 
now  when  Parliament  is  about  to  be  pro- 
rogued, and  for  the  whole  of  the  recess, 
which  will  probably  last  six  months,  those 
gentlemen  will  be  acting  without  any  rule 
whatever  to  guide  them. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— They 
will  settle  down  to  their  duties. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  is  always 
the  way  with  the  Ministry  let  the  future 
take  care  of  itself,  and  then  when  they 
get  into  difficulties  Parliament  will  be 
asked  to  come  to  the  rescue. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  expres- 
sed  my  views  on  this  matter  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  and  I  have  since  seen 
no  reason  for  changing  them.  One  great 
objection  to  this  proposition  is  that  when 
once  we  have  established  this  course  of 
proceeding,  if  it  does  not  answer  the 
expectations  of  those  who  propose  it,  it 
will  not  be  very  easy  to  recall  it  If  you 
appoint  those  two  gentlemen  you  appoint 
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them  for  life,  or  during  good  behavior, 
and  it  will  be  very  hard  to  repeal  this  Act 
and  get  rid  of  this  arrangement  once  it  is 
Curly  established.  That  is  one  very  great 
objection  to  it  I  do  not  myself  recollect 
having  heard  of  an  instance  where  a  great 
national  or  public  library  was  managed 
under  two  co-ordinate  heads.  The  only 
instance  I  have  heard  of  is  the  one  refer- 
red to  by  the  Minister  of  Justice,  and  we 
have  very  little  information  respecting  it 
beyond  the  fact  that  such  was  the  case. 


Hon.  Sir  ALEX. 
worked  very  well 


CAMPBELL—  It 


Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  hope 
this  may  work  well,  but  I  do  not  think  we 
can  fairly  expect  that  it  will.  The  ordinary 
principle  ot  management,  which  is  carried 
out  in  the  everyday  affairs  of  life,  is  against 
the  probabilities  that  it  will  answer, 
deeply  regret  myself  that  this  is  done, 
because  we  naturally  take  great  pride  in 
that  library,  and  in  seeing  it  progressing 
in  utility  and  magnitude  every  year ;  and 
of  course  that  success  which  we  are  so 
proud  of  depends  very  largely  upon  the 
management.  I  consider  that  it  will  be 
next  to  a  miracle  if  those  two  gentlemen 
conduct  the  affairs  of  the  Library  in  a 
harmonious  manner. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN — In  justification  of 
what  I  said  just  now  I  wish  to  refer  to  the 
Act  which  this  Bill  amends,  and  which  is 
chapter  21  of  34  Vic,  in  which  the 
officers  of  the  Parliamentary  Library,  it  is 
stated,  shall  consist  of  a  librarian,  assistant 
librarian  and  so  on.  Then  it  says  that 
their  duties  shall  be  such  as  shall  be 
agreed  on  by  the  Speakers  of  the  two 
Houses,  and  concurred  in  by  the  Joint 
Committee  on  the  Library.  In  the 
schedule  where  the  salaries  are  put  down, 
the  salary  of  the  librarian  is  stated  at 
$2,500,  while  that  of  the  assistant  librarian 
is  $1,800,  which,  I  think,  is  a  very  strong 
proof  that  the  assistant  was  not  exactly  on 
the  same  footing  as  the  librarian. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  That 
law  still  remains  in  force,  and  that  por- 
tion of  the  statute  which  relates  to  the 
mode  in  which  the  duties  are  to  be  dis 
charged,  is  only  altered  by  the  co-equal 
authority  given  by  this  Bill,   while  the 


right  of  the  Committee  on  the  Library  of 
Parliament  to  make  the  rules  remains  in 
force. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  is  clear  that 
when  the  Act  of  187 1  was  passed,  the 
Government  were  of  the  opinion  that  the 
double-headed  system  was  not  as  good  as 
the  other. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— If 
you  have  one  officer  the  Librarian,  and 
the  other  assistant  Librarian,  the  latter 
must  be  considered  as  holding  a  subor- 
dinate position,  and  this  mode  of  appoint- 
ing librarians  is  consulting  the  good  feel- 
ings of  both  races,  which  I  think  is  a  very 
desirable  thing  to  do. 

The  clause  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— What  particular 
department  of  the  Government  has  charge 
of  the  appointments  to  the  library,  and 
promotions  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I  do 
not  think  any  particular  department  of  the 
Government  has  it  The  suggestion,  I 
think,  generally  emanates  from  the 
Premier,  and  is  mentioned  by  him  in 
Council,  and  discussed  there. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  notice  at  pre 
sent  that  there  is  a  gentleman  acting  as 
clerk  in  the  library,  who  is  not  on  the 
staff — he  does  not  appear  in  the  estimates 
as  being  on  the  staff. 

The  SPEAKER— He  has  been  put  on 
the  staff. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIRARD,  from  the  Com- 
mittee, reported  the  Bill  without  amend- 
ment 

The  bill  was  then  read  the  third  time 
and  passed. 

THE  LIQUOR  LICENSE  ACT  BILL 

SECOND   READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (134)  "  An  Act 
respecting  the  Liquor  License  Act,  1883." 
He  said:   Certain  portions  of  the   Act 
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referred  to  have  been  declared  to  be  uiira 
vir0S  by  the  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Canada.  By  the  original  Act  it 
was  provided  that  any  of  the  parties  con- 
jcerned,  the  Dominion  or  any  of  the 
'provinces,  might,  if  they  saw  fit,  appeal  to 
the  Privy  Council  in  any  event,  no  matter 
^what  thie  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court 
*^ might  be.  From  that  decision  an  appeal 
has  been  taken  by  the  Dominion,  and  the 
Provinces  of  Ontario,  Quebec,  British 
Columbia,  and  1  think  New  Brunswick, 
have  joined  against  it  That  appeal  has 
.  been  set  down  for  argument  in  November 
next  We  tried  to  get  it  set  down  for 
argument  in  July,  and  the  Attorney 
General  of  Ontario  was  anxious  that  it 
should  be  argued  in  July ;  but  the  ulti- 
mate fixing  of  the  time  for  the  argument, 
which  rests  with  some  of  the  officers  of 
the  Privy  Council  of  Her  Majesty,  was  for 
.  November,  and  we  may  look  for  a  decision 
of  the  question  between  then  and  the  next 
session  of  Parliament  Even  had  the 
argument  taken  place  in  July,  we  should 
not  have  had  a  decision  before  the  long 
vacation.  The  decision  of  the  Privy 
Council  is  referred  to  in  the  schedule 
attached  to  the  Bill,  together  with  the 
questions  and  the  story  of  the  hearing  and 
the  name  of  the  judge  who  dissented  from 
the  opinion  of  the  Court,  and  who  thought 
that  the  whole  Act  was  ultra  vires, 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  hon.  gentle- 
man has  referred  to  certain  portions  of  the 
Act  as  being  in  the  doubtful  category  of 
ultra  vires.  My  recollection  of  the  Act  is 
that  it  embraces  147  clauses,  and  that  all 
except  three  of  the  clauses,  which  profess 
to  supplement  the  Temperance  Act  of 
1878,  are  embraced  in  the  portions  de- 
cided as  being  ultra  vires.  This  Act  has 
been  a  confusmg  Act  from  the  time  it  was 
put  on  the  Statute  book.  The  Govern- 
ment were  warned  at  the  time  that  their 
Act  was  ultra  vires ;  still  they  persevered, 
and  made  a  vast  amount  of  confiision 
throughout  the  country  by  issuing  licenses 
under  it.  I  think  that  it  was  due  to  Par- 
liament that  the  Government,  in  suspend- 
ing the  Act  at  all,  should  have  suspended 
the  whole  of  it,  because  it  does  seem  ab- 
surd that  the  ceremony  of  appointing  a 
'board  of  commissioners,  and  a  number  of 
persons  named  as  Government  officials  all 
over  the  Dominion  simply  to  look  after 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


three  or  four  clauses  of  a  Statute  con- 
sisting of  147  clauses,  should  have  been 
entered  upon ;  and  it  would  have  been 
much  more  in  keeping  with  the  dig- 
nity of  the  Government  if  they  had  sus- 
pended the  whole  Act  until  the  final 
adjudication  had  been  arrived  at  We 
should  not  have  had  this  absurdity,  a 
Government  Board  of  Commissioneis 
which  had  nothing  to  do  except  to  em- 
harass  and  confuse  still  further  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Canada  Temperance  Act — 
because  that  undoubtedly  is  their  mission, 
and  nothing  else,  simply  to  embarass  that 
Act  and  bring  it  into  discredit,  and 
create  confusioa  Presumably  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Board  was  to  carry  out 
the  decision  of  Parliament  in  issuing 
licenses  under  the  Act 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  would  like  to 
ask  the  hon.  gentleman  by  what  authority 
the  Government  were  warned  that  this 
Act  was  ultra  vires  f 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I,  on  several 
occasions,  was  one  of  the  authorities  my- 
self ;  and  a  number  of  gentlemen  in  the 
House  of  Commons  gave  the  Government 
warning — every  gentleman  that  looked 
into  the  question  gave  the  Government 
warning.  This  question  came  up  in  1883 
in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne ;  if  the 
hon.  gentleman  will  consult  the  record  of 
that  date  he  will  find  what  my  views  were 
then  ;  that  the  Government  were  assuming 
to  act  in  this  matter  of  license  over  which 
they  had  no  possible  control,  and  I  called 
attention  to  the  indignity  that  was  offered 
to  the  Representative  of  the  Queen  in 
making  this  announcement  that  the  Par- 
liament of  the  Dominion  was  to  look  after 
the  licensing  of  the  public  houses  all  over 
the  country. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
hoa  gentleman's  opinion  is  not  conclusive, 
and  when  he  says  that  the  Government 
were  warned,  and  that  he  was  one  of 
those  who  warned  them,  it  is  assuming  a 
rather  high  and  lofty  position,  and  spr- 
ing from  a  standpoint  higher  than  any  of 
our  people  occupy.  He  warned  us  !  The 
hon.  gentleman  says  that  the  whole  of  the 
Act  should  be  suspended  In  his  ardor 
for  his  Temperance  Act  he  speaks  as  if 
all  who  attempted  to  lay  their  hands  on  it 
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were  anathema  maranatha.  If 'we  suspend 
the  whole  Act,  who  then  coald  deal  with 
licenses  for  the  sale  of  liquor  on  board 
steamers  and  other  vessels?  If  we 
suspend  the  Act  who  could  deal 
with  wholesale  licenses  ?  .  It  is  necessary 
tbat  whdesale  licenses  should'  be  issued, 
and  without  this  provision  in  the  Act,  ojf 
n^diich  the  hon.  gentleman  complains, 
restricting,  the  operation  of  the  License 
Act  to  those  parts  declared  to  be  ultra 
vires,  there  would  be  no  authority  to  deal 
with  wholesale  licenses,  and  they  could 
not  be  obtained  in  any  part  of  the 
Dominion.  That,  the  hon.  gentleman 
does  not  want,  but  if  we  do  not  adopt  this 
measure  no  licenses  could  be  issued  on 
steamers,  and  no  whc^sale  licenses 
could  be  issued  throughout  the  Domin- 
ion. 

^HoN.  Mr.  SCOTT— You  had  the 
authority  before. 

'  Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— We 
had  not  the  authority  before,  and  the 
Supreme  Court  have  declared  that  we 
have  it  under  this  Act.  That  is  their 
decision,  and  one  is  bound  by  the  law. 
The  Supreme  Court  has  decided  that  the 
administration,  as  regards  these  two  sub- 
jdctSv  of  wholesale  licenses  and  licenses  to 
vend,  liquor  on  board  steamers,  must  be 
governed  by  legislation  passed  by  this 
Parliament. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Nobody  doubted 


it. 


Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
hon.  gentleman  said  we  should  suspend 
the  whole  Act.  If  we  did  that  we  would 
suspend  the  power  to  deal  with  those  two 
things,  and  if  we  did  so  there  would  be 
no  power  in  the  Dominion  to  deal  with 
those  two  things.  We  would  be  all  at  sea 
again.  Therefore,  I  ask  is  it  not  the  true 
logical  and  legal  way  to  suspend  the  Act 
onl^  in  so  far  as  the  court  decided  it  was 
illegal,  and  maintain  the  Act  so  far  ^s  the 
court  declared  it  was  legal.  The  language 
is  as  plain  as  possible.  It  was  only  the 
hot],  gentleman's  afdor  for  the  temper- 
Btkct  cause  and  his  unwillingness  to  sanc- 
tion anything  and  everything  yii:hich  did 
not  meet  his  peculiar  views,  that  led.  him 
to«  object  to  the  BilL 


Hon-  Mr.  VIDAL— Had  the  BiH  which 
was  before  us  yesterday  passed  into  law 
there  would  be  no  necessity  for  me  4a: 
refer  to  a  point  to  which  I  now  wish  to- 
invite  the  Minister's  attentioa    The  145th 
section  of  the  License  Act  of  1883  is  one 
of   the    sections    pronounced    by    the 
Supreme    Court   to  be  intra  tires  and 
will    therefore    remain    in    force.       By 
the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  of 
New    Brunswick     that     145  th     section 
repeals  all  the  sections  of  the  Canada 
Temperance  Act  <^  1878,  relating  fo  pro* 
cedure  against,  and  the  convicting  and 
punishing  offenders.     We  will  then  be  \n 
this  anomalous  position,  presuming  the^ 
Supreme    Court  of   New  Brunswick   is' 
correct  in  its  judgment,  that  there  will  be  - 
the  keeping  in  force  of  a  part  of  the  law 
which  requires  action  to  be  taken  under . 
another  part  of  the  law  which  is  to  be 
suspended.     What  entire  and  utter  conni 
fusion  this  will  make  1    The  necessity  for : 
meeting  this  difficulty  was  recognized  at 
an  early  period  in  the  session  in  the  other' ^ 
House  and  a  short  Bill  was  introduced  for 
the  special  purpose  of  meeting  it  by  simply  » 
repealing  the  145th  section  of  the  License' 
Act.     When  the  Bill  amending  the  Tem-.^' 
perance  Act  was  adopted  by  that  House  > 
one  of  its  clauses  repealed  this   i45th't 
section,  and  therefore  the  hon.  gentleman ' 
who  had  charge  of  this  short  Bill  allowed' 
it  to  drop  because  the  other   measure 
accomplished  what  he  had  in  view.     I 
think  it  is  probable  that  the  Bill  amending 
the  Canada  Temperance  Act  will  fall  to  * 
the  ground.     We  have  no  more  reason  to 
suppose  that  the  House  of  Commons  will 
recede  from  their  amendments  any  more  ■ 
than  that  the  Senate  will  recede  from  theirs, 
so  it  is  likely  that  the  Bill  will  not  be 
passed.     In  view  of  that,  I  would  respect* ' 
fiilly  ask  the  Minister  ot  Justice  whether  t 
it  would  not  be  desirable  to  recognize  this-' 
difficulty,  and  when  the  House  is  in  com- 
mittee either  to  repeal  that  section. or  to 
make  some  other  provision  to  avoid  the' i 
anomaly  of  declaring  that  clause  in  force, 
when  it  depends  on  a  suspended  portion 
of  the  Bill  for  its  operation.     I  venture  ' 
respectfully  to  call  attention  to  it,  and  I 
trust  that  some  way  will  be  found  to  meet- 
the  difficulty. 

Hon.  Mr,  KAULBACH— I  thjnkmy 
hon.  friend  is  premature  in  anticipating  ' 
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the  acdoa  of  the  other  House  He  vDtx§  be 
prophetic  in  some  cases  but  not  in  this, 
and  until  we  know  what  is  the  determina- 
tion of  the  other  branch  of  Parliament  it 
would  be  unwise  to  take  any  action  in  the 
direction  suggested. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— Does  the  boo. 
gentleman  suggest  that  we  should  let  this 
Bill  stand  until  we  know  the  fate  of  the 
Bill  in  the  other  House? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— It 
makes  provision  which  would  be  sufficient 
if  the  law  is  as  the  Supreme  Court 
declares  it  to  be  in  that  respect,  but  there 
has  been  a  decision  in  the  Supreme  Court 
of  New  Brunswick  which  goes  in  the  other 
direction,  and  it  was  to  cure  the  evils 
resulting  from  that  decision  that  the  short 
Bill  was  introduced  in  the  other  branch 
of  Parliament  All  I  can  say  is  that  those 
gentlemen  who  take  an  interest  in  the 
subject  would  have  been  better  advised  if 
they  had  adhered  to  that  Bill,  and  pre* 
sented  it  to  us  for  the  purpose  of 
curing  an  evil  which  became  apparent 
from  the  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  New  Brunswick.  The  Bill  is 
complete  in  that  respect  that  the  part  of 
the  law  which  relates  to  putting  in  force 
the  provisions  of  the  Canada  Temperance 
Act  was  saved  by  the  decision  of  the 
Supreme  Court  It  saved  the  question  of 
vessel  licenses  and  wholesale  licenses,  and 
also  that  portion  of  the  Act  relating 
to  the  carrying  into  effect  the  provisions 
of  the  Canada  Temperance  Act  of  1878. 
So  that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  are 
complete  as  far  as  they  ga  Whether  the 
suggestion  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Samia 
should  be  followed  or  not,  the  subject 
deserves  consideration,  and  I  will  endeavor 
to  give  it  consideration ;  but  I  cannot  say 
irtiat  course  we  will  pursue. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— One  most  desir- 
able quality  ot  legislation  is  that  it  shoidd 
be  easily  understood  I  do  not  think  this 
Bill  has  that  quality.  What  I  mean  is, 
that  a  Bill  should  not  toke  a  very  superbr 
lawyer  to  understand  it  Laws  are  put  on 
the  statute  books  so  that  magistrates  and 
other  people  of  only  ordinary  legal  attain- 
ments  shall  be  able  to  understand  them. 
Now,  as  this  Bill  stands,  if  it  goes  into  the 
handi  of  the  average  man,  what  does  it 
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tell  him?  It  tells  hfan  that  certain  portions 
of  the  liquor  License  Act  of  18S5  and 
the  Act  amending  it  are  uUra  vires^  and 
that  the  portions  which  are  uiiru  tdru  are 
suspended.  The  decisbn  of  the  Supreme 
Court  tells  him  that  much.  It  seems  to 
me  it  woukl  be  better  if  Pariiame&t  had 
defined  the  portions  which  are  uii^a  v^ 
and  not  left  it  to  the  unfortunate  who  had 
to  deal  with  the  BHi  to  find  out  for  him* 
self  what  portions  were  covered  by  the 
decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  *Surdy 
the  officers  m  the  Department  of  Justice 
or  the  law  officers  of  the  House  of  Com* 
pons,  or  whoever  prepared  the  Bill,  should 
have  indicated  particulariy  the  portions  of 
those  previous  Acts  that  were  suspend- 
ed. I  think,  perhaps,  even  the  Hon.  ge»> 
tleman  from  Samia,  who  is  fiuniliar  with 
l^slation,  would  find  it  a  little  difficok 
to  know  just  how  much  of  the  Liquor  Li- 
cense Act  was  suspended  and  how  much 
was  not ;  and  I  appeal  to  the  Minister  of 
Justice  himself  to  say  if  he  does  not  think, 
in  view  of  the  fatit  that  this  Bill  when  it 
becomes  law  will  be  intended  for  the 
guidance  of  people  who  are  not  fomiltar 
with  law,  that  it  would  have  been  better 
to  define  the  portions  of  Ae  Act  that  are 
suspended. 

Hon.  Sir.  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
must  say  I  think  the  hoa  gendeman  is 
hypercritical  The  Bill  consists  ot  the 
enacting  clause  and  seven  lines.  It  simply 
declares  that — 

The  operation  of  such  portioDs  of  **  The 
Ligwr  Lieeiue  Act,  1883,"  and  of  the  <«  Act  to 
amend*  The  Liquw  Lkenee  AeU  I883»'"m 
the  Supreme  Court  of  C«oada  has  decUrad  by 
its  decision,  whereof  a  copy  is  in  tha  Boheduk 
to  this  Act  annexed,  to  be  vltra  niretf  is  and 
aball  be  suspended  unless  and  nntil  Uie  same 
shall  be  decided  \xf  the  Judicial  Committee  of 
the  Privy  Council  to  be  im^a  viree  of  the 
Parliament  of  Caaada. 

Then  the  judgment  follows,  and  it  says 
that— 

The  Acts  referred  toin  the  said  case  oaualy 
**  The  Liquor  License  Act»  1883/'  and  <•  An 
Act  to  amend  the  Liquor  License  Act,  1883,^ 
are  and  each  of  them  is  ultra  viree  of  the 
legislative  anihbrity  of  the  Parliament  of 
Canada,  except  in  so  ter  as  the  said  Aels 
respectively  purport  to  le^slate  respecting 
those  licences  mentioned  m  section  seven 
of  the  said  **  The  Liquor  License  Act^  1883,** 
which  are  there  denominated  vessel  licenses 
and  wholesale  licenses,  and  except  also  In  so 
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iw  M  the  Acto  remctivdy  relsie  to  the 
cwxyioffjoto  eflfeot  of  th«  jproTiauma  ci  «*  The 
Caoadft  Temperanoe  Act,  1878.*' 

This  Bill  suspends  all  which  are  uUra 
vires.  I  do  not  see  how  it  could  be  made 
phuner.  It  would  puzzle  anyone  to  write 
the  thing  in  more  ftmi^e  language^  or  to 
ezpiess  it  more  clearly  or  logically. 
Whatever  the  Supreme  Court  has  decided 
to  be  uiira  vires  is  suspended,  and  what 
the  Supreme  Court  declares  not  to  be 
Mi&m  vires  is  stated  in  the  few  words  in 
the  judgment  of  the  Supreme  Court 

HoK.  Mr.  SCOTT— Perhaps  the  hoa 
gentleman  will  tell  us  whether  clauses  83 
and  84  of  the  Liquor  License  Act  are 
suspended? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL--Yes. 

Hon.  Ms;  SCOTT— Then  what  is  the 
meaning  of  dause  14s,  which  declares 
that  certain  things  shall  be  a  contravention 
of  sections  83  and  84  which  are  sus- 
pended ?  You  are  keeping  in  force  one 
clause  which  relies  entirely  for  its 
opemtion  on  two  other  clauses,  whidi 
danses  are  suspended,  and  I  do  not  think 
any  court  can  make  anything  out  of  it 

HoK.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL-That 
veqr  fsuct  shows  how  much  better  it  was  to 
say  that  the  clauses  which  the  Court 
declared  ultra  vires  are  suspended, 
because  if  you  went  further  you  would  get 
into  a  labyrinth.  This  Bill  says'  that  those 
clauses  which  are  declared  to  b^  u/fpa 
vires  are  suspended.  That  is  a  clear  land- 
marie  which  will  guide  anycme  who  wishes 
totinderstand  die  law 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— If  that  was  an  en- 
tire  clause  by  itself  then  it  would  be 
operative,  but  to  make  the  14561  clause 
operative  at  all,  you  have  got  to  bring  into 
operation  two  clauses  which  are  suspended; 
the  basis  of  it  is  gone,  and  that  is  where 
the  embarrassment  is.  If  the  145th  dause 
were  altered  in  its  phraseology  so  as  to  be 
independent  of  the  other  two  clauses,  it 
could  be  understood.  The  simple  and 
proper  way  would  have  been  to  suspend 
all  the  clauses  in  which  the  Canada  Tem- 
perance Act  is  imported,  inasmuch  as  you 
cannot  make  sensed  of  flie  cUiuses  which 
are  left  relating  to  that  Act,  because  you 


are  repealing  some  clauses  which  are 
clearly  u/fm  vires  of  the  decision  of  the 
Supreme  Court  on  which  clauses  depend, 
for  its  meaning,  clause  145  which  is  pre- 
served. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBEUL-It 
only  shows  that  this  is  the  safest  way  of 
doing  it 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— You  throw  the 
onus  of  interpretinjg  it  on  the  unfortunates 
who  have  to  read  it 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL^ 
There  is  nothing  to  interpret 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  Bill 
was  read  die  second  time: 

HARBOR  COMMISSIONERS  OF 
THREE  RIVERS  BILL 

SECOND  RBADINa 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (150)  ''An  Act  to 
authorize  the  advance  of  a  certain  sum  to 
the  harbor  commissioners  of  Three  Rivers.** 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  At  BiU 
was  read  the  second  time. 

SUBSIDIES  TO  RAILWAYS,NORTH- 
WEST  TERRITORIES  BILL 

TKrRD  READINa 

The  House  resolved  itself  mto  a  Com* 
mittee  of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (147)  <'An 
Act  to  authorise  the  grant  of  certain  sub- 
sidies in  land  for  the  construction  of  the 
railways  therein  mentioned." 

In  the  committee, 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  was  not  in  the 
House  when  the  hon.  gentleman  made  an 
eiqilanation  with  refnence  to  another 
railway  which  I  thought  ought  to  have 
been  mcluded  in  this  Bill  I  understand 
that  my  hon.  friend  said  it  was  omitted 
because  the  promoter  of  this  Bill  in  the 
other  chamber  did  not  desjr^  to  press  it 
at  the  present  time.  However,  there 
seems  some  misunderstanding  on  the  sub- 
ject, because  it  was  his  desire  that  it  should 
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b^  included  I  would  like  to  give  further 
information  on  the  subject  The  company 
wias  incorporated  in  1880  and  was  allotted  a 
labd  grant  of  6,400  acres  of  land  per  mile. 
Wheh  it  was  announced  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne  that  that  land  grant  was 
to  be  made  free,  it  gave  a  stimulus  to  that 
enterprise,  which  was  an  important  one, 
connecting  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
with  Battleford.  I  have  always  maintained 
that  the  more  railways  you  can  have  in 
that  country  the  better.  I  should  like  to 
hear  that  an  Order-in-Council  will  be 
brought  down  and  approved  of,  giving  this 
compai^i  the  same  advantage  as  the  others 
which  are  mentioned  in  thie  Bill,  because 
if  it  is  left  over  for  another  year  there  is 
danger  that  it  will  drop  out     Some  $75,- 

000  has  been  expended  on  the  line  already 
and  it  seemed  to  the  promoters  of  the 
raiiwi^  that  k  should  not  be  le$|[;  be- 
hind.       / 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  .CAM.PBELL— I 
should  be  glad  to  assist  in  any  way  to 
being  the  North-West  Central  Railw;^ 
b4ck  into  the  position  which  the  roads 
mentioned,  in  this  Bill  occupy.  As  I 
understopd,  the  chief  promoter  oi  that 
Billsaid  that  he  did  not  want  the  matter 
pressed  at  present 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  is  a  mis- 
unAei$imding,  I  am  told* 

t    r  ; 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Well 
it  is  very  unfortunate.  I  asked  about  it 
on  Friday  or  Saturday,  and  I  was  then 
told  bji  the  ^cfiog  Minister  of  the  Interior, 
Mr.  McLeian,  that  he  had  been  asked  to 
delay  action  with  reference  to  that  North- 
We$t  Central  Railway,  and  in  consequence 
had  delayed  it  so  that  it  does  not  appear 
in  this  list.  That  understanding,  which 
he  certainly  had  on  Friday,  my  hon.  friend 
thinks  was  removed  by  some  intimation 
which  be  got  from  the  .promoter  of  thp 
B^I  on  Saturday.  If  be  did  get  that  in- 
formation— I  do  not  at  all  gainsay  it  but 

1  have  not  beard  it — it  was  too  late  appar- 
ently to  insert  that  railway  in  this  Bill 
I  wUl  confer  with  the  acting  Minister  9f 
the  Interior  and  see  what  can  be  done. 
We  could  not  insert  it  in  the  Bill  here,  a^s 
my  hoD.  friend  knows.  I  am  afraid  the 
only  way  to  remedy  the  omission  would 
be,  to  bring  in  a  new  Act.    Whether  th^ 

Hon.  Mr,  SCOIT. 


Government  would,  be  prepared  to  do. 
that  I'do  not  know.  It  is  certainly  un- 
fortunate that  the  misunderstanding  oc- 
curred. W^t  I  promised  to  do  I  did :  I 
laid  it  before  the  Minister  of  the  Interior 
and  asked  him  why  that  Company  was 
not  included  He  raised  no  objection  to  ' 
it  except  that  its  terminus  on  the  Canadian  , 
Paafic  Railway  should,  be  at  some  point 
west  of  the  place  mentioned^  smd  that 
difficulty  being  got  pver,^  he  approved  of 
it  beuigadd^  in  the.  same  way  as  the. 
others.  An  Order-in-CounjCfil  .might  per- 
haps facilitate  the  Company  in  their  trafis- 
actions..  Such  an  Or^rin^ouncil  once 
procured,  would  perhaps  be  sufficient 
until  another  se^iot^  qf  JParlifiment .  My  '\ 
hon.  friend  shakes  his  head  :  we|l  i]t  may 
be  possible  to  have  a  Bill  brought  in  spe- 
4iaj\y;  wit^i  rofieieiicc  to  that  yail way  durii^ 
t^e  present  session.  I  will  inquire  and  if 
\^e  can  ^  .anything  a^yt  it,  I  shall  be 
^ery .  K^jppy.;  torjrni^  my  hon.  friend's 
views.    .     •       .    .'^ ' . 

;  koN^  Mr.  SCO^-rrParliament  had 
fii^d  the  point  of  departure  at  Melbourne 
and  thi^  Orcter-in-Coupcil  recognized  that 
under  their  pul^lic  charter  they  were  en- 
titled >  to  l£^n^  from  Melbourne :  but  it 
appears  in  giving  iknd  to  the  Manitoba 
&  No^h-Yfest  Cantral;  Raflway  Company 
it  was  iowd  that  t^hey  ^ere  intruding  on 
their  tenitory,  tliat  there  was  npt  territory 
enough  in  the  angle  between  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  territory  and  that  claimed 
by  the  Manitoba  &  North-Western.  As 
Parliament  had  given  this  authority  for  the 
point  of  departure  from  the  Canadian 
J^acific  Rail|vay  line  at  Melbourne,  and  as 
the  Government  had  recognized  that  by 
arder-in-council,  giving  6,400  acres  per 
mile»  and  as  this  difficulty  has  only  arisen 
by  finding  pn  the  map  that  the  land  could 
not  be  given  alongside  of  the  road,  I  think 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  assist 
the  Company  oia  of  the  dilemma.  My 
suggestion  is  the  pne  I  have  iqentionedi 
the  Government  and  the  Company  agrecr 
ing  on  a  point  furthf^r  w;est :  chat  difficulty 
could  be  obvi%ted(  in  thiat  way.  I  do  not 
see  why  it  shoul^  be  postponed ;  it  need 
not  take  long  to  bring  an  Order-in-Council 
down.     . 

Hon.    Sir   ALEX.   CAMPBELL— I 
will  inquire  and  see  what  can  be  done. 
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.  Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  am  glad 
to  see  that  my  hon.  friend  from  Ottawa  Is 
in  favor  ot  subsidizng  railways  now.  I 
understood  him  to  say  the  other  day  that 
it  was  a  sort  of  bribery. 

.Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— My  remark  had 
r^erence  to  subsidies  to  railways,  in  an* 
other  part  of  the  Dominion.  I  quoted  the 
roads  I  referred  to. 

.Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— Is  there  not  a 
question  of  the  power  oi  this  House  to 
amend  the  Act  to  give  aid  to  another 
rsulway. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Yes, 
wt  cannot  amend  it ;  that  is  why  I  said  if 
anything  could  be  done  it  roust  be  by  a 
new  bill.  I  will  be  very  glad  to  assist  my 
hon.  friend  in  any  way  I  can. 

•Hon.  Mr.  POWER— A  question  of 
policy  arises  under  the  first  clause,  on 
which  I  would  ask  the  opinion  of  the 
Minister  of  Justice.  As  I  understand,  the 
company  for  which  the  subsidy  is  provided 
in  the  &:st  clause  of  the  Bill  propose  (q 
biiild,  or  are  already  building,  a  narrow 
gauge  road  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail* 
way,  a  road  with  a  gauge  of  three  feet  six 
iild^s.  Now  the  inconvenience  of  that 
system,  I  think,  is  plain  on  the  face  of  it : 
that  when  the  coal  comes  down  from  the 
mines  of  this  company  it  cannot  be  carried 
oh.  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  Wm- 
njpeg  or  any  of  the  places  where  it  is 
likely  to  be  consumed,  but  has  to  be  trans- 
shipped wheie  the  branch  railway  reaches 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  I 
think  it  is  a  doubtful  policy,  to  encourage 
the  construction  of  a  road  of  that  sort 
It  would  cost  very  litde  more  in  that 
country  to  build  a  road  of  the  ordinary 
gauges  from  which  trains  could  be  run 
over  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  with- 
out any  change  or  expense.  I  think  it  will 
tepd  to  increase  the  price  of  coal  to  the 
p^ple  of  the  North-West  considerably. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH  —  That 
should  he  a  question  entirely  in  the  hands 
of  the  company  themselves.  If  they  con- 
sider it  m  their  interests ;  if  it  is  mOre 
economical  for  them  to  build  a  line  that 
gsiug^  I  do  not  thipk  this  Parliament 
should  interfere. 


Hon.  Mr-  POWER— If  they  did  not 
ask  a  subsidy  from  us,  of  course,  it  would 
be  a  matter  for  themselves  to  decide. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
North-Western  Coal  and  Navigation  Com- ' 
pany  got  a  charter  to  build  their  railway  . 
on  the  narrow  gauge.     It  is  not  for  us  to  . 
say,  because  they  adopt  what  I  agree  is 
not  the  best  gauge,  that  we  should' not., 
give  them  assistance.     They  got  a  charter 
to  build  on  this  narrow  gauge  :  they  have 
gone  to  gr6at  trouble  and  expense  :  they 
have  raised  money,  in  England  and  in  this 
country  for  the  purpose  of  building  the  • 
road  on  the  narrow  gauge  system.     If* 
they  have  chosen  td  adopt  a  bad  gauge,  it  ' 
is  their  misfortune.      At  the  same  time  ' 
their  object  is  to  transport  coal,  and  to 
accomplish  the  end  of  their  existence  as  a 
company.     I  should  be  very  sorry  to  think 
that  if  they  had  made  a  mistake  in  that 
way,  as  alleged,  we  should  withhold  assis- 
tance.    The  House  will  see  that    they 
receive  only  3,900.  acres  per  mile,  while 
the  others  get;  6,400  acres.     There  are 
facilities  now  for  transhipping  coal  which  ' 
did  not  exist  in  other  years,  and  which 
make  a  narrow  gauge  road  much  less  ob- 
jectionable than  it  would  have  been  under 
the  old  system,  and  the  expense  of  trans-., 
shipping  is  not  by  any  means  great 

Hon.  IN^R.  VIDAL,  from  the  committee, 
reported  the  Bill  without  amendment,  and 
it  was  then  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

INSURANCE  ACT  AMENDMENT    ! 
BILL. 

THIRD  READING. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee'of  the  Wbt>le' on 'liill  (20),  "An 
Act    t^   modify    the  ap)pTication  of  the  . 
Consolidated  Insurance  Act,  1877." 

In  the  Committee, 

Oa  the  second  clause^ 

Hon,   Mr.   POWER— I   wish  to  caU  . 
attention  to  the  fact  that  it    has  been  ; 
suggested  that  another  amendment  is  de- 
sirable^  and  I  submit  the  suggestion  to  the  v 
Minister  of  Justice.     I  understand  that 
th/trc.  are  certain    companies  which  do  . 
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business  in  both  ways ;  they  do  business 
under  the  assessment  plan,  and  under  the 
general  plan,  and  under  the  wording  of 
this  clause  it  might  be  possible  that  a 
company  that  did  business  in  both  ways 
might  be  exempted  from  the  operation  of 
the  Consolidated  Insurance  Act  The 
suggestion  is  that,  after  the  end  of  the  20th 
line,  after  the  word  "  purpose,"  we  insert 
the  words  **  not  otherwise." 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^I  do 
not  think  it  is  necessary ;  the  language  is 
plain  enough.  This  Bill  as  it  now  stands 
provides  onl;^  for  those  companies  which 
do  business  in  one  way — ^that  is  pay  Iia> 
bilities  solely  from  the  proceeds  of  assess- 
ments or  dues  collected  from  the  members 
thereof  for  that  purpose. 

The  clause  was  agreed  ta 

On  the  third  clause, 

Hon.  Mr.  POIRIER— 1  would  like  to 
ask  the  Minister  of  Justice  if  it  is  under- 
stood that  such  companies  axe  bound  to 
make  a  report  at  least  once  a  year,  or  can 
they  intermit  one  yiear,  and  just  make  their 
report  when  the  Minister  of  Finance  or  the 
Superintendent  of  Insurance  thinks 
proper? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^Thcy 
are  obliged  by  this  clause  to  make  a  yearly 
report,  and  also  to  report  when  asked  to 
do  so,  and  in  that  way  they  may  be  re« 
quired  to  make  two  reports  annuafiy. 

The  clause  was  agreed  ta 

On  the  sxith  clause, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— l 
propose  to  leave  the  ^ixth  clause  out 
altogether  as  the  provisions  of  the  lath 
clause  render  it  unnecessary. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  provisions 
of  the  sub-clauses  of  clause  five  ail  apply 
to  foreign  companies  doing  business  in 
Canada;  and  the  object  of  the  sixth  clause 
is  to  make  certain  sub-clauses  of  clause 
five  apply  to  companies  ijticorpoMcsd  in 
Canada.  I  think  it  is  a  very  proper 
provision,  when  a  company  of  this  kind 
IS  incorporated  in  Canada,  that  the  deadi 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER. 


claims  shall  be  a  first  charge,  and  that 
the  money  for  such  claims  shall  not  be 
used  for  other  expenses.  I  submit  that 
for  the  protection  of  the  public  clause  sk 
should  remain. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^ 
There  is  no  occasion  to  apply  the  sucth 
clause  to  ordinary  companies. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Clause  six  makes 
the  subclauses  of  clause  five  apply  to  com- 
panies doing  business  on  the  co-operative 
or  assessment  plan,  that  is  all  Perhaps 
the  hon.  gentleman  will  consider  the  sug- 
gestion. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX  CAMPBELL— 1 
will  mention  it  to  the  Superintendent  of 
Insurance.  I  move  that  the  Committee 
rise  and  report  the  Bill 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— As  the  subject  of 
insurance  is  so  seldom  before  Parliament 
it  might  be  an  opportune  time  to  tntroduce 
an  additional  section  which  shall  be  a 
further  amendment  ot  the  Act  to  which 
this  Bill  is  an  amendment,  to  afford  a 
greater  security  to  parties  insured  in 
Mutual  Companies.  These  companies 
were  established  in  order  to  insure  at  a 
cheaper  rate  than  stock  cotnpanies,  be^ 
cause  it  is  claimed  that  where  no  stock  is 
subscribed,  the  management  is  less  expen- 
sive. Where  no  stock  is  subsaibed, 
and  there  are  no  stockholders^ 
Mutual  companies  require  no  such  ^ofits^ 
because  the  insured  are  under  their  own 
management  or  under  their  own  liabilitie& 
They  induce  Individuals  to  insure  under 
their  management  with  the  assurance  that 
nothing  more  would  be  taken  out  of  the 
proceeds  than  what  was  actuallv  necessary 
for  the  management  of  the  a£airs  of  the 
company.  A  stock  company,  whose 
officers  are  appointed  by  the  stockholders, 
are  guarded  a^nst  any  unnecessary  expeik>^ 
diture,  whereas  these  companies  have  no 
such  check  upon  them.  Tney  may  appro- 
priate whatever  they  think  proper  towards 
salaries  and  expenses,  and  the  insured, 
who  are  scattjered  all  over  the  country,  ate 
not  present  at  the  meetings.  The  Direc* 
tors  write  to  the  insured  for  proxies,  and 
re-elect  themselves.  I  have  had  some 
transactions  with  the  Union  Mutual  Com* 
pany  of  Maine.     Some  years   ago  die 
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Inspector  or  Commissioner — I  do  not 
know  what  the  title  is — of  Massachusetts 
threw  some  doubt  upon  the  position 
of  this  company  and  it  left  its  business  to 
a  number  of  individuals  connected  with 
insurance  in  different  States.  His  report 
was  published  in  the  Montreal  Heraidj  a 
copy  of  which  I  have  in  my  hand  The 
company  was  <»ganized  in  1849  ^^  <^>^ 
menced  business.  In  1876,  the  expenses 
of  its  manafl;ement  had  swelled  up  to 
$654,408.4^.  Seven  years  after— in 
1882-83— they  found  that  they  could 
conduct  the  affairs  of  this  company  for 
$366,667.07,  much  less  than  one-hal£  It 
b  no  wonder  that  the  Commissioner  of 
Massachusetts  began  to  doubt  the  stand- 
ing of  this  company,  and  how  it  was  con- 
ducting its  affairs,  l^th  respect  to  salaries, 
in  1876  it  was  found  they  amounted  to 
$73,3oa85 ;  in  1883  they  were  reduced 
to  $41,971.60 — ^nearly  one-hall  I  think 
the  duty  of  Parliament  would  be  to  get 
such  returns  ftom  those  companies  as 
would  guarantee  to  die  public  the  neces- 
sary ii^ormation  as  to  how  the  afiairs  of 
those  companies  are  conducted.  It  will 
not  do  in  these  returns  to  say  merely  that 
the  expensjes  of  management  are  so  much. ; 
we  ought  to  require  them  to  show  how 
much  they  receive  from  the  assured; 
bow  much  of  this  goes  to  meet  death  lia- 
bilities ;  how  much  of  it  is  set  apart  for 
the  reserve  fund ;  how  much  the  balance 
is,  and  how  much  they  return  to  the 
assured,  because  that  is  what  they  promise 
— ^to  return  all  the  savings  or  prolits  to  the 
assured.  Unless  we  know  that,  the  public 
is  not  property  protected  I  think  I  have 
made  my  views  plain,  and  I  ask  the 
Minister  of  Justice  whether  it  would  not 
beasuitable  timeto  require  thosecompanies 
to  make  such  returns.  I  have  had  myself 
$55  returned  at  one  time,  and  it  got  down 
the  next  time  to  $22  and  a  few  cents,  and 
I  believe  that  the  next  year  there  was 
nothing  divided  at  all,  whereas  I  was 
assured  m  the  policy  that  the  profits 
would  be  increasing  from  year  to  year 
because  I  paid  a  very  high  premium. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— My  hon.  friend 
did  me  the  honor  to  call  my  attention  to 
this  matter,  and  I  took  the  trouble  to  look 
into  it,  and  I  am  under  the  impression 
that  it  is  already  provided  for  by  the  Act 
of  which  this  is  an  amendment.    The 


original  Insurance  Act  of  1877  applies  to 
sudi  companies  as  my  hon.  friend  has 
spoken  of,  and  there  is  there  a  very 
stringent  provision  as  to  returns  to  be 
made  by  such  companies  under  that  Act 
In  the  20th  section  there  is  a  provision 
that  applies  to  companies  incorporated  in 
Canada,  and  I  only  notice  it  for  the  pur- 
pose of  calling  attention  to  the  oath  that 
IS  to  be  taken  to  returns  made  by  such 
companies,  and  in  a  subsequent  section 
applying  to  returns  made  by  companies 
incorpomted  out  of  the  Dominion.  Then 
the  next  clause  provides  a  severe  penalty 
for  not  making  the  return.  The  Act 
seems  to  have  met  every  possible  con- 
tingency, and  I  am  happy  to  find  from 
reading  the  Statute  that  those  provisions 
embrace  the  very  class  of  cases  that  my 
hon.  friend  from  Fredericton  refers  to, 
and  it  is  fortunate  that  the  public  are  pro- 
tected in  this  way.  If  there  are  any 
cases  where  it  has  been  overlooked, 
it  is  not  the  fault  of  the  law,  but 
because  the  law  has  not  been  enforced 
Now  that  is  very  full  in  the  21st  sec- 
tion, that  is  the  section  which  affects  the 
class  of  companies  referred  to  *'  incorpor- 
ated elsewhere  than  within  Canada  and  at 
present  licensed,  or  heretofore  licensed, 
under  this  Act,  which  make  annual  state- 
ments of  their  condition  and  affairs  under 
oath  of  their  chief  agent,  and  furnish  the 
same  to  the  Minister  of  Finance  at  the 
same  time  as  Canadian  Companies.** 
Then  the  next  clause  provides  a  severe 
penalty  for  not  doing^  that  That  is  not 
all,  because  under  section  24,  subsection 
3,  of  the  same  Act,  there  is  fortunately 
tfiis  further  provision,  of  a  most  inquisito- 
rial character,  with  regard  to  these  com- 
panies that  are  incorporated  out  of  the 
Dominion : — 

"The  Kinister  of  t'ioaDce  may,  from  time 
to  time,  instruct  the  euperiDtendent  of  insar- 
aDoe  Co  visit  the  hesd  <mt^  of  any  Company 
lioeosed  under  this  Aot  and  inoovporatai 
elsewhere  than  within  Canada,  and  to 
examine  into  the  general  condition  and 
affairs  of  such  Company ;  and  if  such  Com- 
pany deelines  to  permit  such  examination,  or 
refkMed  to  give  an^  information  neceeearv  for 
such  purpose  in  its  possession  or  control,  ha 
license  shall  be  witharawn.'' 

Now  these  ptovislojis  seem  to  have  met 
evety  possible  contingency  and  I  am  happy 
to  find,  at  least  according  to  my  reading 
of  the  Act,  that  they  embrace  every  class 
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of  cases  to  which  my  hon.  friend  has 
adverted,  and  it  is  fortunate  that  parties 
are  protected  in  that  way.  If  the  Act  has 
been  disregarded,  it  is  not  the  £iult  ot  the 
law,  for  there  are  the  provisions  of  the  law 
if  they  are  enforced. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— There  is  a  special 
provision  in  the  Act  itself  that  no  sum 
received  for  assessments  shall  be  paid  for 
salaries.  These  companies  that  are  called 
assessment  companies  (into  the  merits  of 
which  I  have  only  cursorily  looked)  seem 
to  me  to  offer  very  considerable  induce- 
ments, and  if  they  are  conducted,  as  they 
are  said  to  be  by  the  best  New;  York 
actuaries,  upon  a  sound  principle,  we  are 
bound  to  receive  the  statements  of  those 
actuaries,  because  the  principle  of  life 
insurance  is  very  abstruse  and  difficult 
for  laymen  to  understand.  They  pro- 
vide also  that  there  shall  be  a 
payment  on  each  policy  of  a  small 
separate  sum  to  meet  salaries  The 
salaries  are  entirely  dependent  on  that 
payment  and  not  on  the  assessments,  and. 
that  seems  to  obviate,  so  far  as  they  are 
concerned,  a  very  crying  evil.  My  hon. 
friend  has  very  much  the  same  knowledge 
of  one  or  two  companies  that  I  have 
myself  This  is  an  entirely  different  kind 
of  insurance ;  it  is  a  mutual  insurance 
where  the  full  policies  are  paid  in  and  the 
insured  divide  their  profits  among  them- 
selves^  My  hoa  friend  refers  to  com- 
panies of  an  entirely  different  character. 
If  this  kind  of  insurance  is  based  on:  a 
sound  principle  (and  we  are  told  that  it  is 
by  those  whose  business  it  is  to  investigate 
those  matters)  it  meets  the  wants  of  people 
who  are  not  able  to  invest  laige  imme- 
diate sums  in  policies,and  young  men  who, 
perhaps,  for  a  short  time  wish  to  take  out 
policies.  It  is  much  cheaper  than  the 
oiidihary  system,  and  if  it  is  a  sound 
principle  it  is  a  great  boon  to  the  com- 
munity, for  everything  which  can  facilitate 
and  cheapen  life  insurance  without 
hazarding  the  safety  of  the  insured, 
ceatainly  is  to  be  hailed  as  a  great  step  in 
advancing  the  interests  of  the  com- 
munity. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— I  think  it  would 
be  desirable  that  the  Minister  of  Justice 
should  look  into  this  matter  and  see  if 
the  Finance  Minister  has  the  power,  or 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY. 


should  exercise  it,  to  have  such  returns 
made  as  I  have  referred  to. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL-' 
I  will  draw  the  attention  of  the  Superin- 
tendent of  Insunmoe  to  the  subject,  and 
iif  the  returns  exacted  are  not  in 
sufficient  detail  I  will  take  care  that  the 
details  are  exacted  to  which  my  hon. 
friend  refers. 


The  clause  was  adopted 

Hon.  Mr.   POWER— I  rise  for  the 
purpose  of  saying    that    I    think    the 
Superintendent  Of  Insurance  must  have 
misapprehended    the    force   of   the  6th 
clause  of  the  Bill      I  think  that  clause 
is  calculated  to  protect  the  interests  of 
the  public  and   to   limit  rather  than  in- '. 
crease  the  liberties  of  these  assessment  . 
companies.     I  think  that  a  careful  scrutiny 
of  that  clause  by  the  Superintendent  will 
lead  him  to  see  that  he  misapprehended  . 
ib  force  when  he  read  it  over. 

Hon.  Mr.  POIRIER— Before  this 
clause  is  adopted  I  wish  to  mention  some  r. 
objections  which  I  have  to  it.  By  striking 
out  section  6  we  have  subsections  4,  5,  6, 
7,  S  and  9,  of  subsection  5,  not  ap- 
plying to  our  Canadian  companies,  and 
therefore  the  Bill,  as  it  is,  only  applies 
to  foreign  companies.  Our  Canadian  co- ; 
operative  companies  have  the  full  benefit 
Off  the  law.  They  have  its  protection,  and  . 
none  of  the  obligations  that  are  imposed 
upon  regular  companies  They  are  not 
obliged  to  give  any  satisfactory  account  of 
their  business;  they  can  do  what  they 
like  with  the  money  they  get ;  they 
can  use  the  money  they  receive  from  as* 
sessments  as  they  please,  and  they  can 
pay  themselves  whatever  salaries  they  like. 
We  are  aware  that,  last  year,  one  coopera- 
tive  company  in  Montreal  paid  its  officers 
thirty  or  forty  thousand  dcUars,  not  from 
assessments,  but  from  entrance  fees  and 
annual  dues.  If  they  are  at  liberty  to  use 
also  the  assessment  fees  in  that  way,  they 
can  make  themselves  pretty  happy.  If  we 
strike  out  section  6^  which  e^indes  idl 
our  Canadian  companies  from  the  op- 
eration of  this  Act|  then  let  us  add  to  sec- 
tion 5,  at  the  end  of  the  4tl;i  Xne,  the  fol* 
.lowing  words :  *^  and  also  to  Canadian 
companies."     This    would    include   ali 
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companies,  Canadian  and  foreign,  as  I 
think  this  Bill  should.  Our  laws 
are  very  strict  with  regard  to  stock 
companies,  which  are  called  old  line 
companies.  They  have  to  make  a  heavy 
deposit  and  have  a  large  reserve.  Before 
they  can  get  a  permit  to  begin  business 
they  must  deposit  $50,000  with  the 
Minister  of  Finance,  and,further,  they  have 
to  deposit  additional  sums  as  the  Minister 
of  Finance,  and  the  Superintendent 
of  Insurance  think  proper,  and  we  know 
that  some  strong  companies  have  deposited 
with  the  Government  as  much  as 
$750,000.  I  believe  that  is  perfectly 
right,  and  that  we  should  protect  the 
people  who  insure,  because  that  business 
is  not  well  understood  even  by  lawyers, 
and  laymen  who  do  not  understand  it  at 
all,  should  be  protected.  I  approve  of 
rigorous  measures  being  adopted,  but 
under  this  Bill  those  measures  would  only 
apply  to  companies  which  are  already 
safe,  and  which  have  capital  in  some  cases 
amounting  to $30,000,000,  or  $40,000,000, 
while  the  assessment  companies,  having 
no  assets  whatever,  are  permitted  to  enjoy 
all  the  benefits  of  the  law  while  they  incur 
none  of  its  charges  or  obligations.  Again, 
I  think  that  is  not  right  We  ought  to 
protect  our  people,  and  protect  the 
regular  companies  doing  business  on 
sound  principles,  against  companies  which 
have  no  assets  whatever  and  cannot  even 
be  brought  before  a  court  of  justice  to 
compel  them  to  meet  their  obligations — 
companies  represented  by  respectable 
men  some  of  them,  but  others  having  at 
their  head  men  who  have  not  a  cent  of 
their  own  invested.  If  such  companies 
should  fail,  as  I  could  prove  they  almost  all 
invariably  do,  because  their  basis  is  a  false 
one,  they  ought  to  be  required  to  bear  the 
same  burdens  as  regular  companies.  They 
should  not  enjoy  all  the  privileges  and  be 
subject  to  none  of  the  responsibilities 
imposed  by  the  law  upon  stock  companies. 
For  my  part,  I  protest  against  cancelling 
clause  6,  which  limits  the  application  of 
clause  5  to  foreign  companies,  without  the 
words  I  have  mentioned  being  added  to 
(the  5th  clause,  which  would  bring 
all  Canadian  companies  under  the  Act 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^There 
may  be  something  in  the  point  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  takes.     I  will  consult  the 


Superintendent  of  Insurance  on  the  sub- 
ject and  bring  the  matter  up  when  the  Bill 
is  before  us  for  third  reading,  The  effect 
of  the  language  added  to  the  fifth  clause 
would  be  what  he  describes.  I  will  con- 
sult the  Superintendent  of  Insurance  and 
see  if  there  is  any  objection  to  the  proposed 
amendment 

Hon.  Mr.  OGILVIE— I  do  hope  the 
Minister  of  Justice  will  make  a  careful 
examination  of  this  Bill  and  look  into 
it  thoroughly. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— That 
is  what  we  have  been  doing. 

Hon.  Mr.  OGILVIE— Because  it 
contains  some  clauses  that  are  most 
vicious.  Many  of  these  companies,  when 
they  are  started,  have  not  the  least  back- 
ground to  work  upon.  Take  a  stock 
company  which  has  to  deposit  $50,000 
with  the  Finance  Department,  and  you 
have  not  only  the  security  of  the  stock- 
holders, but  you  have  also  the  security  of 
the  deposit  Now  these  mutual  insurance 
companies  pretend  to  insure  for  almost 
nothing,  which  everybody  knows  cannot 
be  done,  and  they  go  on  doing  a  business 
that  kills  the  regular  insurance  companies 
and  does  not  at  the  same  time  protect  the 
interests  of  the  people  who  are  insured 
with  them.  I  could  mention  more  than 
one  case  in  Canada  already  where  policy- 
holders have  come  to  grief,  simply  because 
this  was  not  done.  I  hope  the  Minister 
of  Justice,  with  his  usual  care  of  all  Acts 
that  are  introduced  here,  when  the  Bill 
comes  before  us  again  will  look  into  it 
most  carefully  and  see  that  provision  is 
made  for  a  proper  deposit  before  such 
companies  are  allowed  to  go  into  opera- 
tion at  all. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELl^- 
Certainly,  I  will  see  about  that  before  the 
third  reading. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER,  from  the  commit- 
tee, reported  the  Bill  with  amendments, 
which  were  concurred  in. 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  5:10  p.m. 
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THE  SENATE 

Ottawa,   Wednesday f  July  8th  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 
THE  SHORT  LINE  RAILWAY. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  moved 

That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
His  Excellency  the  Goyemor-General,  pray- 
ine  His  Excellency  to  cause  to  be  laid  before 
this  House,  copies  of  the  Petitions  of  the 
County  Council  of  the  County  of  DrummoDdy 
in  the  Province  of  Quebec^  and  of  other  Peti- 
tions asking  for  a  Survey  of  the  Central  or 
Richmond  route,  for  the  proposed  Short  Line 
Railway  from  Montreal  to  St.  John  and 
Halifax. 

He  said :  For  various  reasons  I  have 
not  had  time  to  be  brief  in  connection 
with  the  notice  I  have  given.  I  am  very 
sorry,  but  I  have  preferred  to  speak  to 
this  motion  to-day  rather  than  to  defer  it 
until  to-morrow,  because  I  see  from  the 
notice  paper  that  there  is  very  little  busi- 
ness before  us  to-day,  and  our  time  is 
likely  to  be  fully  occupied  to-morrow.  I 
need  hardly  remind  hon.  members  that 
the  Statute  of  1884  provided  a  subsidy 
for  a  line  of  railway  from  Montreal  to  the 
ports  of  St  John  and  Halito  by  the 
shortest  and  best  practicable  route  to  be 
ascertained  after  the  surveys  of  engineers. 
Now,  I  wish  hon.  gentlemen  to  bear  that 
in  mind :  that  the  object  of  the  subsidy 
was  not  a  short  line  to  St.  Andrews ;  it 
was  not  a  short  line  to  any  port  in  the 
State  of  Maine — but  it  was  the  shortest 
and  best  practicable  line  from  Montreal 
to  St.  John  and  Halifax. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^— Does 
the  hon.  gentleman  not  think  that  we 
might  better  discuss  this  when  the  Bill 
for  the  short  line  is  before  us. 


Hon.  Mr,  POWER— I  do  not  think 


sa 


Hon.     Sir    ALEX.    CAMPBELL— 
No  body  can  reply  or  explain  now. 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER —I  think  it  is  the 
same  thing  to  the  Minister.  There  is  not 
much  to  ht  done  to-day,  and  what  I  have 
to  say  to-day  will  not  be  said  to-morrow 
when  the  Bill  comes  up^  so  that  the  thing 
is  about  as  broad  as  it  is  long ;  and  fur- 
ther I  think  it  well  that  the  Minister 
should  be  in  possession  of  the  views 
that  are  entertained  by  a  great  many 
persons  on  the  subject  before  he  introdn- 
ces  the  Bill  here ;  and  he  will  be  in  a 
better  position  then  to  answer  those  ob- 
jections than  if  he  did  not  know  what 
they  were. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— The  poUcy 
of  the  Government  might  be  changed  by 

it 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  think 
the  policy  of  the  Government  is  likely  to 
be  changed  by  what  I  say,  but  the  Minis- 
ter will  understand  better  what  objections 
there  are  to  the  policy. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— They  wiU  be 
instructed  by  the  hon.  gentleman. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  dwelt  on  thb 
matter  at  some  length  in  March  last, 
when  moving  for  surveys  and  reports  which 
have  been  since  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
Senate,  and  I  do  not  wish  to  trouble  the 
House  with  repeating  what  I  then  said. 
The  return  shows  that  as  fiEu:  as  I  went  I 
was  pretty  accurate  then,  although  my 
statements  were  made  without  official  in- 
formation; and  it  shows  too  that  there 
was  no  survey  made  of  the  shortest  line — 
the  line  of  which  I  spoke — by  the  central 
route;  and  on  this  point  I  ask  to  be 
allowed  to  read  a  portion  of  an  article 
which  appeared  in  one  of  our  Nova  Scotia 
papers,  when  Mr.  Schreiber's  report  on 
the  short  line  was  first  made  public  This 
article  puts  the  thing  more  tersely  and 
better  than  I  could  by  far. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Who  is  the  author 
of  the  report  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  paper  I  am 
reading  from  is  the  Flalifax  Herald,  which 
is  an  organ  of  the  Government 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Who  is  the  author 
of  the  article  ? 
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Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  is  an  editorial 
written  by  the  responsible  editor  of  the 
Herald. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— You 
might  spare  us  the  editorial. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  articles  in 
the  Halifax  Herald  are  sometimes  very 
well  written  and  very  interesting  to  the 
Government,  and  I  diink  after  die  Min- 
ister has  heard  a  little  of  this  one  he  will 
think  it  remarkably  well  worth  reading: 

«« Mr  Schrieber's  report  od  the  Short  Line 
eunreysy  shows  that  there  has  been  a  great 
deal  of  surveying  done  in  connection  with 
that  project,,  and  that  a  large  and  varied 
assortment  of  roates  has  been  provided  by 
which  a  **  short  line  "  from  Montreal  to  the 
ocean  seaboard  of  the  Maritime  Provtnces 
may  be  constructed.  If  variety  in  choice 
were  any  advantage,  we  should  say  that  a 
great  work  had  Seen  accomplished  bv  the 
various  surveying  parties  of  whose  work  Mr. 
Schrieber  gives  us  an  analysis  and  epitome. 
The  result  of  their  labors,  proves  that  they 
did  a  great  deal  of  survey ina,  that  they 
examined  a  great  number  cf  routes,  and 
that  they  placed  witbm  the  reach  of  the 
Government  and  people  of  Canada  a  large 
amount  of  information  respecting  several 
districts  of  Quebec,  New  Brunswick  and 
the  State  of  Maine,  hitherto  but  imperfectly 
known.  But  we  are  afraid  that  when  that  is 
said,  the  best  possible  is  said  of  their  work. 
To  us  it  appears  that  their  surveys  have  been 
very  largely  of  impossible  routes,  while  the 
route  respecting  which  they  were  sent  out  to 
obtain  information  has  yet  to  be  examined. 
They  were  sent  out  to  Mscertain  ''the  shortest 
possible  line,"  and  it  only  requires  a  glance 
at  the  map  accompanying  Mr.  Schrieber's 
report  to  see  that  none  of  the  lines  surveyed 
can  possiblv  be  the  shortest  obtainable, — that 
is  if  Euclia  was  correct  in  his  view  that  a 
straight  line  is  the  shortest  possible  line 
between  two  points." 

Accompanying  the  report — as  we  have 
already  intimated^is  a  map,  purporting  to  be 
a  'map  of  the  section  of  Canada  and  the 
United  States  lying  between  Montreal  and 
Halifax.'  It  is  prepared  b^  the  Depart- 
ment of  Railways  at  Ottawa,  with  the  special 
object  of  afford mg  information  on  this  very 
short  line  project.  If  any  one  will  take  the 
trouble  to  place  this  map  on  a  table,  and 
stretch  a  cord  from  Montreal  to  Monctoo— the 
two  termini  of  the  projected  line — they  will 
find  that  the  survevs  of  last  summer  are  not 
in  its  neighborhooa. 

I  will  call  the  attention  of  the  hon. 
member  from  Niagara  to  this  part  of  the 
editorial  because  it  will  touch  his  poetic 
90ul  a  little  : — 


*'  There  are  surveys  to  the  right  of  it,  sur- 
veys to  the  left  of  it,  and  surveys  across  it, 
but  no  survev  whatever  of  the  line— ^' the 
shortest  possiole  line ''—that  it  marks." 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  do  not  pay 
much  attention  to  the  impertinences  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  firom  Halifax. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentle- 
man is  out  of  order.  *'  Impertinences  "  is 
not  a  Parliamentary  word ;  I  suppose 
however  we  shall  pardon  the  hoa  gentle* 
man  as  in  the  country  he  came  from  they 
were  not  so  particular  about  Parliamentary 
decency  as  we  are  here. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— The  hon.  gentle- 
man is  trespassing  on  the  patience  of  the 
House. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  article  con- 
tinues : — 

'*  According  to  the  map  the  distance  from 
Montreal  to  noncton  by  an  air  line,  such  as 
indicated,  is  416  miles.  Of  this,  76  miles, 
from  Montreal  to  Richmond  Junction,  are 
built,  and  about  85  miles  more,  from  Moncton 
to  Fredericton  are  surveyed.  So  that  all  the 
country  traversed  by  this  air  line,  regarding 
which  there  can  be  any  doubt,  is  the  distance 
between  Fredericton  and  Richmond  Junction, 
of  about  255  miles.  Practically  this  was  the 
only  <  eap '  in  the  proposed  Short  Line  that 
need  be  surveyed  at  all.  Tet  of  all  the 
country  'between  Montreal  and  Halifax'  it 
appears  to  have  been  the  most  carefully 
avoided.  Thus  we  have  a  line  running 
almost  parallel  to  it,  20  or  30  miles  to  the 
south  ;  another  starting  20  miles  south  of  it, 
and  crossing  it  twice ;  but  none  starting  from 
Richmond  Junction,  for  the  purpose  of  ascer* 
taining  the  shortest  possible  line  between  that 
point  and  Fredericton.  Why  is  this  ?  Whj 
take  Sherbrooke  20  miles  the  sputh  of  an  air 
line,  or  Quebec  70  miles  to  the  north  as  the 
starting  point  of  several  lines  each,  while 
Richmona  Junction  lying  directly  on  an  air 
line,  is  carefully  avoided  ?  The  public  cer- 
tainly have  a  right  to  have  this  remarkable 
neglect  explained. 

'*  The  best  the  surveyors  of  last  summer  can 
do  in  the  way  of  shortening  the  distance  be- 
tween Moncton  and  Montreal  is  to  reduce  it 
from  662  miles — the  distance  at  present  by 
the  Intercolonial  Railway  and  Grand  Trunk 
— to  532  miles,  or  a  saving  of  but  132  miles. 
If  anything  like  an  air  hue  were  built  the 
distance  would  not  be  greater  than  450  miles 
•—or  even  80  miles  less  than  the  shortest  of 
the  30  lines  yet  surveyed.  And  of  course 
what  is  true  of  Moncton  is  true  of  Halifax. 
The  maximum  reduction  in  our  case  is  from 
890  miles — ^the  distance  at  present  by  rail 
between  Halifax  and  Montreal— to  720  miles. 
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It  is  hardly  Decessary  to  poiot  out  that  with 
the  ever  increasing  speed  of  railway  locomo- 
tion the  value  of  such  a  reduction  in  distance 
will  every  year  be  growing  less.  But  even  at 
present  we  doubt  if  manjr  people  in  Nova 
Scotia  will  feel  like  supporting  an  expenditure 
like  that  contemplated  tor  the  Short  Line 
Railway,  to  secure  a  reduction  of  only  130 
miles  in  the  distance  to  Montreal.  It  may  be 
worth  the  money,  but  there  are  people  who 
will  persist  in  thinking  that  it  would  be 
'  possible  to  make  a  more  judicious  use  of  our 
means." 

The  table  of  distances  which  I  submitted 
to  the  House  in  March  showed  that  the 
Central  Route  would  shorten  the  distance 
from  Montreal  to  Halifax  over  200  miles, 
that  it  would  make  the  distance  from  Mon- 
treal to  Moncton  467  miles,  to  Halifax 
654  miles,  and  to  St,  John  425  ]  and  the 
report  which  we  have  of  the  survey  made 
of  that  portion  of  the  line  in  question 
which  was  surveyed  confirms  the  figures 
which  I  then  gave,  and  no  one  has  at- 
tempted to  show  that  they  are  incorrect 
I  may  say  now,  feeling  certain  of  what  I 
am  saying,  what  I  ventured  to  state  then, 
from  the  information  in  my  possession, 
that  there  are  no  serious  engineering  diffi 
culties  in  the  way.  I  presume  hon.  gentle 
men  who  are  interested  in  the  matter  have 
looked  over  the  reports  of  the  various 
engineers  who  were  employed  to  make 
those  surveys.  As  to  these  particular 
ines  I  shall  quote  from  page  32  of  the 
report — this  is  the  report  on  the  line  from 
Chesuncook  Lake  to  Canterbury,  by 
Vernon  Smith : — 

"On  the  whole  the  route  proposed  presents 
a  very  favorable  line  for  the  construction  of 
an  economical   first-class  railway.    On  the 

rrofile  shown  there  is  no  gradient  exceeding 
per  100,  or  63  feet  per  mile,  and  no  curve  of 
over  4°  or  1,433  feet  radius.  With  the  excep- 
tion of  three  places,  each  of  less  than  6  miles 
in  length,  there  is  no  necessity  for  even  this 
gradient.  By  slightly  increasing  the  earth* 
works,  I  believe  that  on  a  re-survey  the 
objectionable  points  may  be  greatly  improved, 
and  that  the  whole  distance  from  Harvey  to 
Chesuncook  may  be  covered  with  gradients 
not  exceeding  35  feet  per  mile,  and  with  no 
curve  exceeding  3  degrees  or  1,910  feet 
radius." 

It  appears,  from  the  summary  of  grades 
and  curves  annexed  to  Mr.  Smith's  report, 
that  the  line  in  those  respects  is  an  ex- 
ceptionally favorable  one.  Mr.  Smith 
gives  a  careful  estimate  of  the  cost  of  the 
road — that  is  the  cost  of  the  whole  road 


from  the  end  of  the  International  to  Can- 
terbury— and  he  makes  the  average  cost 
per  mile  $16,217.  Hon.  gentlemen  wHl 
see  that  that  is  a  cheap  road,  and  the  re- 
ports of  Mr.  Duffy  and  Mr.  Smith  show 
that  there  are  no  difficulties  in  the  way, 
very  few  bridges  to  build,  and  that  the 
gradients  are  favorable.  When  the  matter 
was  under  consideration  in  March  there 
was  a  good  deal  said  about  an  all-Can- 
adian route.  The  surveys  have  shown 
thac  those  routes,  in  addition  to  being  too 
long  to  be  by  any  possibility  called  short 
lines,  are  replete  with  engineering  diffi- 
culties. ^  We  really  do  not  need  any  other 
all-Canadian  route  than  we  have.  We 
have  the  Intercolonial  which  is  a  very 
good  all-Canadian  route.  On  the  former 
occasion  I  made  a  comparison  between 
the  International  and  the  Central  routes, 
and  I  gave  a  table  of  distances  by  the  In- 
ternational route.  At  the  time  I  had 
given  the  benefit  of  the  doubt  to  the 
International ;  and  I  find  on  referring  to 
Mr.  Schreiber's  report  that  the  Inter- 
national line  instead  of  being  460  miles  to 
St.  John,  as  I  made  it,  is  472,  and  tha 
instead  of  being  701  miles  to  Halifax,  as 
I  made  it,  is  720. 

Hon*  Mr.  PLUMB— That  shows  the 
disadvantage  of  the  hon.  gentleman  bring- 
ing those  questions  down  before  he  is  sure 
of  the  correctness  of  his  figures  and  mak- 
ing some  statements  concerning  it 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— There  is  this 
difference  between  the  hon.  gentleman  and 
myself:  I  do  not  make  a  practice  of  mak- 
ing statements  that  I  am  not  fairly  inform- 
ed about,  and  in  making  the  error  I  made 
it  against  myself.  There  was  just  one 
portion  of  the  road  the  length  of  which  I 
had  no  means  of  finding  out,  and  I  made 
that  less  than  it  really  was. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— You  stated  it  as 
a  fact :  you  were  giving  us  information 
then  as  you  are  now. 

Hon  Mr.  POWER— My  hoa  friend 
does  not  know  what  I  stated. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  have  it  before 
me.  The  hon.  gentleman  stated  it  as  a 
fact 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER. 
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Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  did  not  state 
it  as  a  fiacL  I  stated  it  as  an  approxima- 
don. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— You  did  not  use 
that  tenn  at  all 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  appeal  to  the 
chair  to  preserve  order.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man has  no  right  to  interrupt  me.  If  he 
is  able  to  establish  that  I  mis-stated  any- 
thing he  can  do  so  after  I  have  done,  but 
it  is  altogether  improper  to  interrupt  one 
as  he  is  doing. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB — It  is  very  easy  to 
establish  it :  I  do  not  think  I  shall  take 
the  trouble. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — I  was  just  saying, 
when  I  ¥?as  so  improperly  interrupted, 
that  the  mistake  which  I  made  when 
dealing  with  the  International  was  that  I 
made  it  some  20  miles  shorter  than  it 
really  was,  and  I  made  that  mistake  in 
the  distance  between  the  end  of  the  rail- 
way and  Matawamkeag.  I  thought  the 
distance  was  somewhat  less  than  it  really 
is.  Mr.  Schreiber's  report  makes  the 
southern  route  47  miles  longer  to  St 
John  and  56  miles  longer  to  Halifax  and 
Moncton  than  the  central  route.  Then 
another  element  which  enters  into  the 
construction  of  a  railway  of  this  sort  is  the 
summit-level,  and  I  notice  that  although 
the  Address  which  was  presented  by  this 
House  to  His  Excellency  asked  for  a 
statement  of  the  highest  summit  level  on 
each  of  those  routes,  the  report  brought 
down  gives  none  of  the  summit  levels.  I 
I  do  not  wish  to  say  that  there  is  any 
improper  object  in  that  omission  ;  but  I 
may  be  allowed  to  state  that  the  summit 
on  the  Souihern  or  International  road  is 
admitted  to  be  considerably  higher  than 
on  any  of  the  others.  Then  the  grades 
on  the  International  Railway  are  as  high  as 
seventy-Zour  feet  to  the  mile,  and  there 
are  a  good  many  of  them ;  and  on  the 
portion  of  the  contemplated  road  east  of 
Moosehead  Lake,  the  Engineer  Spoffard, 
and  his  assistant  Burpee,  report  a  very 
difiicult  road  to  construct  with  a  con- 
tinuance of  heavy  grade.  That  road  will 
involve  the  construction  of  a  bridge 
across  Moosehead  Lake,  which  if  built  in 
ibe  usual  way  of  iron  with  stone  founda* 
Zi 


tions  would  probably  cost  about  half  a  mil- 
lion of  dollars.  On  this  southern  route  at 
the  border  the  summit  is  nearly  1900  feet ; 
then  after  crossing  Moosehead  Lake 
which  is  about  1,000  feet  above  the  sea 
level  you  have  to  go  up  some  600  feet 
within  a  very  few  miles. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— It  is  not 
proposed  to  cross  Moosehead  Lake. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— If  my  hon.  friend 
reads  Mr.  Schreiber's  report  he  will  find 
that  it  is  proposed  to  cross  it.  I  think,  in 
fact,  that  will  not  be  done,  because  it  is 
alleged  that  by  crossing  Moosehead  Lake 
the  saving  in  going  to  Matawamkeag  over 
the  other  way  going  round  by  the  Bangor 
and  Piscataquis  road  would  be  only  some 
thirteen  miles,  and  the  steep  grades  that 
have  to  be  gone  up  between  Moosehead 
lake  and  Matawamkeag  would  more  than 
counterbalance  that  gain.  The  road 
would  be  practically  longer  to  go  over 
these  hills  than  to  go  round  ]  and  I  have 
no  doubt  the  road  will  go  round  and  not 
go  up.  If  the  figures  given  for  the 
Central  route  are  conect,  and  as  far  as  we 
have  had  an  oppoetunity  of  verifying  them 
they  have  been  shown  to  be  quite  accurate, 
then  there  is  no  comparison  whatever 
between  the  Central  route  for  the  short 
line  of  railway  and  any  other  route.  It  is 
incomparably  the  best.  I  will  not  go  over 
the  advantages  other  than  the  character 
of  the  road  which  I  mentioned  before. 
I  may  briefly  say  that  one  of  the  great 
advantages  is  that  it  would  have  the 
whole  northern  part  of  the  State  of  Maine 
to  itself  and  could  not  be  tapped  by  any 
American  line  or  any  American  port 
Hon.  gentlemen  are  probably  aware 
that  a  good  deal  of  controversy  has 
arisen  between  Mr.  Schreiber  and 
one  of  the  engineers  employed  by  the 
Department  in  connection  with  these  sur- 
veys, that  is  Mr.  Light  I  do  not  propose 
to  enter  into  that  controversy  at  any 
length.  Mr.  Light  has  answered  for  him- 
self, and  the  figures  speak  for  themselves. 
I  have,  for  my  own  satisfaction,  made  a 
little  calculation — taking  the  recognized 
figures — with  this  result :  That  the  length 
by  the  southern  line,  the  International  line 
— the  distance  from  Montreal  to  St  John, 
leaving  out  the  question  of  gradients  and 
all  that,  but  just  taking  the  distance  in 
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miles — is  472.  By  Mr.  Light's  line  it  is 
481.  And  the  distance  to  Halifkx  by  the 
International  line  is  720  miles,  and  by 
Mr.  Light's  line  710  miles,  so  that  appar- 
ently as  far  as  regards  the  mere  item  of 
distance,  the  International  line  has  an  ad- 
vantage of  nine  miles  to  St.  John  over 
Mr.  Light's  line,  and  Mr.  Light's  line  has 
an  advantage  of  ten  miles  over  the  other 
one  to  Halifax.  It  is  alleged,  and  the  re- 
ports of  the  engineers  on  the  different 
lines  go  to  show  that  it  U  truly  alleged, 
that  the  superiority  of  Mr.  Light's  line  in 
the  matter  of  gradients  and  curves  will 
more  than  make  up  for  the  difference  of 
nine'  miles  to  St.  John,  and  will  still 
further  increase  the  advantage  of  his 
line  in  going  to  Halifax.  I  do 
not  propose  to  enter  at  length  into 
this  controversy,  but  anyone  who  has  read 
Mr.  Schreiber's  report,  and  has  also  seen 
Mr.  Light's  reply,  will  see  that,  to  say  the 
least  of  it,  Mr.  Schreiber  does  not  treat 
his  subordinates  in  a  very  courteous  way. 
I  find  at  page  510!  the  official  report 
some  few  comments  of  Mr.  Schreiber's  on, 
Mr.  Light's  report.     First  he  says  that : — 

Mr.  Light,  on  pages  2  and  3,  expresses  a 
belief  that  the  maximum  grade  between 
Quebec  and  Moncton  by  way  of  Chesuncook 
and  Harvey  would  be  36  to  40  feet  per  mile, 
and  that  the  surveys  of  last  season  have 
established  that  the  grades  above-mentioned 
can  be  obtained  between  Chesuncook  and 
Harvey. 

Then  Mr.  Schreiber,  commenting  on 
that,  says : — 

Mr.  Vernon's  Smith's  survey,  the  only  one 
itiade  between  Chesuncook  and  Harvey  last 
season,  shows  maximum  grades  of  53  feet  per 
mile. 

But  as  Mr.  Light  properly  remarks,  Mr. 
Smith,  in  the  passage  I  read  in  the 
beginning  of  those  remarks,  shows  that 
that  grade  can  be  reduced  to  35  or  40 
feet.     Mr.  Schreiber  says  : — 

<*  Mr.  Light  gives,  on  page  7,  the  distance 
from  Montreal  \o  Harvey,  via  Quebec,  as  248 
miles. 

This  should  be  406  miles." 

Mr.  Schreiber  here  omits  the  words 
**to  build"  used  by  Mr.  Light,  which 
make  all  the  difference  in  the  world. 

I  have  taken  Mr.  sjchreiber's  own  figures 
for  the  purpose  of  comparison,  and  I  do 
not  propose  to  introduce  Mr.  Light's 
character  as  an  engineer,  or  Mr.  Schreiber's 
character  as  an  engineer  into  this  debate. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER. 


I  shall  only  say  this  about  Mr.  Schreiber, 
that  I  am  not  aware  of  any  instance  where 
that  gentleman  has  made  a  report  against 
the  well  understood  wishes  of  his  chie£ 
I  do  not  think  that  there  is  any  record  of 
any  case  where  Mr.  Schreiber  has  made  a 
report  adverse  to  what  was  understood  to 
be  the  wish  of  his  chief.  I  notice  that  in 
another  place  some  hon.  members  took 
occasion  to  make  very  serious  charges 
against  Mr.  Light  in  connection  with  this 
matter.  I  think  the  better  way  would 
have  been  to  have  shown  that  Mr.  Light's 
calculations  and  figures  were  wrong,  and 
not  to  have  gone  into  his  previous  history, 
which  does  not  concern  us  in  this  matter 
at  all.  Mr.  Light  recommends  a  combina- 
tion line  which  would  be  identical  with  the 
Central  route  as  far  as  the  north  end  of 
Chesuncook  lake,  and  then  would  run  up 
to  Quebec  by  the  Etchemin  and  Famine 
rivers,  while  a  branch  of  it  would  run 
down  to  connect  with  the  International 
railway  by  the  line  surveyed  by  Mr.  Dufiy. 
I  throw  out  the  suggestion  that  a  better 
combination  than  that  can  possibly  be 
had,  for  if,  instead  of  following  the  Inter- 
national all  the  way  to  its  termination, 
which  is  eight  miles  east  of  the  border  of 
Maine,  we  leave  the  International  at  the 
north  end  of  Lake  Megantic,  which  is 
some  21  miles  west  of  the  end  of  the 
road,  and  going  down  the  Chaudiere  river 
and  diverge  when  we  get  some  distance 
to  the  north  east,  we  reach,  by  going  alto- 
gether for  some  46  miles,  the  Portage  pass 
leading  into  the  state  of  Maine.  Then 
by  continuing  the  Levis  and  Kennebec 
road  from  its  present  terminus  to  that 
same  point,  a  distance  of  about  30  miles, 
we  have  both  the  branches  of  the  com- 
bination line  in  the  Province  of  Quebec 
free  from  the  control  of  any  foreign  state, 
or  any  foreign  corporation,  and  we  would 
have  to  build  in  the  State  of  Maine  just 
the  one  line  north  of  the  mountains, 
and  that  is  a  line  which  does 
not  interfere  at  all  with  any  American 
road,  and  could  not  excite  any  hostility. 
You  can  couie  best  to  the  border  of  Maine, 
across  the  northern  portion  of  that  State, 
and  then  go  north  to  Quebec  by  the  Levis 
and  Kennebec  road,  or  go  south  to  Lake 
Megantic  and  there  connect  with  the 
International.  That  would  involve  the 
construction  ofcomparatively  little  railway 
except  on  our  own  territor}s  and  it  would 
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probably  satisfy  for  the  present  at  any  rate, 
the  wants  both  of  Quebec  and  the  Eastern 
Townships.  By  and  by  if  the  business 
grew,  the  road  by  the  Etcbemin  river 
could  be  constructed  also.  The  objec- 
tions to  the  southern  line,  which  appears 
to  be  the  line  favored  by  the  Government 
judging  from  the  resolutions  introduced  in 
the  other  Chamber,  I  have  given  already 
at  some  length.  There  are  two  or  three 
of  them  to  which  I  venture  to  refer  again. 
One  of  the  objections  is  that  this  is  a  route 
intended  for  United  States  business  ;  and 
I  may  say  that  the  hoa  member  for  Stan- 
stead,  in  the  other  House,  almost  admit- 
ted that  in  the  recent  discussions  on  the 
resolutions.  He  said  in  so  many  words 
that  one  great  business  of  the  road  would 
be  to  carry  freight  down  to  Bangor — that 
there  would  be  a  great  deal  of  freight 
going  to  Bangor  over  this  road.  I  do  not 
think  it  is  the  object  of  this  country  in 
granting  this  subsidy,  to  enable  the  people 
of  Bangor  to  get  their  freights  easily.  The 
object,as  I  stated  at  the  beginning,  was  to 
give  the  best  possible  connection  with  St 
John  and  Halifax  the  commercial  capital 
of  New  Brunswick,  and  the  commercial 
and  political  capital  of  Nova  Scotia. 
There  is  talk  of  doing  something  to  build 
up  St,  Andrews,  or  some  little  place  in 
that  neighborhood.  That  was  not  the  object 
of  the  subsidy  ;  the  object  was  not  to  build 
up  some  unknown  place  on  the  western 
borders  of  New  Brunswick  into  a  consi- 
derable town ;  but  to  connect  the  present 
business  centres  of  the  two  Lower  Provin- 
ces with  the  business  centre  of  the  Domi- 
nion; and  it  would  be  very  small 
comfort  indeed  to  the  people  of  Nova 
Scotia,  Prince  Edward  Island,  and 
New  Brunswick  to  know  that  this  In- 
ternational road  was  likely  to  carry 
a  good  deal  of  freight  to  and  from  Ban- 
gor. Another  objection  to  this  road  is 
that  its  gradients  render  it  unfit  for  heavy 
freight  or  for  speedy  passenger  trains.  A 
very  important  objection  to  this  road, 
which  has  not  been  sufficiently  adverted 
to  is  this:  this  road — the  road  between 
the  Eastern  Townships,  and  the  lower  pro- 
vinces, will  be  really  under  the  control  of 
the  Maine  Central  railway.  The  traffic  will 
have  to  pass  over  the  railway  owned  by 
the  Maine  Central  Company  and  will  be 
dependent  upon  the  good  will  of  the 
directors  and  shareholders  of  that  com- 


pany. I  think  that  is  a  very  unfortunate 
position  in  which  to  place  our  traffic, 
The  people  of  Maine  and  the  railway 
men  of  Maine  will  be  sure  to  see  that 
they  get  the  best  of  any  bargain  that  they 
make  with  our  people  in  connection  with 
the  business  going  by  that  road ;  and  the 
natural  tendency  on  their  part  will 
be  to  bring  the  trade  down  to 
their  own  harbor  at  Sullivan  below 
Bangor.  Then  it  has  been  given  as  a 
reason  why  we  should  select  this  southern 
route  that  it  will  utilize  existing  roads,  and 
will  not  involve  the  building  of  quite  as 
much  new  road  as  some  other  lines  would. 
It  should  not  be  an  advantage  in  our 
eyes  that  the  route  that  is  proposed  is 
going  to  utilize  a  certain  amount  of  Ameri- 
can railway,  and  that  is  what  the  fact  is. 
I  do  not  think  that  that  is  an  argument  in 
favor  of  the  road  at  all.  Then  some  of 
the  gentlemen  who  are  opposed  to  the 
central  and  compromise  route,  and  who 
advocate  the  southern  route,  say,  "very 
well,  supposing  that  this  is  the  best  line, 
there  will  be  no  sessiort  of  the  Maine 
Legislature  until  1887,  and  you  will  not 
have  a  chance  to  get  a  charter  for  it."  In 
reference  to  that  I  may  say  it  is  an  objec- 
tion which  is  of  very  little  weight ;  because 
if  any  hon.  gentleman  will  take  the  trouble 
to  consult  the  Revised  Statutes  of  Maine 
he  will  find  that  it  is  not  necessary  to  get 
a  charter  from  the  legislature  at  all  in 
order  to  incorporate  a  company  to  build 
a  railway  in  the  State  of  Maine.  All  that 
is  necessary  is  for  a  number  of  persons — 
and  this  is  what  is  done — ^to  file  articles  of 
association  with  the  railway  commissioners 
and  to  go  through  some  other  forms. 

If  the  line  of  railway  were  proposed  to 
be  located  in  the  immediate  neighborhood 
of  an  existing  road,  then  there  might  be 
some  difficulty  raised  about  it ;  but  as  this 
central  road  would  not  interfere  with  any 
other  line  there  could  be  no  question  at 
all  as  to  getting  a  charter.  Another 
thing  it  does  not  cross  any  navigable 
water.  One  of  the  reasons  why  the 
International  Railway  Company  had  to  go- 
to the  Legislature  for  permission  to  locate 
their  road  as  they  proposed  to  do  is  that 
it  crosses  navigable  water  at  Moosehead 
Lake,  and  it  also  trespasses  on  the  ground 
of  two  American  railways,  and  comes  into 
their  neighbourhood ;  and  the  result  was 
that  the  charter  was  granted  only  on  the 
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condition  that  the  company  should  make 
connection  with  those  American  railways. 
There  is  really  nothing,  I  think,  in  that 
objection  at  ail.  Another  reason  given 
for  selecting  this  southern  route  is  that  it 
is  said  that  something  must  be  done  at 
once ;  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
wishes  the  southern  route,  and  uiore  to 
that  effect  On  that  point  I  wish  to  be 
allowed  to  refer  to  another  article  from 
the  Halifax  Herald: — 

In  the  first  place  the  plea  that  further  ear- 
yeys  will  lead  to  further  delay,  and  that  fur- 
ther dela^r  will  force  the  G.  r.  B.  to  secure 
another  winter  outlet,  for  next  eeaMon  at  leaet, 
could  have  been  urged  in  the  eeseion  of  1884 
just  ae  effectively  as  it  can  now.  If  expedi- 
tion in  securing *a  winter  port  for  the  C.  P.  R. 
is  the  principal  thing  to  oe  considered,  then 
it  was  folly  to  waste  the  whole  summer  of 
1884  making  surveys  of  all  kinds  of  impossi- 
ble routes.  But  we  contend  that  it  is  not  the 
principal  object  the  country  has  in  view  in 
promohng  the  Short  Line  railway  scheme. 
What  the  people  of  Canada  want,  and  what 
the  Government  have  promised  to  assist  them 
in  securing,  is  "  the  shortest  possible  line  " 
between  Montreal  and  the  Atlantic  ports  of 
the  Lower  Provinces.  And  it  was  solely  with 
a  view  of  ascertaining  what  the  shortest  prac- 
ticable line  really  was,  that  the  surveys  of 
last  summer  were  authorized.  And  if,  as  is 
apparent,  these  surveys  have  so  far  wholly 
failed  of  their  object,  then  certainly  they 
should  be  continued  until  the  shortest  possi- 
ble line  has  been  clearly  ascertained.  To  stop 
survey  ins  at  present,  on  the  plea  that  it  will 
cause  delay,  is  tantamount  to  eayinj^  that  all 
we  want  is  a  short  line,  no  matter  if  it  reduces 
the  distance  between  Montreal  and  Sullivan's 
Harbor  three  times  as  much  in  proportion  as 
it  reduces  the  distance  between  Montreal  and 
Halifax.  And  that  is  a  proposition  that  we 
do  not  think  **  Merchant"  or  any  other  man 
in  Canada — much  less  in  Nova  Scotia-  would 
care  to  openly  advance. 

It  does  not  seem  to  me  to  me  that 
it  makes  very  much  difference  to  the  peo- 
ple of  the  Lower  Provinces  or  for  that 
matter  to  the  people  of  the  upper 
provinces,  whether  the  Short  Line  is  in 
the  hands  of  the  Pacific  Railway  Com- 
pany or  not  Whoever  owns  the 
road  will  not  have  a  monopoly  of  the 
business.  The  Intercolonial  railway 
will  always  be  a  rival  road,  and  the 
proposed  road  by  Edmonston  and  River 
Quelle  will  afford  another  rival  line ;  and 
whether  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company  own  this  Short  Line,  or  whether 
an  independent  company  own  it,  or 
whether  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  own  it 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER. 


is  of  very  little  consequence.  The  great 
thing  is  to  get  the  shortest  and  best  road.  I 
think  under  all  the  circumstances,  that  it 
must  strike  every  hon.  gentleman  as  being 
singular  that  no  survey  was  made  of  the 
central  route.  The  only  ground  on  which 
that  survey  could  have  been  omitted 
one  would  suppose  is  that  nobody  had 
suggested  it.  I  think  that  that  would  not 
be  an  excuse,  because  it  is  so  plain  that 
it  should  have  suggested  itself  to  the  Chief 
Engineer  and  the  Railway  Department 
without  any  suggestion  from  outside.  But 
I  have  been  informed  and  verily  believe 
that  several  petitions  asking  for  the 
survey  of  ihe  central  route  have  been  sent 
to  the  Government  or  to  the  Railway 
Department,  and  the  resolution  which  I 
have  the  honor  to  move  asks  for  copies  of 
those  petitions.  If  it  is  a  fact  that  those 
petitions  have  come  in  there  will  be  no 
excuse  whatever  for  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  in  omitting  to  have  the 
survey  of  this  route  made.  There  is  just 
one  circumstance  to  which  I  may  be 
pardoned  if  I  call  attention  now.  The 
chief  engineer  in  his  report  states  that  the 
route  which  he  recommends,  route  Na  5 
to  St.  John  and  No.  6  to  Halifax,  is  the 
best,  and  the  only  reason  he  gives  for  its 
being  the  best  is  that,  while  it  is  the 
same  distance  to  St.  John  by  that  line 
as  by  line  No.  8  which  runs  north  of 
Moosehead  and  Chesuncook  Lakes,  it  is 
one  mile  shorter  to  Halifax  by  the  route 
across  Moosehead  Lake.  It  would  strike 
one  as  being  rather  singular  as  the  roads 
run  together  nearly  all  the  way  from 
Canterbury  to  Halifax  that  one  should 
be  a  mile  shorter  than  the  other.  If 
any  hon.  gentleman  will  turn  to  page 
9  of  Mr.  Schreiber's  report  he  will  find 
that  in  giving  the  distances  by  line  num- 
ber 9  he  puts  down  section  B  of  the  sur- 
vey at  212  miles.  On  referring  to  the 
engineer's  report  I  find  that  the  distance 
is  only  210  miles  ;  so  if  you  subtract  that 
two  miles  which  Mr.  Schreiber  has  inad- 
vertantly added  to  the  distance  by  the 
northern  line,  you  make  that  route  a  mile 
shorter  than  the  southern  line  instead  of 
a  mile  longer ;  and  if  it  was  such  a  trium- 
phant ajid  conclusive  reason  for  selecting 
the  Southern  line  that  it  was  a  mile 
shorter,  we  have  the  same  conclusive  rea- 
son for  selecting  the  Northern  line,  for  it 
is  a  mile  shorter.     That  is  not  the  only 
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misrepresentation — ^unintentional  I  pre- 
sume of  course — that  I  find  in  this  re- 
port Mr.  Schreiber  gives  the  unsurveyed 
portion  of  the  line  from  the  point  of  junc- 
tion near  Harveyi  New  Brunswick  to 
Moncton,  as  being  119  miles,  that  is,  on 
the  Northern  line,  number  9.  On  the 
line  which  he  selects,  Na  6,  he  gives  the 
portion  not  surveyed,  113  miles.  The 
portion  not  surveyed  on  No.  6  ought  to 
be  longer  than  the  portion  unsurveyed  on 
the  other.  I  am  not  going  to  show  that 
now,  but  such  is  the  case.  The  truth  is, 
adopting  the  southern  line  to  the  end  of 
the  International,  it  is  really  shorter  to  go 
round  the  north  of  Moosehead  and 
Chesuncook  Lakes,  to  Halifax,  and  the 
same  distance  to  St  John,  as  by  the  roi^e 
which  the  engineer  has  recommended. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  was  in 
hopes  that  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has 
introduced  this  matter  would  have  taken 
the  suggestion  of  the  leader  of  the  House 
and  deferred  his  remarks  until  such  time 
as  the  question  of  a  Short  Line  Railway 
came  up  in  a  more  direct  manner,  and 
probably  then  they  would  have  afforded 
more  interest  to  members,  and  it  would 
have  opened  up  a  wider  discussion  than 
it  has,  owing  to  the  time,  and  manner  in 
which  it  has  been  introduced.  I  do  not 
complain  of  my  hoa  friend's  criticism  :  it 
is  essential,  I  think,  that  there  should  be 
a  full  criticism  of  this  matter  in  view  of 
the  interests  and  money  involved,  that  no 
false  step  should  be  taken.  What  my  hon. 
friend  has  said  is  true :  that  we  have  the 
chief  engineer  of  railways  reporting  in 
favor  of  a  certain  line  which  the  acting 
Minister  of  Railways  has,  no  doubt,  some 
interest  in,  and  which  the  Canadian  Paci- 
fic Railway  would  be  inclined  to  favor. 
Therefore,  there,  is  greater  reason  why 
this  House  and  Parliament  should  more 
carefully  watch  the  proposition  and 
action  of  the  Government  in  regard 
to  the  line  which  it  is  proposed  to 
establish.  I  do  not  exactly  agree 
with  my  hon.  friend  in  much  that  he  has 
said.  I  do  not  think  he  has  decided  him- 
self where  this  line  ought  to  go  whether 
by  the'North  Shore  and  cross  near  Quebec, 
or  via  Richmond  to  Canterbury.  When 
this  matter  came  up  before,  under  an 
array  of  figures  from  my  hon.  friend  I  op- 
posed his  views,   I    said  that  any  line 


crossing  the  river  at  Montreal  and  going 
in  an  easterly  direction  even  without  any 
inclination  south,  must  be  to  a  large  extent 
a  feeder  to  the  Railway  system  of  the 
United  States,  and  my  hon.  friend  had  the 
audacity — ^if  I  may  be  permitted  to  say  so 
— ^to  teU  me  in  effect  that  I  did  not  know 
what  I  was  talking  about  It  seems  now 
that  I  converted  him,  that  he  has  changed 
his  mind  and  his  views  are  in  consonance 
with  what  I  then  said.  My  hon.  friend  is 
in  favor  of  a  line  to  Quebec  and  from 
there  by  the  Chaudiere  down  to  Canter- 
bury, or  by  the  road  from  Richmond  across 
to  Canterbury. 

Hon,  Mr.  POWER— I  think  the  route 
by  Richmond  is  the  shortest  and  best,  but 
if  we  cannot  get  that  I  think  the  other 
should  be  had,  the  Combination  line. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Exactly,  so 
my  hon.  friend  is  coming  to  my  views  in 
entering  into  the  combination  line  With 
me  now,  to  avoid  if  possible  getting 
entangled  with  the  railway  system  of  the 
United  States.  He  says  it  does  not 
matter  who  builds  or  owns  this  Short  line 
railway.  Our  people  in  the  Maritime 
Provinces  are  inclined,  I  think,  as  far  as 
possible,  to  have  the  Canadian  railways, 
freed  from  any  foreign  system  of  railways 
to  maintain  them  against  foreign  rivals. 
We  are  inclined  to  regard  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  as  the  national  highway  of 
the  Dominion,  and  wish  it  extended  to 
the  extreme  end  of  Nova  Scotia.  To 
facilitate  trade  between  the  Maritime 
Provinces  and  the  west,  it  is  believed  that 
we  should  have  a  continuous  line  in  the 
hands  of  one  company.  The  road  being 
in  the  hands  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  they  will  have  an  interest  in 
carrying  the  trade  upon  their  line  as  far 
as  possible,  and  conveying  it  to  ports  in 
the  Maritime  Provinces,  making  them  the 
winter  ports  for  the  grain  of  our  North- 
west So  when  my  hon,  friend  says  it  is 
immaterial  what  line  of  railway  this 
connects  with  I  think  he  is  neither  advo- 
cating the  interests  of  Canada  as  a  whole, 
nor  of  the  Maritime  Provinces,  nor  what 
the  people  of  those  provinces  conceive  to 
be  their  interests  when  asked  to  pay 
$350,000  a  year  for  20  yeajs.  My  hon. 
friend  says  there  is  no  objection  to  some 
delay. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1190 


The  Short  [SENATE]  Lme  Railway. 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Excuse  me,  I 
did  not  say  that 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— The  hon. 
gentleman's  remark  was  tantamount  to 
that — that  the  people  of  the  Maritime 
provinces  were  not  so  anxious  about  that 
as  to  get  the  shortest  line. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  did  not  say 
that 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— My  hon. 
friend  conveyed  that  meaning,  and  he 
knows  that  for  a  number  of  years  the 
clamor  in  the  Maritime  provinces  has  been 
to  secure  the  trade  to  their  winter  ports, 
and  when  there  is  an  opportunity  to  get  a^ 
short  railway  they  do  naturally  object  to 
any  delay  which  can  be  avoided.  I  am 
not  in  favor  of  this  route  myself;  I  do  not 
believe  it  is  the  line  which  should  be 
adopted,  or  that  by  it  very  much  of  the 
winter  port  traffic  will  ever  reach  Nova 
Scotia,  but  at  the  same  time  his  contention 
here,  if  approved  of,  would  probably  be 
the  means  of  delaying  the  construction  of 
any  road  for  an  indefinite  time,  and  the 
final  result  might  be  that  we  would  get  no 
short  railway.  As  regards  the  route,  my 
hon.  friend  says  it  is  immaterial  where  it 
goes  through  the  state  of  Maine — that  it 
might  go,  and  there  was  nothing  to  stop 
it  going,  north  of  Moosehead  Lake.  Now 
we  know  very  well  that  the  State  of 
Maine  has  control,  at  least  in  the  locating 
of  all  railways  within  its  borders. 
Will  my  hoa  friend  tell  me  that  you  can 
run  a  railway  through  the  State 
of  Maine  whether  the  state  authorities 
approve  of  it  or  not?  We  know  that  it 
cannot  be  done  in  any  country  and  that 
it  cannot  be  done  in  the  State  of  Maine. 
They  are  alive  to  their  own  interests. 
When  the  Megantic  line,  which  is  pro- 
posed as  a  part  of  our  Short  Line  was 
run  through  the  State  of  Maine  the  com- 
pany wanted  to  have  the  option  to  go 
north  or  south  of  Moosehead  Lake,  but 
they  were  forced  to  go  south.  What  did 
the  State  of  Maine  say?  "You  cannot 
go  north  of  Moosehead  Lake,  because  we 
want  to  make  your  line  tributary  to  our 
system  of  railways,  and  if  you  go  north  of 
Moosehead  Lake  we  will  not  derive  the 
advantages  that  we  expect  from  your 
road"    This  is  very  significant ;  they  re- 
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fused  a  charter  north  of  the  lake  to  the 
Megantic  Railway  for  that  reason. 
Therefore  to  say,  as  my  hon.  friend  says, 
we  must  go  along  the  north  shore  of 
Moosehead  Lake  is  in  effect  saying  that 
we  cannot  go  through  the  State  of  Maine 
at  all  with  the  Richmond  and  Canterbury 
route.  All  these  things  must  be  con- 
sidered, and  if  my  hon.  friend  thinks  that 
we  can  do  as  we  please  with  the  State  of 
Maine  he  is  entirely  mistaken.  In 
order  to  find  an  argument  to  sustain  the 
position  he  has  taken,  he  has  really  mis- 
represented, I  think,  the  obligations  as  well 
as  the  disadvantages  and  restrictions  we 
are  under  in  attempting  to  construct  a 
railway  through  that  portion  of  the  State 
of  Maine.  To  put  any  railway  even  in 
the  manner  in  which  he  says  from  Rich- 
mond to  Canterbury  is  not,  as  my  hon. 
friend  asserts,  constructing  it  north  of  the 
range  of  mountains,  because  the  rivers  do 
run  southward  of  the  shortest  line 
that  can  be  drawn  between  those  two 
points.  That  is  perfectly  obvious  to  any 
one  who  will  glance  at  the  matter — the 
natural  inclination  of  the  country  is 
southward,  even  the  waters  of  Lake 
Chesuncook  flow  to  Bangor,  and  thereiore 
he  is  wrong  in  supposing  that  the  mountain 
range  would  keep  our  traffic  from  being 
drawn  to  the  United  States  ports.  I  am 
not  satisfied  that  all  that  could  be  done  to 
satisfy  this  House  or  country  with'  data 
has  been  accomplished ;  the  surveys  are 
not  sufficient  to  establbh  the  shortest  and 
best  practical  line,  if  I  am  rightly  informed, 
between  Matamarakeag  Lake  and  St 
Andrews,  because  60  miles  of  the  proposed 
short  line  is  yet  unsurveyed.  I  am  told  by 
some  parties  that  there  is  a  fair  route  for  a 
railway  through  there.  Others  say  that  there 
is  not :  that  it  is  almost  impracticable  to 
put  a  line  through  there.  Therefore  I  do 
not  think  that  the  Government  have  suf- 
ficient data  to  decide  upon  any  line  as 
being  the  shortest  and  best  practicable 
route  between  the  Maritime  Provinces 
and  Montreal  But  even  after  the  short- 
est line  is  discovered,  there  is  a  great  deal 
more  to  be  considered — ^the  summits, 
curves,  gradients,  the  engineering  features 
and  also  the  character  of  the  country 
through  which  it  is  to  pass.  All  these 
have  to  be  considered,  and  we  should  be 
cautious  before  we  construct  a  railway  for 
over  150  miles  through  the  State  of  Maine^ 
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developing  a  foreign  countryi  I  have 
always  felt  and  yet  feel  great  reluctance  to 
^nd  our  money  on  an  enterprise  of  that 
kind,  although  not  to  do  so  seems  to  be 
adverse  to  the  feelings  and  conceived 
interest  of  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia  and 
New  Brunswick.  I  have  contended  from 
the  first  that  a  line  down  to  Quebec  on 
the  north  shore  and  thence  via  the 
Chaudiere  to  Canterbury  would  not  in- 
crease the  length  of  the  line  to  such  an 
extent  as  should  prevent  us  building  it  as 
a  short  line  of  railway ;  and  although  the 
Government  may  have  decided  on  this 
line,  the  International,  yet  my  views  have 
not  been  changed.  We  find  on  that  com- 
bination line  the  maximum  grades  are  not 
heavy — that  is  if  Mr.  Light's  figures  are 
correct,  and  T  am  sure  that  the  position 
he  has  held  in  this  country,  in  the  confi- 
dence and  the  employ  of  the  Govern- 
ments of  Nova  Scotia,  and  Quebec,  and 
oi  the  Dominion,  give  him  an  engineering 
standing  of  importance,  notwithstanding 
what  those  interested  in  the  Southern 
route  say  of  him.  Mr.  Light  says  that  the 
maximum  grades  would  be  35  or  40  feet 
per  mile,  on  combination  line  from  Chau- 
diere, and  the  maximum  curves  4  degrees. 
He  says  that  the  distance  from  Montreal 
to  Halifiax  by  that  route  is  710  miles, 
337  of  which  are  to  be  built,  and  from 
Montreal  to  St  John  481  miles,  242  of 
which  remain  to  be  built  If  these  figures 
are  correct  there  is  not  such  a  divergence, 
or  difference  in  distance,  between  a  line 
by  the  North  Shore  and  the  Southern 
route,  as  to  justify  the  Government  sub- 
sidy to  the  latter  route.  The  Govern- 
ment seem  pledged  to  extend  the  Can* 
adian  Pacific  Railway  to  Quebec  If 
they  are  comnHtted  to  that  and 
if  they  have  decided  to  expend  some 
$1,500,000  to  accomplish  that  object,  it  is 
a  grave  question  for  us  to  'consider,  and 
the  country  will  consider  it,  whether  we 
should  build  or  subsidize  with  $6,000  a 
mile  another  line  of  railway  which  would 
to  a  large  extent  be  a  rival  to  that  running 
through  a  foreign  country,  and  divert 
trade  to  a  foreign  country  without  any 
corresponding  advantage  to  the  Lower 
Provinces.  As  I  said  before,  this  argument 
has  'come  upon  us  unawares  and  I  have 
not  given  it  that  attention  which  it  ought 
to  receive.  But  although  it  has  come 
upon  us  prematurely,  in  view  <A  the  policy 


of  the  Government  to  construct  or  subsi- 
dize a  railway,  under  all  the  circumstances, 
considering  that  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  and  Quebec  ought  fairly  to  be 
consideredand  favored  by  theGovemment, 
and  th***^  some  member  of  the  Goverment 
is  known  to  be  interested  in  the  southern 
route,  it  is  but  fiair  that  we  should  have  a 
full  discussion  of  the  subject,  although  I 
am  not  quite  satisfied  with  the  criticism  of 
my  hon.  friend  from  Halifax,  believing  it 
to  be  untimely,  and  that  he  himself  is  rather 
adrift  and  undecided  as  to  where  the  road 
should  be.  Can  we  afford  to  wait — will 
the  maritime  provinces  be  satisfied  to  wait 
for  an  indefinite  number  of  years  for 
another  route  or  until  we  obtain  a  right  to 
carry 'the  road,  which  my  hon.  friend 
rather  advocates,  through  the  State  of 
Maine?  All  delays  are  uncertain,  and| 
therefore,  although  I  am  prematurely 
speaking  to  this  matter  yet  possibly 
Parliament  may  consider,  in  view  of  the 
clamor  there  has  been  for  a  winter  port  at 
Halifrix  and  St.  John,  that  the  Govern- 
ment may  have  done  wisely  in  acting  aft 
they  have  done,  and  piirsuing  a  course 
which  seems  to  be  in  accord  with  the 
views  of  the  people's  representatives  in 
the  other  branch  of  Parliament 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— The  incon- 
venience of  making  addresses,  such  as  my 
hon.  friend  from  Halifax  has  delivered, 
must  be  very  apparent  to  every  member 
of  the  House.  This  is  the  third  speech 
that  he  has  fieivored  us  with  upon  a  ques- 
tion which  is  not  fairly  before  us,  of  which 
we  have  not  been  informed  by  any  definite 
papers,  and  which  is  likely  to  come  up 
for  discussion  on  an  important  measure 
which  will  be  submitted  to  us  in  two  or 
three  days.  At  the  close  of  the  session 
he  moves  for  papers  which  cannot  pos* 
sibly  be  brought  down  this  year,  he  has 
given  us  statements  which  cannot  be  con- 
clusive, he  quotes  anonymous  articles  in 
newspapers,  and  reports  of  engineers  who 
are  rival  professionals,  and  has  gone,  I 
think,  very  much  out  of  his  way  to  throw 
a  slur  on  the  Government  engineer  who, 
I  think  he  said,  if  I  understood  him  right, 
was  never  known  to  make  a  report  con- 
trary to  the  desire  of  the  head  of  the  De- 
partment Itdidnotrestwithmyhonfriend 
to  make  such  a  statement  as  that :  the 
engineer  is  not  here  to  defend  himself. 
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Looking  back  at  his  speech  of  the  17th 
March  I  find  it  is  very  much  of  the  same 
character  as  the  two  speeches  he  has 
made  yesterday  and  to-day.  They  cannot 
amount  to  anything,  they  take  up  the 
^  time  of  the  House,  they  weary  the  mem- 
bers and  are  only  productive  of  a  few 
pages  of  the  Debates,  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  may  wish,  for  reasons  known 
to  himself^  to  fill  up.  I  think  a  discus- 
sion of  this  kind  should  be  left  until  we 
are  seized  of  the  facts — of  what  is  to  be  the 
policy  of  the  Government.  When  that  is 
before  us  the  hon.  gentleman  will  have 
plenty  of  opportunity  to  attack  it,  and 
there  are  probably  those  here  on  the  floor 
of  the  House  who  will  take  occasion  to 
defend  it  We  will  then  have  something 
before  us.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  made 
three  attempts  to  prejudge  a  question 
which  is  a  very  important  one  to  the 
people  of  the  Maritime  Provinces,  and  in 
fact  to  all  of  us,  because  we  are  all  inter- 
ested in  having  a  direct  route  to  the 
sea.  We  are  all  interested  in  having, 
as  nearly  as  possible,  one  which  will 
have  the  best  grades  and  curves,  which 
will  give  the  nearest  approach,  which  can 
be  operated  with  the  greatest  saving  and 
will  open  up  the  best  country.  Those  are 
problems  to  be  solved  :  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  not  approached  them  :  I  do  not  think 
there  is  a  single  man  within  the  sound  of 
his  voice  who  is  better  able  to  come  to  a 
conclusion  now  than  when  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman commenced  his  speech.  There  is 
nothing  in  it :  there  is  no  conclusion  in  it, 
no  definite  information  in  it,  nothing  in  it 
except  thecontroversies  with  which  we  have 
been  flooded  for  the  last  twoorthree  months 
in  regard  to  matters  where  the  opinions  of 
engineers  difler  so  widely  that  its  almost 
impossible  for  a  non-professional  man  (and 
I  do  not  suppose  that  my  hon.  friend 
claims  to  be  anything  else)  to  come  to  a 
Gonclusioa  When  we  know  what  points  we 
have  to  decide,  then  is  the  time  for  those 
arguments,  and  I  trust  that  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman, having  delivered  himself  on  three 
different  occasions,  will  spare  us  a  speech 
when  this  measure  comes  before  us. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— My  inten- 
tion was  to  say  a  few  words  on  this  ques- 
tion, but  a  discussion  will  probably  take 
place  on  a  Bill  which  is  to  come  before 
us.     I  see  that  the  House  is  anxious  to 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB. 


have  this  motion  disposed  of  and  proceed 
to  the  orders  of  the  day.  I  will  therefoie 
postpone  my  remarks  until  the  Bill  is  be- 
fore us. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
There  is  no  objection  to  the  address. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

CONSOLIDATED  INLAND  REVE- 
NUE ACT,  1883,  AMENDMENT 
BILL 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (146)  "  An  Act 
to  amend  'the  Consolidated  Inland 
Revenue  Act,  1883.'''  This  is  a  BiU 
which  relates  almost  exclusively  to  mat- 
ters within  the  authority  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  concerning  the  sale  of  spirits, 
the  stowage  of  packages,  penalties  for  vio- 
lations o(  the  Act,  (SstUleries,  breweries, 
tobacco  and  cigar  manufacturers,  etc 
When  the  Bill  comes  before  us  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  we  can  find  out  if  it 
contains  anything  that  requires  our 
special  consideration. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

DOMINION  DRAINAGE  COM- 
PANY'S BILL, 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (28),  "An  Act  to  in- 
corporate the  Dominion  Drainage  Com- 
pany." He  said>-This  seems  to  be  a  Bill 
to  incorporate  certain  gentlemen  a 
company  for  the  purpose  of  undertaking 
the  drainage  of  lands.  They  ask  that  they 
may  have  power  to  contract  with  the 
Crown  or  with  any  private  person,  firm  or 
corporation,  municipal  or  otherwise,  for 
the  drainage  of  their  lands,  and  to  supply 
or  furnish  all  dredges,  excavators  and 
other  implements,  labor  and  materials 
requisite  for  such  work,  and  to  construct 
all  canals,  with  lockage  if  necessary,  that 
they  may  require  to  construct  for  efiectual 
drainage,  and  to  build  and  prosecute  such 
work  to  completioa 
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They  propose  to  have  a  capital  of 
$400,000,  in  8,000  shares  of  $50  each, 
the  company  to  go  into  operation  so  soon 
as  $200,000  of  the  capital  have  been  sub- 
scribed. There  is  also  a  provision  that 
the  Joint  Stock  Companies  Clauses  Act 
of  1869  shaU  apply  to  this  company.  They 
contemplate  working  throughout  Canada. 
It  is  well  known  that  in  the  western  part 
of  Ontario,  in  the  Counties  of  Kent  and 
and  Essex,  there  have  been  very  large 
drainage  works  which  have  been  of  very 
great  importance,  and  thousands  of  acres 
of  fertile  lands  have  been  reclaimed  and 
made  arable  by  the  application  of  a  system 
of  drainage,  which  is  often  so  large  and 
requires  so  much  capital  and  plant,  that  it 
cannot  be  carried  on  very  well  by  private 
individuals.  The  members  of  this  com 
pany  are  well  known  contractors :  aiming 
them  are  Angus  P.  McDonald,  Alexander 
Manning,  Peter  McLaren,  William  John 
Morris,  A.  F.  Manning,  Randolph  Mac- 
donald  and  others.  It  seems  to  be  a  new 
scheme  in  this  country,  but  I  think  it  will 
commend  itself  to  the  House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 


HARBOR   COMMISSIONERS  OF 
THREE  RIVERS  BILL. 

IN  COMMITTEB. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (150),  "  An 
Act  to  authorize  the  advance  of  a  certain 
sum  to  the  Harbor  Commissioners  of 
Three  Rivers." 

In  the  Committee, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— It  i? 
evident  that  these  commissioners  are  now 
paying  six  per  cent,  and  it  is  proposed  by 
this  Bill  to  take  up  these  debentures  by 
new  debentures  to  be  issued  at  not  more 
than  four  per  cent.,  and  to  give  them  the 
difference  between  what  is  necessary  to 
take  up  the  $63,600  of  old  debentures, 
and  the  $82,000,  to  complete  their  works. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ,  from  the  committee, 
reported  the  Bill  without  amendment, 


BILLS    INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (152)  "An  Act  to  amend  the 
Consolidated  Militia  Act,  1883."  (Sir 
Alex  Campbell) 

Bill  (154)  "An  Act  further  to  amend 
the  Acts  relating  to  the  culling  and 
measuring  of  timber  in  the  Provinces  of 
Ontario  imd  Quebec"  (Sir  Alex.  Camp- 
bell) 

Bill  (156)  "An  Act  to  restrict  and 
regulate  Chinese  immigration  into 
Canada. *•    (Sir  Alex.  Campbell) 

Bill  (155)  "  \n  Act  for  the  final  settle- 
ment of  the  claims  made  by  the  Province 
of  Manitoba  on  the  Dominion.''  (Sir 
Alex.  Campbell.) 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  4.50  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa^  Thursday,  July  pth,  1885, 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 


DOMINION   DRAINAGE   COM- 
PANY'S BILL. 

THULD   READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ,  from  the  Committee 
on  Standing  Orders  and  Private  Bills, 
reported  ^1  (28),  "An  Act  to  incorporate 
the  Dominion  Drainage  Company,"  with 
certain  amendments. 

Hon,  Mr-  PLUMB— The  report  of  the 
committee  shows  that  the  amendments  are 
merely  verbal  and  I  move  that  they  be 
concurred  in  presently. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB  moved  that  the 
Bill  be  read  tiie  third  time  as  amended. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
Bill  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed 
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HARBOUR    COMMISSIONERS    OF 
THREE  RIVERS  BILK 

THIRD   READING. 

The  order  of  the  day  having  been 
called  for  the  third  reading  of  Bill  (150), 
^An  Act  to  authorize  the  advance  of  a 
certain  sum  to  the  Harbor  Commissioners 
of  Three  Rivers.*' 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said : 
I  had  put  the  third  reading  of  this  Bill  off 
until  to-day,  because  of  an  expression  in 
the  third  clause  which  struck  me,  and  it 
is  this : — 

^UpOQ  the  payment  or  advance  of  any  sum 
under  this  Act  to  the  said  Harbor  Com  mis- 
sioners,  they  shall  deposit  as  such  00m mis* 
eioners,  with  the  Minister  of  Finance  and 
Receiver-General  their  own  bonds." 

It  is  not  meant  that  they  should  put  in 
their  private  bonds,  but  their  official  bonds, 
and  I  would  like  the  word  "  own  "  to  be 
stricken  out  of  the  third  clause. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  third  reading  of  the  Bill  as  amended. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  third  time  and  passed 

CONSOLIDATED  INSURANCE  ACT 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

THIRD  RRADIWa 

The  order  of  the  day  having  been 
called  for  the  third  reading  of  BiO  (ao), 
^'An  Act  to  modify  the  application  of  the 
Consolidated  Insurance  Act,  1877." 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said : 
When  this  Bill  was  appointed  for  third 
reading  to-day  I  promised  a  member  of 
the  House  from  New  Brunswick,  who  is 
now  in  his  place,  that  I  would  consider 
again  the  sixth  section  of  the  Bill  which  in 
committee  was  stricken  out  altogether  and 
which  my  hon.  friend  desired  to  have 
restored.  It  was  to  make  certain  sections 
of  the  Act  apply  to  domestic  companies 
as  well  as  foreign  companies.  Aft^  con- 
ferring with  the  Superintendent  of  In- 
surance I  think  that  the  clause  might 


remain,  and  therefore  I  assent  to  the  sug- 
gestion made  by  my  hon.  friend  from 
New  Brunswick,  and  supported  by  the 
hon.  member  from  Halifax  that  the  clause 
be  restored,  and  I  now  move  that  it  be 
restored. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  third  reading  of  the  Bill  as  amended. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

THE  FRANCHISE  BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (103),  "An  Act 
respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise."  He 
said:  In  moving  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill  a  member  of  this  House  who  is  charged 
with  that  duty  is  met  with  the  usual 
embarrassment  attending  the  reception  in 
the  Senate  of  bills  of  this  nature,  and  more 
particularly  this  Bill  which  has  occupied  so 
unusually  a  long  time  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. I  shall  not  attempt  to  make  any 
elaborate  speech  upon  the  subject  which 
has  already  become  so  completely  familiar 
to  the  ears  of  everybody  who  listens  to  me 
— ^a  bill  that  has  been  debated  in  the  other 
branch  of  Parliament  for  eight  or  nine 
weeks  I  believe,  and  not  only  the 
principles  but  the  details  discussed 
at  such  elaborate  length  that  it  is  quite 
out  of  the  question  that  any  person 
proposing  the  second  reading  here  will  be 
able  to  offer  any  new  observations  on  it, 
or  will  be  able  to  present  it  to  anybody  in 
a  new  light  I  will  content  myself  therefore 
with  alluding  to  the  general  reasons  which 
present  themselves  to  the  Government  for 
the  creation  of  a  general  and  uniform 
franchise  throughout  the  Dominion.  Hoa 
gendemen  know  very  well  that  by  the 
charter  of  our  hberties — by  the  Act  under 
which  this  Parliament  sits — ^the  Confeder- 
ation Act  of  1867,  it  was  contemplated 
that  sooner  or  later,  probably  sooner  than 
has  been  actually  done,  this  Parliament 
would  take  into  its  own  hands  the  franchise 
which  governs  the  election  of  those  who 
represent  constituencies  in  the  House  of 
Commons.    The  provbion  in  the  Act  of 
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Confederation  was,  that  until  other  provi- 
sions should  be  made,  by  the  Parliament 
of  Canada,  the  franchise  should  remain 
as  settled  in  the  different  provinces, 
and  that  it  should  constitute,  until 
altered  by  Parliament,  the  franchise 
which  should  entitle  gentlemen  to  seats 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  It  was 
evidently  contemplated  by  the  Im- 
perial Parliament  that  at  an  early  day  the 
Parliament  of  the  Dominion  would  take 
that  subject  into  their  hands  and  legislate 
for  themselves  as  to  the  franchise  which 
should  govern  the  rights  of  those  who  sit 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  Two  methods 
suggested  themselves  by  which  this  might 
be  accomplished.  One,  which  I  confess 
recommended  itself  to  me,  was  to  take  the 
franchises  in  the  different  provinces  and 
crystalize  them — ^adopt  them  as  the  Dom- 
inion franchise — each  province  by  itself 
and  to  put  machinery  in  force  by  which 
the  existing  franchise  in  each  province 
might  be  preserved  unalterable  ex- 
cept by  the  Parliament  of  the  Dominion. 
That  would  have  been  a  simple  plan, 
and  would  have  avoided  some  friction, 
because  it  would  have  given  to  the 
constituencies  in  each  province  the 
franchise  to  which  they  have  been  ac- 
customed But  there  were  some  grave 
objections  to  that  system  and  I  yielded  my 
preference  willingly.  There  was  a  want 
of  symmetry  in  it;  you  would  have 
members  elected  in  one  part  of  the 
Dominion  by  one  franchise  and  in  other 
parts  of  the  Dominion  by  another 
franchise.  There  was  a  want  of  symmetry 
and  harmony  in  it,  and  it  does  seem  to 
recommend  itself  to  one's  judgment  that,  if 
it  be  possible,  we  should  establish  one  and 
the  same  .franchise  throughout  the  whole 
Dominion.  They  would  all  be  holding  their 
seats  by  the  same  authority  and  by  the 
same  franchise,  and  it  would  have  the 
tendency  to  unite  us  as  one  nation  more 
than  the  other  mode  could  possibly  have 
done.  There  are  arguments  on  both  sides, 
but,  on  the  whole,  the  system  presented 
to  the  House  for  its  consideration  is  the 
one  which  recommended  itself  to  the 
Government,  and  is  the  one  which,  of  the 
two,  presents  the  more  statesmanlike 
theory  to  this  Parliament  for  its  consider- 
ation. Having  adopted  that  plan  as  the 
better  of  the  two,  then  the  question  of 
lowering  the  franchise  or  making  it  higher 


was  to  point  which  the  Government  had 
to  deliberate  upon.  The  franchise  which 
is  now  presented  to  the  House  for  con- 
sideration is  lower  than  it  was  found  to 
exist  at  this  moment  in  most  of  the  pro- 
vinces. It  is  a  lower  franchise  than  exists 
at  this  moment  in  Ontario,  somewhat 
lower  than  that  what  exists  in  Quebec  and 
in  one  or  two  of  the  other  provinces.  It 
is  a  franchise  which  is  not  only  enlarged 
by  reason  of  diminishing  the  standard  in 
value,  but  it  is  enlarged  by  bringing  into  the 
body  of  constituents  many  persons  who 
havehot  now  votes.  In  many  respects, 
therefore,  I  think  the  Bill  ought  to 
recommend  itself  to  those  members  of 
this  House  who  belong  to  the  Reform 
party,  because  it  is  an  enlargement  of  the 
franchise ;  because  it  gives  votes  to  those 
who  have  not  now  votes,  in  many 
instances  not  only  lowering  the  franchise, 
but  including  those  who  have  not  it 
at  alL  I  understand,  and  I  am  sorry 
to  hear  that  some  of  my  hon,  friends  in  this 
House  to  whose  support  I  have  long  been 
indebted,  and  whom  it  is  always  a 
source  of  grief  to  me  to  find  not  in 
accord  with  the  views  that  may  be  pre- 
sented by  the  Government,  are  not  satis- 
fied with  the  franchise  which  is  now 
offered  for  consideration,  because  it  is 
too  liberal  in  the  way  of  bringing  others  in, 
because  it  lowers  the  franchise  in  a 
way  which  they  think  is  inconsistent 
with  conservative  views.  Those  gen- 
tlemen, come  chiefly,  I  believe,  from 
Quebec,  and  I  am  sure  they  will 
allow  me  to  pomt  out  to  them  that 
if  that  evil  is  really  deducible  from  the  Bill, 
it  is  one  which  affects  the  'province  of 
Quebec  much  less  than  the  other  provinces 
because  Quebec  has  a  stable  population 
not  increasing  rapidly,  I  apprehend  in 
Quebec  that  the  voters  under  this  Bill,  if 
it  should  become  law,  will  be  very  much 
the  voters  who  are  on  the  lists  now,  but 
in  the  other  provinces  there  would  be  an 
increased  number  of  them.  I  hope  too 
that  my  hon.  friends  from  Lower  Canada, 
some  of  whom,  I  believe,  have  this  feeling, 
will  bear  in  mind  that  there  is  a  necessity 
imposed  on  every  Government  to  keep 
time,  as  it  were,  with  the  events  which 
are  going  on — to  march  in  line  with  the 
general  sentiment ;  and  I  think  one  may 
safely  say  in  this  country  the  general  sen* 
timent  at  this  moment  is  in  favor  of  giving 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1196 


The  FranckUe  [SENATE]  MUL 


votes  to  all  those  who  can  safely  be 
intrusted  with  them.  We  may  not  go  so 
fax  as  many  gentlemen  desire  in  this 
respect,  but  having  endeavored  to 
hit  a  point  which  would  be  half-way 
between  the  two.  The  Bill  not  only 
increases  the  constituents,  but  it  also 
makes  provisions  for  the  regular  registra- 
tion of  all  those  who  may  be  entitled  to* 
vote,  provisions  which  have  excited  a 
great  deal  of  comment  elsewhere,  and 
which  were  supposed  to  indicate  a  deep 
design  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
maintain  their  own  positions  and  to  keep 
the  present  Opposition  where  they  are  for 
years  to  come,  a  scheme  which  has  been 
attributed  to  the  Premier,  and  in  which,  I 
believe,  it  has  been  alleged  by  some  of 
the  Opposition,  that  he  has  had  the  assist- 
ance of  his  Satanic  Majesty  in  devising. 
That  is  if  true  would  go  to  show  that  we 
were  making  unholy  alliances.  I  am 
happy  to  say  that  it  is  not  true.  The 
scheme  is  one  which  recommended  itself 
to  our  judgment  as  one  which  enlarged 
the  constituencies  while,  at  the  same  time^ 
it  preserved  some  of  the  elements  of  con- 
servatism which  were,as  we  thought,  suf- 
ficient to  justify  us  in  increasing,  to  the  ex- 
tent which  the  Bill  does  increase,  the 
voters  in  the  Dominion.  Then  the 
scheme  contains  provisions  for  the  pur- 
pose of  framing  the  original  list  of  voters 
and  of  revising  it  from  time  to  time.  The 
officers  appointed  to  do  this  duty  are 
some  of  the  judges  of  the  land  and  revis- 
ing barristers.  It  has  been  supposed  that 
the  judges  would  only  be  appointed  oc- 
casionally, and  that  the  normal  state  of 
things  would  be  to  employ  revising  barris- 
ters appointed  by  the  Government,  and 
therefore  supposed  to  be  in  the  interests 
of  the  Government ;  but  assurances  have 
been  given  elsewhere,  and  I  repeat  them 
here,  that  as  &r  as  it  is  possible  to  select 
judges  under  the  Bill  and  as 
far  as  that  can  be  done  without 
interfering  seriously  with  the  discharge  of 
their  other  duties  they  will  be  selected  and 
barristers  will  only  be  appointed  where 
this  cannot  advantageously  be  done.  Of 
course  in  many  counties  of  the  Dominion 
where  there  is  but  one  judge  there  are 
several  electoral  divisions, — divisions  each 
of  which  is  entided  to  return  a  member, 
and  it  might  be  found  impossible,  in  the 
administration  of  the  Act,  that  the  judge 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


should  have  time  to  discharge  completely 
the  duty  of  a  revising  officer  with  reference, 
to  all  the  constituencies  in  his  county, 
and  other  difficulties  might  arise  whidi 
would  render  it  desirable  that  they  should 
not  be  employed  the  whole  of  their  time, 
at  all  events,  on  the  occasion  of  revising 
the  list  of  those  who  have  to  vote,  and  re- 
vising barristers  are  therefore  to  be  ap- 
pointed Why  there  should  be  sudi 
jealousy  of  revising  barristers  I  do  not  com- 
pletely understand.  Revising  barristers  are 
to  be  men  of  five  years'  standing,  and  I 
myself  have  confidence  that  such  a 
barrister,  no  matter  from  what  party  he 
might  come,  no  matter  in  what  province 
he  might  be  appointed,  would  discharge 
his  duty  according  to  law.  There  grows- 
up  in  the  le^  profession  a  respect  for  the 
law  and  a  desire  to  discharge  thoroughly 
and  legally  any  duty  which  may  be 
entrusted  to  a  member  of  it  I  should  no 
more  suppose  that  a  revising  barrister 
would  wilfully  go  wrong  in  the  discharge 
of  this  duty  than  he  would  wilfully  go 
wrong  in  the  discharge  of  his  duties  if  he 
were  made  a  judge  or  a  commissioner.  I 
do  not  appreciate  or  sympathize  with  the 
view  which  distrusts  revising  banisters 
because  they  are  appointed  by  the  Govern- 
ment. I  cannot  think  that  any  man  of 
five  years'  standing  at  the  bar  would  wil- 
fully sit  down  and  write  on  the  roll  the 
name  of  a  man  who  was  not  a  voter.  That 
seems  to  be  an  apprehension  which  my 
experience  at  alL  events  does  not  justify. 
But  there  has  been  given  in  the  case  of 
any  decision  by  a  revising  barrister,  an 
appeal  so  that  if  the  barrister  should  go 
wrong  or  disregard  his  duty,  or  be 
influenced  without  his  knowledge  per- 
haps by  that  bias  which  is  supposed  by 
some  to  be  unavoidable — his  political 
bias — ^there  is  an  appeal  which  would 
bring  his  decision  before  a  judge. 
Now,  I  think  that  of  itself  would  be  a  suf- 
ficient check  on  any  man  to  prevent  him 
from  doing  that  which  is  wrong — I  would 
submit  to  the  House  that  revising  barris- 
ters are  officers  appointed  in  England  and 
there  is  no  suggestion  there  that  they  dis- 
charge their  duties  unfairly  or  improperly. 
I  know  it  will  be  said  by  my  hon.  friends- 
opposite  "  Oh  they  are  not  appointed  by 
the  Government"  It  is  true  thejr^arenot 
appointed  directly  by  the  Government, 
but  they  are  appointed  by  the  Lord  Chan* 
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•ccUor  for  the  time  being,  and  he  is  a 
member  of  the 'Government 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  Lord  Chan 
celloT  appoints  only  in  London ;  in  the 
country  revising  barristers  are  appointed 
by  the  judge  on  circuit. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  is  the  Lord 
Chief  Justice  who  makes  the  appointment 
in  London  not  the  Lord  Chancellor. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— It 
tised  to  be  the  Lord  Chancellor  I 
think.  That  removes  it  one  step  from 
the  Crown  at  all  events,  and  in  that 
respect  it  is  a  degree  more  distant  from  the 
-centre  of  authority  that  it  is  under  this 
Bill  Here  they  are  to  be  appointed  by 
the  Government,  and  they  are  to  hold 
office  during  good  behavior.  That 
was  a  rule  which  it  was  supposed  would  be 
^Yorably  received  by  any  critic  of  the 
Bill,  because  a  man  once  appointed  is  re 
moved  from  all  Government  control  or 
influence.  That  was  the  provision  made 
with  reference  to  the  revising  barristers, 
and  with  reference  to  the  persons  by  whom 
they  were  to  be  appointed.  Then  when 
the  Bill  was  finally  before  the  House, 
certain  exemptions  to  the  general  principle 
were  made,  one  in  Prince  Edward  Island, 
where  the  suffrage  in  the  past  was  univer- 
sal, and  one  in  favor  of  British  Columbia, 
where  the  suffrage  was  of  the  same 
character.  In  this  House,  some  years  ago, 
when  Prince  Edward  Island  entered  the 
Union,  a  bill,  which  passed  the  lower 
chamber,  which  altered  the  franchise  of 
that  province,  and  which  gave  the  franchise 
of  those  who  had  a  right  to  vote  for  the 
members  of  the  Legislative  Council,  as  the 
franchise  for  those  who  voted  for  a  mem- 
ber for  the  Commons,  it  was  altered 
by  the  Senate,  and  we  thought  then  that 
Ae  franchise  as  it  existed  at  that  time  in 
Prince  Edward  Island  was  the  proper  one 
for  that  province,  and  we  made  it  so ;  so 
that  this  House,  as  far  as  its  judgment 
went  on  that  occasion,  supported  the 
principle  of  this  Bill  as  laid  down  so  far  as 
Prince  Edward  Island  is  concerned.  The 
Senate  has  been  much  abused  for  that, 
and  for  other  steps  which  they  have 
taken  in  regard  to  bills  which  came 
from  the  House  of  Commons  but  that  bill 
was  never  again  presented  to  us.    The 


justice  <d  the  course  pursued  by  the  Senate 
upon  that  occasion  seems  to  have  been 
admitted,  and  no  subsequent  effort  was 
ever  made  to  restrict  the  franchise  of 
Prince  Edward  Island.  British  Columbia 
is  in  the  same  position,  and  hon.  gentle- 
men will  easily  see  that  with  reference  to 
the  provisions  as  stated,  it  was  a  much 
stronger  step  to  take,  and  one  more  apart 
from  all  their  past  experience  to  say  that 
there  should  be  a  franchise  of  real  or 
tenant  property  or  any  other  kind,  restrict- 
ing them  beyond  what  they  had  in 
the  past  in  the  way  of  an  electoral  fran- 
chise. I  desire  to  point  out  the  difference 
between  the  franchise  as  it  exists  under 
this  Bill,  and  the  franchise  as  it  exists  at 
this  moment  in  the  different  provinces, 
and  then  to  say  a  word  or  two  in  reference 
to  those  which  have  been  added.  The 
franchise  as  it  exists  at  present  in  the  va- 
rious provinces,  I  had  put  some  time  ago 
in  the  shape  of  a  memorandum  which  is 
as  follows  :  in  Ontario  an  elector  must  be 
a  British  subject,  of  age,  assessed  for  real 
property  as  owner,  tenant  or  occupant  of 
the  following  value  : — 

In  cities  $400,  or  be  assessed  for  in- 
come of  not  less  than  $4oa 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Not  now. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— It 
has  been  altered  since  this  memorandum 
was  drawn  up  I'bey  may  alter  it  from 
day  to  day  if  they  choose,  and  1  believe 
they  da 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  was  amended 
at  the  last  session  of  the  Legislature. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— It  was  altered  in 
anticipation  of  a  Dominion  Franchise  Bill, 
in  order  to  embarrass  us  a  little. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  is  not  now  the 
law  of  Ontario. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— It 
has  been  so  far  as  elections  up  to  now  are 
concerned.  The  last  alteration  is  that 
in  towns  he  must  be  possessed  of  real 
property  of  the  value  of  $300  ;  in  villages 
$200;  in  townships  $200.  That  is  the 
last  alteration  which  they  have  made  in 
Ontario,  and  the  interruption  of  my  hon. 
friend  opposite  suggests  jto  me  one  of  the 
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strongest  reasons,  which  I  omitted  when 
I  was  referring  to  the  point,  for  the  passage 
of  this  Bill  and  the  establishment  of  a 
franchise  which  shall  be  firm  and  lasting 
with  reference  to  members  of  the  House 
of  Commons  and  it  is  this  ;  that  they  are 
altering  perpetually  the  franchise  law  in 
Ontario  and  in  some  of  the  other  provinces, 
and  I  think  I  may  safely  say  without  fear 
of  successful  contradiction  that  those 
alterations  or  some  of  them  have  been 
made  for  the  very  purpose  of  having 
influence  upon  the  elections  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  They  have  been  altered  at 
times,  and  so  abruptly,  and  in  the  imme- 
diate presence  of  an  election  for  the 
House  of"  Commons,  that  one  cannot  but 
believe  that  they  are  altered  for  the  purpose 
of  influencing  that  election,  and  that  has  been 
done  in  other  provinces  besides  Ontario. 
It  has  been  a  subject  of  remark,  and  has 
suggested  to  members  of  the  House  of 
Commons  and  to  members  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, and  no  doubt  to  many  members 
of  this  House,  that  the  only  way  of  getting 
over  a  great  evil  of  the  kind  was  to  take 
the  franchise  into  our  own  hands,  and 
create  such  a  franchise  as  we  thought 
proper  for  the  House  of  Commons,  a  con- 
stituent part  of  this  Parliament  I  have 
stated  to  you  the  franchise  which  exists  in 
Ontario.  In  Quebec  the  real  property 
qualification  in  cities  is  $300,  and  else- 
where $200  :  or  $20  annual  value,  or  a 
tenant  paying  annual  rent  for  real  estate 
in  cities  of  $30 — elsewhere  $20  :  provided 
the  real  estate  itself  be  rated  at  $300  and 
$200  respectively.  In  New  Brunswick 
he  must  be  assessed  for  real  estate  to  the 
value  of  $100.  Personal  estate,  or  real 
and  personal  estate  together  to  the  value 
of  $400,  or  have  an  income  of  $400. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  has  been  al- 
tered there. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— It  has  been  al- 
tered there,  and  changed  back  again. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Yes, 
to  meet  an  election  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. In  British  Columbia  the  franchise 
is  universal  suffrage.  In  Manitoba  the 
owner  of  real  estate  to  the  value  of  $100, 
or  tenant  of  real  estate  of  value  $aoo,  and 
rent  of  $20.  per  annum,  or  occupant  and 
householder  of  land  to  the  annual  value 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL 


of  $20.  In  Nova  Scotia  real  estate  to  the 
valueof  $150,  or  personal  estate  or  real 
and  personal  estate  together  to  the  value 
of  $300.  In  Prince  Edward  Island,  resi- 
dence for  one  year,  and  being  on  the 
voters'  list  and  paying  a  poll  tax  for  the 
year  preceding ;  or  he  must  for  12 
months  preceding  revision  of  voters'  list 
have  owned,  or  been  entitled  to  a  freehold 
estate  of  clear  yearly  value  of  $6.40,  or  to 
one  whole  water  lot,  common  lot,  town 
lot  or  pasture  lot  within  the  town  of 
Georgetown  or  Charlottetown,  etc. 

Now  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  are :  in 
cities  he  must  be  the  owner  of  an  estate  to 
the  actual  value  of  $300.  Hon.  gentlemen 
wiil  see  that  it  was  $400  in  Ontario,  $300 
in  Quebec,  and  $200  in  some  of  the  other 
Provinces.  We  have  taken  the  mean  sum 
of  $300  in  cities,  and  in  towns  $200 ;  or 
as  tenant  at  a  monthly  rental  of  at  least 
$2,  or  a  quarterly  rental  of  at  least  $6,  or 
half  yearly  rental  of  at  least  $12,  or  an 
annual  rental  of  at  least  $20,  and  whose 
last  year's  rent  has  been  paid  ;  or  as  occu- 
pant of  real  property,  if  in  a  city,  under  an 
agreement  to  purchase  from  the  Crown  or 
any  other  person  or  corporation,  or  occu- 
pies in  any  other  manner,  except  as  owner 
or  tenant,  property  to  the  value  of  $300, 
and  in  towns  $200.  Then  copied 
from  some  of  the  Provinces  the  vote 
given  to  the  following  persons,  hav- 
ing an  income  of  $300  annually  from 
his  earning  or  from  some  invest- 
ment, and  residence  in  cities  or  towns: 
in  counties  he  shall  be  entitled  to 
a  vote  if  he  is  the  owner  of  real 
property  of  the  actual  value  of  $150 ;  that 
again  varies  somewhat  from  what  is  now 
the  case,  and  it  varies  in  some  provinces 
augmenting  it,  and  in  other  provinces 
diminishing  it  In  New  Brunswick  real 
estate  to  the  value  of  $100  would  now 

five  a  vote ;  whereas  we  require  a  value  of 
150.  Then  a  tenant  must  be  under 
lease  at  a  monthly  rental  of  at  least  $20  a 
year,  and  has  really  and  bona  fide  paid  one 
year's  rent  for  such  real  property  at  not 
less  than  that  rate,  or  if  an  occupant,  if  he 
is  the  bona  fide  occupant  of  real  property 
to  the  value  of  $150,  whether  such  occu- 
pation be  under  license  or  agreement  to 
purchase  from  the  Crown  or  any  other 
way.  There  is  also  a  vote  given  to  the 
possessor  of  an  income  in  the  country  of 
not  less  than  $300.     The  vote  is  also 
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given  to  fishermen,  and  I  was  very  glad  to 
9ee  that,  and  I  hope  it  will  recommend 
itself  to  the  favorable  consideration  of 
those  gentlemen  who  are  from  the  Mari- 
time Provinces — fishermen  owning  real 
property  and  boats  and  net  and  fishing 
gear  and  tackle  which,  together,  are  of  the 
actual  value  of  $150.  Then  the  vote  is 
given  to  farmers'  sons  and  to  the  sons  of 
other  persons  entitled  to  vote  under  simi- 
lar provision  in  the  Ontario  franchise. 
Then  after  giving  all  those  persons  votes 
there  is  a  restrictive  clause  saying  who 
shall  not  vote  at  elections,  and  amongst 
others  who  are  disqualified  are  the  Indians 
in  Manitoba,  British  Columbia,  Keewatin 
and  the  North- West  Territories,  and  any 
Indian  on  any  reserve  elsewhere  in  Canada 
who  is  not  in  possession  and  occupation 
of  a  separate  and  distinct  tract  of  land  of 
the  value  of  at  least  $150,  and  who  is  not 
otherwise  possessed  of  the  qualifications 
entitling  him  to  be  registered  on  the  list 
of  voters.  Great  opposition  was  raised  to 
this  provision  about  Indians  in  the  other 
branch  of  the  Legislature.  It  seems  to  me 
a  most  unjust  one.  I  know  something  of 
the  Indians  in  Tyendinaga,  which  is  a 
township  on  the  confines  of  a  con- 
stituency that  I  once  represented, 
and  where  I  knew  the  Indians  some- 
what intimately,  and  I  know  from  what  I 
saw  of  them  in  their  domestic  life  that 
many  of  them  were  as  well  qualified  to  vote 
as  white  men.  Many  of  them  were  men  pos- 
sessed of  considerable  amount  of  property; 
could  read  and  write,  and  were  as  intelli- 
gent, and  were  quite  as  entitled  to  vote, 
as  many  of  their  white  neighbors.  The 
restriction  here  is  that  the  Indian 
although  on  the  reserve ;  must  be 
possessed  of  a  separate  and  distinct 
tract  of  land  either  on  the  reserve  or  else- 
where. It  seems  to  me  that  it  is  the 
height  of  absurdity  to  deny  those  people 
votes.  They  were  here  before  we  were 
here ;  they  were  the  owners  of  the  coun- 
try before  we  were,  have  always  been 
loyal  to  the  Crown,  and  they  are  educated, 
some  of  them  perfectly  educated — I  know 
one  of  them  a  member  of  Oxford  Univers- 
ity, and  there  are  lots  of  them  educated 
at  the  common  schools  of  the  country, 
and  are  as  well  educated  as  the 
children  of  white  people.  The  objection 
taken  is  that  they  are  wards  of  the  Crown, 
and  as  such  are  likely  to  be  influenced  by 


the  Government  They  are  not  wards  of 
the  Crown  in  the  sense  that  the  crown 
can  deprive  them  of  anything:  There  is 
no  sort  of  influence  that  the  Crown  can 
exercise  upon  them  that  I  know  of  to 
induce  them  to  vote  one  way  or  the  other* 
They  are  just  as  free  as  any  other  class  of 
Her  Majesty's  subjects  and  it  seems  to 
me,  are  just  as  entitled  to  vote  as  any 
other  class  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects.  I 
have  informed  the  House  what  the  pro- 
vision of  the  Bill  is  as  to  registration  of 
voters  and  revising  barristers ;  but  it  would 
perhaps  be  convenient  that  I  should  men- 
tion to  the  House  the  provision  of  the  Bill 
for  the  beginning  of  the  voters'  list,  a 
provision  which  attracted  a  great  deal  of 
attention  in  the  Lower  House,  and  which 
was  somewhat  altered,  but  is  now  presented 
in  principle  to  a  large  extent  as  it  stood 
originally.  The  revising  officer  who  pre- 
pares the  first  list  of  voters  shall  obtain  a 
certified  copy  of  the  last  revise  or  final 
assessment  roll  of  the  district  and  also 
certified  copyofthe  lastrevisedlist  of  voters^ 
and  that  voters'  list  having  been  supplied 
by  him  shall  be  communicated  to  those 
who  are  chiefly  interested,  in  a  variety  of 
ways  pointed  out  by  the  Bill,  and  then 
there  shall  be  a  revision  when  people  can 
be  heard  for  or  against  the  list  as  it  stood, 
after  which  there  is  a  final  settlement  of 
the  voters'  list  I  do  not  know  that  any 
body  could  suggest  a  better  way  of  cor- 
recting an  original  list  You  are  to  take 
the  list  that  was  voted  on  at  the  last  elec- 
tion. You  revise  that  list,  and  your  revi- 
sion is  subject  to  appeal.  You  are  obliged 
to  send  it  to  the  persons  interested,  to  each 
member  of  the  Councill  of  every  city, 
town,  township  or  village  in  the  electoral 
district,  to  the  clerk  and  treasurer,  to  each 
postmaster  in  every  municipality  or  polling 
division  ;  to  the  sheriff,  warden,  clerk  of 
the  Peace  and  county  Judge  and  to  the 
unsuccessful  candidate  at  the  last  election, 
and  every  suggestion  to  make  the  thing 
public,  and  bring  to  bear  upon  it 
the  light  which  public  opinion  throws 
upon  all  things  of  the  kind,  and 
which  enforces  fairness  and  reason- 
able decisions  and  reasonable  actions 
upon  the  part  of  those  who  have  to  deal 
with  the  matter,  is  here  adopted.  These 
are  the  general  provisions  of  the  bill  which 
has  received  the  sanction  of  the  House  of 
Commons  who  are  chiefly  interested  in  it. 
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and  which  is  now  presented  to  you  for 
your  consideration.  I  am  happy  to  be- 
lieve that  it  is  one  which  presents  to  the 
country  an  increased  liberality  as  regard 
those  who  are  entitled  to  vote.  It  gives 
votes  to  those  who  have  a  small  interest 
in  the  country,  that  interest  being  a  per- 
manent one.  All  those  things  tend  to 
permanency,  and  to  restrict  the  right  to 
vote  to  those  men  who  have  a  real  and 
lasting  interest  in  the  country,  and  to  such 
we  should  all  be  willing  to  give  votes. 
Of  course  I  feel  that  in  lowering  the 
franchise  it  may  possibly  be  that  some 
are  included,  and  some  may  get  votes 
who  are  not  of  the  class  that  we 
would  like  to  see  enfranchised;  but 
I  think  they  would  be  the  exception, 
and  that  such  instances  will  be  few  m  the 
country,  and  they  will  not  be  sufficiently 
numerous  to  influence  by  their  votes,  the 
position  of  those  who  are,  for  the  time 
being,  entrusted  with  the  Government  of 
the  country.  I  submit  the  Bill  to  the 
House  with  every  hope  that  it  will  receive 
your  favorable  consideration. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  Minister  of 
Justice,  in  submitting  this  bill  for  our  con- 
sideration, prefaced  his  remarks  with  the 
usual  frank  and  candid  expression  of  his 
own  views  which  indicate  the  fair-minded 
man.  He  told  us  there  were  two  opinions 
as  to  the  franchise  which  ought  to  be  pro- 
posed to  the  Parliament  of  Canada. 
This  is  evidently  not  the  bill  that,  had  the 
subject  matter  been  left  exclusively  to 
himself,  he  would  have  framed  for  our 
consideration.  He  spoke  rather  favor- 
ably of  giving  to  the  Provincial  authorities 
at  least  the  right  of  arranging  the  list,  and 
of  continuing,  as  far  as  possible,  the  sys- 
tem that  has  akeady  existed,  saving  and 
excepting,  perhaps,  the  question  of  uni- 
formity of  franchise.  He  stated  that  at 
the  time  of  Confederation  a  provision  was 
introduced  in  the  British  North  America 
Act  providing  that  when  the  Parliament  of 
Canada  saw  fit  to  establish  a  uniform 
franchise  for  the  Dominion  it  should 
do  so.  Now,  I  quite  under- 
stand the  reasonableness  of  that  proposi- 
tion, and  if  the  franchise  that  is  submitted 
to  us  to-day  were  in  harmony  with  the 
view  then  taken  by  the  promoters  of  the 
British  North  America  Act,  1  should  not 
jaise  my  voice  against  it  They,  no  doubt, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


had  in  view  the  franchise  that  was  in 
operation  in  the  only  two  provinces  then 
united,  Upper  and  Lower  Canada.  Under 
that  franchise  there  was  uniformity,  no 
doubt,  but  the  preparation  of  the  lists,  the 
filing  of  the  papers,  the  whole  arrange- 
ment of  these  details  was  relegated  to  die 
municipal  authorities.  The  Parliament  of 
Old  Canada  simply  provided  that  the 
franchise  should  be  a  certain  and  definite 
sum,  the  mode  of  arriving  at  which  was 
through  the  different  municipal  institutions 
that  prevailed  in  the  provinces.  We 
know  that  the  municipal  institutions  of 
Upper  and  Lower  Canada  were  not  alike, 
and  had  this  Bill  followed  those  lines  I 
should  have  seen  no  objection  whatever  to 
it,  but  because  it  is  a  departure  from  the 
principle  which  then  existed  and  which  I 
think  the  promoters  of  the  British 
North  America  Act  had  in  view 
when  framing  it,  I  am  disposed  to 
question  the  fiaiimess  and  the  justice 
of  the  measure  submitted  to  us.  In  the 
first  place,  I  do  not  think  it  can  be  argued 
that  the  change  has  become  necessary. 
The  hon.  gentleman  has  endeavored  to 
make  it  appear  that  the  Province  of  On- 
tario was  so  intent  on  affecting  the  election 
of  members  to  the  House  of  Commons 
that  they  altered  their  franchise  on  the 
eve  of  elections  for  the  Parliament  of 
Canada.  I  deny  that  tn  Mo.  If  anyone 
looks  at  the  system  in  Ontario  it  wDl  be 
seen  that  it  has  been  a  broadening  and 
widening  system,  giving  the  franchise  to 
larger  numbers  as  the  changes  were  made, 
increasing  the  number  of  those  who  had  a 
right  to  vote  for  members  of  the  Local 
Legislature  and  of  the  Dominion  House 
of  Commons.  Certainly  there  has  been 
no  agitation  in  any  part  of  Canada  against 
the  ^anchise  which  has  been  exercised 
now  since  Confederation,  nearly  20  years. 
No  petitions  have  been  presented  against 
it,  there  has  been  no  exhibition  of  public 
feeling  in  favor  of  a  change,  and  it  does 
appear  to  me  that  the  Conservative  party 
have  very  little  right  to  complaia  There 
have  been  five  elections  since  Confederation 
and  they  have  had  four  of  them  In  the  last 
two  elections  they  have  had  very  consi- 
derable majorities,  in  the  last  one,  I 
believe,  a  majority  in  all  the  Provinces. 
It  cannot,  therefore,  be  that  the  system  in 
operation  has  worked  injuriously  to  their 
interests.    That  is  obvious.     Do  they  fed 
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that  it  is  necessary  to  entirely  block  out 
the  Liberal  party  from  any  participation  in 
the  administration  of  public  affairs — to 
deprive  them  of  that  one-iifth  chance  they 
have  had  to  govern  the  country  for  the 
last  2o  years  ?  It  would  appear  so  from 
the  measure  which  was  submitted  in  the 
other  Chamber,  the  object  of  which  was 
to  secure  the  majority  in  their  seats  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  That  was  the 
object,  as  clearly  as  any  measure  could 
have  an  object.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
commented  on  the  time  that  has  been 
spent  in  the  debate  on  this  Bill  in 
another  place.  It  is  fortunate  for  the 
country  that  there  was  a  patriotic 
body,  if  weak  in  numbers  yet  strong 
in  patriotism,  who  during  those  seven 
weeks  battled  with  the  Bill  as  introduced 
by  the  Government,  and  succeeded  in 
striking  out  many  obnoxious  clauses. 
They  were  unable  to  make  it  a  fair  and 
reasonable  Bill,  it  is  true,  but  many  por- 
tions of  that  measure,  for  which  no  pos- 
sible defence  could  be  urged,  which  it 
was  not  possible  to  justify,  were  stricken 
out  in  the  various  stages  that  were  taken 
in  the  long  period  it  was  under  discus^sion. 
It  was  a  fight  for  political  life  by  the  Op- 
position in  the  other  Chamber,  because 
the  Bill,  as  submitted  by  the  Government, 
meant  giving  for  all  time  to  come  the 
right  of  being  elected  to  the  Conservative 
party.  Practically  it  made  the  revising 
barrister  the  absolute  arbiter  and  judge  of 
who  should  be  on  that  list,  and  who 
should  not  It  gave  him  powers  without 
appeal :  it  allowed  him  to  make  out  the 
list  of  his  own  mere  motion  :  it  allowed 
him  to  override  the  assessment  roll ;  he 
was  not  bound  by  the  valuation  of 
the  assessors ;  it  gave  to  the  tri- 
bal Indians  the  right  to  vote. 
Very  many  important  changes  have  been 
made  in  the  clauses  to  which  I  have  referred 
in  its  passage  through  the  lower  House. 
As  we  all  know,  there  may  be  a  divided 
opinion  as  to  woman  suffrage,  but  the  Bill 
as  brought  down  gave  to  widows  and 
unmarried  women  the  right  to  vote.  The 
Chinese  were  given  the  right  to  vote, 
though  they  were  at  a  subsequent  stage 
disfranchised.  The  revising  barrister  can- 
not now  be  a  candidate.  As  the  Bill 
stood,  and  as  it  was  pressed  upon  the 
House  of  Commons,  the  revising  barnster 
had  only  to  make  up  his  lists  and,  having 
A3 


completed  them,  if  an  election  came  on 
he  was  an  eligible  candidate.  He  could 
have  that  in  view  at  the  very  time  he 
framed  those  lists,  and  he  had  the  power 
to  add  names  to  the  list  at  his  own  mere 
motion.  He  did  not  require  the  suggests 
ion  of  any  outsider ;  he  could  take  the 
list  into  his  own  private  room  and  put  on 
or  take  off  the  names  of  any  he  pleased, 
and  that  power  can  be  best  appreciated  by 
the  fact  that  for  the  first  time  in 
this  Dominion  the  vote  is  largely  in> 
creased  b^  the  addition  of  farmers'  sons, 
wage  earners,  and  those  having  a  vote 
under  the  income  clause — all  those  are  to 
be  put  on.  It  rested  with  the  revising 
barrister  to  say  whom  he  should  select  of 
those,  because  it  was  a  matter  of  discretion 
whether  a  farmer  having  a  farm  of  500 
acres,  and  two  sons  should  give  his  two 
sons  the  votes  or  not.  It  gave,  as  I  said 
before,  the  right  to  refuse  an  appeal  from 
his  decision.  All  that,  fortunately,  has 
been  changed.  The  Bill,  no  doubt,  has 
been  broadened  in  its  operation.  The 
franchise  in  towns  has  been  reduced,  since 
the  Bill  was  brought  in,  from  $300  to 
$200,  and  also  in  the  case  of  occupants 
to  some  extent.  The  income  franchise 
has  been  reduced  from  $400  to  $300.  In 
the  matter  of  appeals,  very  large  and  im- 
portant changes  have  been  made,  giving 
some  sort  of  security  against  the  decision 
of  the  revising  barrister,  and  also  giving 
increased  publicity.  As  first  proposed,  the 
time  within  which  those  lists  were  abso- 
lutely confirmed  and  parties  absolutely 
shut  off  from  appeal,  was  much  shorter 
than  it  is  now ;  it  was  originally  two 
weeks  \  it  has  now  been  enlarged  to  four 
weeks,  and  in  some  instances  to  six  weeks. 
Those  were  the  prominent  changes  in  the 
Bill,  and  they  were  important  modifications 
that  were  gained  by  the  stubborn  fight 
to  which  Her  Majesty's  loyal  Opposition 
were  obliged  to  resort  in  order  to  secure 
an  appearance  of  fairness  in  this  measure. 
I  come  now  to  the  principal  objection 
to  this  Bill :  that  is,  that  it  is  going  to* 
create  very  great  confusion  throughout  the 
whole  Dominion.  In  no  respect  is  it 
similar  to  the  franchise  in  any  one  of  the 
provinces.  In  some  provinces,  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  explained,  the  franchise  is 
higher :  in  some  it  is  lower.  Its  object 
apparently  was  to  obtain  uniformity,  yet 
when  British  Columbia  and  Prince  Edward 
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Island  insisted  on  being  omitted,  they  were 
let  out,  so  that  all  those  who  have  been  in 
the  habit  of  voting  in  those  two  provinces 
in  the  past  will  have  the  right  to  vote  in 
future.  It  cannot  be  contended  therefore 
that  uniformity  has  been  secured  so  far  as 
these  two  provinces  are  concerned.  The 
hon.  gentleman  justified  the  Indian  vote 
by  the  legislation  in  Ontario.  The  Indian 
vote  as  permitted  in  the  province  of 
Ontario  by  the  new  Bill  is  reasonable ;  had 
the  Government  here  taken  that  as  an  ex- 
ample I  should  have  no  objection  to  it 
In  Ontario  an  Indian,  in  order  to  vote, 
must  hold  land  on  which  he  pays  taxes — 
land  entirely  apart  from  the  Government 
reserve.  It  is  a  matter  of  notoriety,  and 
the  hon.  gentleman's  experience  with  In- 
dians all  over  this  Dominion  must  have 
convinced  him  of  the  truth  of  what  I  say, 
that  the  Indian,  as  a  rule,  is  not  educated 
in  the  politics  of  the  country.  He  pays 
no  taxes  :  the  very  basis  of  representation 
is  paying  taxes.  Does  it  not  seem  prepos- 
terous that  a  man  who  pays  taxes,  who  is 
a  pensioner  of  the  nation — 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^-Oh 
no ;  he  is  not  a  pensioner ;  he  is  drawing 
money  that  belongs  to  his  tribe, 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— We  set  apart  a 
reserve  for  the  Indians  and  undertake  to 
pay  them  so  many  dollars  a  year,  but  we 
do  not  regard  them  as  ordinary  citizens 
because  we  do  not  collect  taxes  from  them. 
We  protect  them  in  many  ways.  We  do  not 
permit  liquor  to  be  sold  to  them — we  are 
not  so  careful  of  white  men  as  we  are  of 
the  Indians — and  there  are  strong  penal 
laws  for  selling  liquor  to  them. 

Hon,  Mr.  PLUMB— You  have  made 
the  same  provision  for  white  men  in  some 
parts  of  the  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— We  know  from 
reading  reports  of  the  Indian  Department 
year  by  year  that  the  Indians  ask  the 
Government  for  advances  of  seed.  They 
are  improvident,  as  we  all  know,  and  omit 
saving  seed  for  their  farms  and  advances 
have  to  be  made  to  them.  Everybody 
knows  that  the  Indian  agent  is  all  power- 
ful with  the  tribe  ;  that  when  land  has  to 
be  sold  for  a  railway,  or  any  other  pur- 
pose, or  if  a  person  wants  to  purchase  a 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOIT. 


part  of  an  Indian  reserve,  it  has  all  to  be 
done  through  the  agent  He  calls  the 
tribe  together,  and  is  their  guide.  It  is 
the  agent  who  would  direct  the  Indians 
how  to  vote.  The  hon.  gentleman  says 
there  are  some  graduates  of  Oxford 
among  the  Indians.  I  believe  there  is  one 
Indian  who  is  a  graduate  of  Oxford,  and 
this  one  is  brought  forward  as  a  typical 
Indian.  We  know  that  is  not  the  con- 
dition of  the  Indians.  They  wander  over 
this  country  seeking  whiskey  where  they 
can  get  it — they  are  poor,  wandering  and 
begging  people.  The  Indians  have  never 
asked  for  the  franchise ;  who  suggested  it  ? 
Whoever  heard  that  they  required  it  ?  k 
there  a  gentleman  in  this  Chamber  who 
ever  heard,  during  the  last  five  years,  of 
pressure  being  brought,  on  the  part  of  the 
Indians,  upon  the  Government  to  give 
them  the  right  to  vote?  Is  it  not  extra- 
ordinary to  make  those  fundamental 
changes  in  our  constitution — because  they 
are  fundamental  changes,  they  will  change 
in  some  parts  of  the  country  the  whole 
franchise — in  order  to  give  the  Indian  a 
vote  ?  By  whom  will  the  vote  be  con- 
trolled but  by  the  agent,  and  who  appoints 
the  agent  ?  The  Government  of  the  day. 
Those  Indians  are  being  rapidly  educated, 
no  doubt :  they  are  being  educated  now 
into  the  mysteries  of  a  Conservative  so- 
ciety. They  are  being  made  Orangemen, 
with  a  view  of  educating  them  up  to  a 
political  level.  That,  no  doubt,  was  the 
great  inducement  of  the  Conservative 
party  to  give  them  the  right  to  vote. 
They  were  being  educated  up  as  Orange- 
men, and  as  Orangemen  they  would  be  all 
swept  in  to  vote  for  the  Conservative  can- 
didates on  the  day  of  election— the  agent 
being  their  guide.  My  hon.  friend  knows 
very  well  that  this  is  the  case — that  halls 
which  are  paid  for  out  of  the  public 
money  for  the  Indians  are  being  used 
throughout  Ontario  as  Orange  lodges. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— No. 
I  never  heard  of  it  before. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  know 
that  my  hon.  friend  can  give  the  password, 
but  he  should  be  aware  of  it 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— No, 
I  never  heard  of  it 
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Hon.  Mil  SCOTT— Here  is  the  organ 
of  the  Orange  body,  the  Orange  Sentinel^ 
published  in  Toronto.  It  seems  up  at 
Moraviantown,  an  Indian  village,  there  is 
an  Orange  Lodge.  This  is  what  the 
Sentinel  says  in  its  issue  of  April  30th  : — 

"  W.  Bro.  Hugh  Gallagher,  District  Master, 
District  No.  2,  Go.  Kent,  writes  as  follows : — 
I  made  a  visit  to  Moraviantown  (Indian) 
Lodee  No.  543,  at  their  regular  monthly  meet- 
ing last  Monday  evenine.  a  week  ago,  and  am 
happ^  to  say  the  lodge  has  every  appearance 
of  oemg  a  grand  success.  I  think  the  warrant 
is  in  first-class  hands.  There  is  a  determina- 
tion amongst  the  members  that  none  but  eood 
men  and  true  shall  be  admitted  to  menTber- 
ship,  and  one  and  all  take  the  most  lively  in- 
terest in  the  working  of  the  lod^e,  and  are 
anxious  to  carry  on  their  work  stnctly  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  constitution  and  the  prin- 
ciples of  Orangeism." 

Hon  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^Is 
not  that  all  right  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  say  that  is 
the  preface  to  their  political  education. 
Having  become  Orangemen  they  are  fit 
for  voting. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB-  It  shows  that  they 
are  intelligent  men. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— And  Orange 
lodges  have  been  established  elsewhere  on 
the  reserves. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Why 
not? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  suppose,  that 
being  done,  the  next  step  is  to  enfranchise 
them ;  but  it  seems  to  me  a  departure 
from  the  fundamental  principles  on  which 
governments  are  carried  on  that  those 
who  pay  no  taxes,  who  are  looked  after 
and  protected  just  as  much  as  the  inmates 
of  an  asylum,  should  be  entitled  to  vote, 
and  on  the  flimsy  pretext  that  they  are 
occupying  a  hut  and  land  on  the  reserve 
worth  $150.  All  that  the  revising  barrister 
has  to  do  is  to  ascertain  that  they  are  all 
good  true  Conservatives  and  then  he  puts 
them  on  the  voters'  list  They  all  live  in 
their  individual  wigwams  and  huts  no 
doubt 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Many 
of  them  have  good  houses. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No  doubt  some 
of  them  are  worth  $150,  but  the  property 
is  not  theirs  ;  they  cannot  sell  it,  because 
it  belongs  to  the  tribe.  It  is  a  reserve, 
just  as  much  as  these  buildings  are  reserv- 
ed, and  they  should  have  no  more  right  to 
vote  upon  the  property  in  the  reserve  than 
one  of  our  servants  should  have  to  attempt 
to  vote  on  this  building.  The  Indian  who 
wants  to  vote,  and  has  this  house  and 
plot  of  ground  around  it,  on  which  he 
grows  potatoes  and  a  little  corn,  can  have 
it  valued  at  $150  by  the  revising  barrister ; 
the  Indian  has  no  control  over  it  He 
could  not  sell  it  and  he  pays  no  taxes. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX  CAMPBELL— I 
know  lots  of  cases  where  they  lease  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  individual 
Indian  has  no  right  to  lease  his  land. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— He  has  a  right 
and  I  will  prove  it  in  good  time. 

Hon  Mr.  SCOTT— I  dare  say  it  is 
not  pleasant  information  to  be  conveyed 
to  the  country,  but,  nevertheless,  it  is  true. 
The  Government  should  have  followed  the 
plan  adopted  in  Ontario;  where  the  Indian 
acquires  land  of  his  own  and  pays  taxes,  he 
votes — I  say  that  that  Indian  has  earned 
the  right  to  be  a  voter  just  as  the  white 
man  has  earned  the  right  when  he  has  by 
industry  acquired  a  little  holding  worth 
the  amount  that  we  fix  as  the  limit  of  the 
franchise ;  but  you  are  giving  the  Indian 
an  advantage  over  the  white  man :  you 
deny  the  wage  earner,  who  is  of  value 
in  the  community,  and  is  earning  $200  a 
year,  a  right  to  vote,  though  he  contributes 
to  our  expenses  here,  though  he  pays  taxes 
and  consumes  dutiable  goods  largely ;  but 
you  give  the  vote  to  the  Indian  who  con- 
tributes no  taxes  whatever,  who  has  no 
municipal  obligations  of  any  kind,  who 
cannot  be  called  upon  to  be  a  juror,  and 
is  not  regarded  as  one  of  the  community, 
who  is  isolated  from  all  the  rest  of 
the  country — that  is  the  man  whose 
vote  you  think  ought  to  be  put  in  juxta- 
position with  the  vote  of  an  intelligent 
white  man,  who  is  contributing  to  the 
revenue  of  the  country  and  paying  muni- 
cipal taxes  in  the  community  in  which  he 
lives.  The  hon.  gentleman  attempted  to 
justify  the  revising  barrister  by  reference 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1204 


The  Frcmohise  [SENATE]  BiU. 


to  what  has  been  done  in  England.  It  is 
an  unfortunate  reference,  because  we  all 
know  very  well  that  the  revising  barrister 
there  is  appointed  in  the  country  districts 
—at  all  events  outside  of  London — by  the 
judge  on  circuit;  that  he  is  only  appointed 
pro  temy  and  that  these  barristers  are 
selected  promiscuously  by  judges  of  stand- 
ing, and  owe  their  appointment,  not  to  the 
Government  of  the  day,  but  to  their  own 
honesty,  integrity  and  standing  at  the  bar. 
But  how  is  it  with  the  revising  barrister 
here  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  passed  some 
high  encomiums  upon  the  members  of  the 
bar.  I  am  quite  willing  to  accord  all  that 
he  said  of  them,  but  do  you  mean  to  tell 
me  that  where  you  appoint  a  man  for  the 
purpose  of  framing  a  list  on  which  mem- 
bers of  Parliament  are  to  be  elected,  the 
Government  will  fail  to  select  warm  politi- 
cal friends — that  they  will  give  offices 
away  to  those  who  are  lukewarm,  indiffer- 
ent or  opposed  to  them  ?  No,  we  are  all 
conscious  of  the  fact  that  all  Governments 
do  differently,  and  certainly  this  Govern- 
ment would  be  extremely  slow  to  appoint 
anybody  who  is  not  in  political  sympathy 
with  them  to  an  office  of  that  kind.  The 
officer  would  know  very  well  from  the 
beginning  why  he  was  appointed.  He 
would  know  that  it  was  because  he  was 
expected  to  make  the  lists  for  his  friends 
(Oh,  oh,  oh  ! )  Hon.  gentlemen  may  say 
"oh,  oh,  oh  ? "  but  from  an  impartial 
standpoint  that  is  the  conclusion.  If  my 
hon.  friend  would  take  an  independent 
view  of  this  subject  he  would  agree  with 
me.  He  states  that,  to  make  the  revising 
barrister  independent  of  improper  in- 
fluence, he  is  appointed  for  life — that  is 
to  say,  if  by  accident  the  Grits  got  in, 
you  cannot  turn  him  out  and  he  will  pre- 
pare the  lists  to  suit  his  friends. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
man  would  do  his  duty,  I  suppose. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  —  The  House 
knows  very  well  that  in  many  parts  of  the 
Dominion  the  elections  are  very  warmly 
contested :  that  the  members  in  many 
counties  are  elected  by  majorities  within 
a  hundred.  At  one  election  a  Reformer 
is  elected,  at  another  a  Conservative.  In 
many  the  majority  is  often  less  than  loo 
— there  are  many  in  which  the  successful 
candidate  is  elected  by  a  majority  of  20 

Hon,  Mr.  SCOTT. 


or  25  votes.  It  is  idle  to  discuss  the  sub- 
ject on  an  other  basis  than  that  the  re- 
vising barrister  is  there  to  aid  the  Gov- 
ernment, and  do  you  mean  to  tell  me 
that,  without  being  open  to  the  charge  of 
manipulating  the  roll,  he  could  not  make 
that  difference  in  the  number  either  one 
way  or  the  other?  He  has  a  right  to 
name  anyone  he  pleases.  You  say  that 
every  voter  has  a  right  to  appeal.  Take 
the  case  of  a  farmer  and  his  sons. 
The  barrister  asks,  "What  is  the  value 
of  your  property  ?  "  He  replies  "  $500."" 
The  farmer  is  asked  "How  many  sons- 
have  you?"  He  replies  "three."  If 
they  are  political  friends  of  the  Govern* 
ment  the  revising  barrister  puts  them  on 
the  list — he  puts  them  on  at  the  instance 
of  his  political  friends.  Will  he  do  the 
same  on  the  other  side  if  it  is  not 
established  by  indubitable  evidence  that 
the  voters  have  a  right  to  be  there  ?  The 
Reformer  and  his  sons  must  prove  their 
case,  and  even  then  the  barrister  is  not 
bound  by  it  He  has  every  possible 
advantage ;  but  as  a  matter  of  fact  we 
know  how  these  things  are  usually  done» 
We  know  that  people  are  slow,  except 
under  the  exitement  and  pressure  of  an 
election,  to  be  bothered  with  the  lists. 
The  revising  barrister  makes  his  list  in  his 
office  y  he  gives  formal  notice,  but  many  a 
man  will  say  "there  will  be  no  election 
this  year ;  I  will  let  it  go."  Nobody  takes 
any  interest  in  the  list,  and  unless  an  elec- 
tion is  to  be  fought  in  the  revising  barrister's 
office  and  an  excitement  is  got  up — 
unless  people  are  called  in  from  all 
parts  of  the  country  and  information 
is  obtained  to  find  out  the  true  facts 
of  the  case  whether  John  Brown  and 
his  three  sons  are  on  that  roll  properly, 
or  whether  John  Brown's  property  war- 
rants that  they  should  be  on  the  roll,  who 
is  going  to  inquire  into  it  ?  Nobody  will 
take  the  trouble.  There  is  where  the 
party  in  power  have  the  advantage,  I  say, 
owing  to  the  inertness  of  the  mass 
of  the  people  at  the  time  these  lists 
are  being  made  up^  Unless  each  political 
party  name  counsel  to  look  after  it  and 
have  commissioners  and  employ  very  much 
the  same  machinery  that  they  have  before 
general  election,  I  say  these  lists  will  be 
neglected.  It  is  idle  to  talk  about  out- 
siders (because  the  Liberal  party  are  the 
outsiders  on   this  occasion)  getting  fair 
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play  without  an  appeaL  They  cannot  get 
fak  play  unless  they  appeal,  and  there  will 
be  no  appeal  in  most  cases ;  the  lists  will 
go  by  default  and  it  will  be  found,  when 
too  late,  that  che  dice  have  been  loaded 
and  there  is  not  a  fair  representation  of 
the  people.  There  is  no  subject  on  which 
people  are  more  sensitive  and  tender  than 
this  question  of  fair  play  at  the  elections. 
It  does  seem  monstrous  tharthe  Govern- 
ment  should  avail  itself  of  its  numerical 
influence  to  frame  a  bill  of  this  kind  to 
give  it  such  an  immense  advantage  in  the 
general  election.  It  would  seem  as  if  be- 
fore a  general  election  some  scheme  had 
to  be  adopted  to  keep  the  Government  in 
power.  How  was  it  in  1882  ?  Members 
were  told  to  arrange  their  counties,  to  lop 
off  a  township  here  and  put  on  one  there, 
and  where  possible  to  "  hive  the  Grits," 
as  the  expression  got  to  be  recognized, 
and  it  was  a  true  saying.  Where  there 
was  90  per  cent,  of  Grits,  they  were 
gathered  together,  roped  into  one  con- 
stituency, and  their  influence  taken  from 
the  surrounding  constituencies.  By  that 
means,  the  present  Government  secured 
their  majority.  Is  that  dodge  going  to 
£ul,  or  are  the  people  indignant  that  a 
trick  was  played  on  them,  and  the  munici- 
palities were  broken  up  in  Ontario  merely 
for  the  purpose  of  securing  a  Con- 
servative majority  from  that  province, 
and  this  measure  is  to  be  adopted 
merely  because  that  will  not  work 
a  second  time  ?  Is  it  because  the 
people  are  being  educated  to  what  is 
going  on,  and  wiU  not  permit  themselves 
to  be  grouped  together  to  support  or  reject 
certain  principles,  that  recourse  must  be 
had  to  this  device  ?  Certainly  in  no  free 
country  would  a  measure  of  that  kind  be 
tolerated,  because  people  living  under  free 
governments  are  sensitive  in  that,  above 
all  things,  and  we  ought  to  see  that,  as 
between  the  two  political  parties,  when 
you  come  to  place  them  before  the  tribun- 
al of  public  opinion,  each  party  is  on  equal 
ground  and  there  is  no  disadvantage  on 
either  side^  The  Government  of  the  day, 
particularly,  a  Government  that  have  been 
in  office  three-fourths  of  the  time  since 
Confederation,  that  have  appointed  a 
great  majority  of  the  officials  in  the  coun- 
try, that  have  had  the  opportunity  of 
carrying  on  great  public  works  and 
strengthening  themselves  in  every  way, 


should  not  require  to  bolster  up  their 
position  at  a  new  election.  It  does  seem 
tomethatitisasking  more  than  is  reasonable 
and  fair.  The  Government  of  the  day 
have  all  the  advantages  which  attend  the 
possession  of  power,  and  they  are  not  Satis- 
fied with  the  advantages  which  circum- 
stances — circumstances  that  are  fair  and 
reasonable — have  given  them.  They  find 
it  necessary  to  introduce  the  revising  bar- 
rister into  the  arena  in  order  to  strengthen 
them  in  the  several  constituencies — be- 
cause, argue  it  as  you  may,  the  revising 
barrister  would  be  an  angel  if  he  had  no 
political  feelinfi:.  If  he  were  receiving  an 
amount  large  enough  to  make  him  inde* 
pendent  of  any  influence  I  could  under- 
stand that  he  would  cease  to  be  a  partizan. 
We  know  how  gentlemen,  when  appointed 
here,  lose  their  political  proclivities — be- 
come perfectly  independent — and,nodoubt 
if  the  revising  barrister  were  paid  $4,000  a 
year  he  would  become  independent,  as  the 
Senators  are ;  but  the  revising  barrister  is 
to  receive  a  limited  amount — ^seven,  eighty 
nine  hundred  dollars  a  year — I  cannot 
say  what  the  Government  will  give  him 
— but,  at  all  events,  it  can  only  be  a  fee,  not 
a  permanent  remuneration  on  which  he  is 
going  to  live.  Nobody  pretends  to  say  that 
he  will  receive  from  the  Government  suffic- 
ient to  support  him ;  he  is  to  be  paid  for 
special  work,  in  the  same  way  as  counsel 
who  are  employed  in  an  arbitration,  or  to 
do  any  special  work.  To  that  extent  only 
is  the  revising  barrister  an  independent 
agent  He  still  acts  with  his  party  and  is 
one  of  them.  He  is  not  the  same  as  a 
judge  who  receives  an  emolument  which 
removes  him  from  the  political  arena 
altogether.  He  will  receive  a  comparar* 
tively  small  sum,  and  therefore  will  be  an 
active  agent  of  the  party ;  and  will  any- 
body pretend  to  say  that  it  will  not  be  the 
voters  who  are  reliable  friends  of  the 
Government  who  will  be  appointed  revis 
ing  barristers?  We  all  know  very  well 
that  it  is  the  natural  tendency  of  all  Gov- 
ernments to  appoint  their  friends.  I  do 
not  say  that  this  Government  would  do 
so  to  a  greater  degree  than  any  other 
Government,  but  we  know  that  the  patron- 
age is  exercised  by  the  friends  of  the 
Government  and  therefore  the  revising 
barrister  would  be  an  angel,  as  I 
before 
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Hon,  Mr.  ALMON— Who  ever  heard 
of  one  being  a  barrister  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  think  a  revising 
barrister  is  an  occupation  that  an  angel 
would  not  like  to  take.  There  are,  of 
course,  a  great  many  other  objectionable 
dauses  in  the  Bill  to  which  I  will  call 
attention,  perhaps,  at  a  later  stage.  At 
present  I  content  myself  with  pointing  out 
those  glaring  instances  in  which  the  Bill  is 
manifestly  unfair  and  unjust,  where  it 
places  one  political  party  at  serious  dis- 
advantage. If  I  had  given  no  other 
illustrations  than  the  two  or  three  I  have 
mentioned,  they  would  be  sufficient  to 
warrant  the  House  in  coming  to  the  con- 
clusion that  it  is  not  a  reasonable  or  fair 
bill  as  between  the  two  parties.  Does  my 
hon.  friend  mean  to  say  that  either  Lord 
Salisbury  or  Mr  Gladstone  would  intro- 
duce such  a  bill  in  the  British  House  of 
Commons  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Yes, 
I  think  if  they  were  well  advised,  they 
would. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  think  not. 
They  had  a  distribution  bill  there  as  my 
hon.  friend  knows,  and  if  he  will  read  the 
Conservative  reviews  on  the  fairness  of 
that  distribution,  he  will  find  a  marked 
contrast  between  the  re-distribution  there 
and  the  one  here  in  1882. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Do 
you  mean  Mr.  Mowat's  last  distribution  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  I  am  talking 
ROW  of  the  re-distribution  by  the  Parlia- 
ment of  Canada  of  the  constituencies  in 
1882.  Mr.  Mowat's  re-distribution  is  one 
on  which  we  can  challenge  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman's criticism  at  any  time.  That 
distribution  did  not  break  up  any  bound- 
aries at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Oh,  yes  it  did 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  distribution 
bill  of  1882  broke  up  some  counties  al- 
together. It  took  two  or  three  townships 
from  one,  and  two  or  three  from  another 
and  joined  them  together  to  form  a  con- 
stituency. There  is  just  the  same  differ- 
ence between  the  two  that  there  is  between 


Mr.  Mowat's  provision  respecting  Indians 
and  the  provisions  in  this  bill  on  the  same 
subject  As  I  have  explained,  Mr.  Mowat 
gives  the  Indian  a  right  to  vote  when  he 
becomes  a  tax-payer  and  is  assessed  for 
land  like  the  white  man,  and  steps  outside 
of  the  dependent  position  which,  natur- 
ally, he  occupies  as  a  ward  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  Canada.  Now  I  think  if  this 
House  will  recognize  fair  dealing  between 
parties,  as  they  do  when  commercial  inter- 
ests are  under  consideration,  then  I  believe 
they  will  not  be  disposed  to  pass  this  Bill 
We  must  remember  there  have  been  no 
substantial  grounds  for  fault-finding  with 
the  franchise,  which  has  up  to  the  present 
time  been  in  force  since  Confederation. 
If  any  change  should  be  made  it  ought  to 
be  in  the  direction  of  establishing  a  uni- 
form franchise,  to  be  carried  out,  the  lists 
to  be  made,  and  all  the  machinery  to  be 
arranged  by  the  municipal  authorities.  We 
are  now  stepping  in  and  taking  from  the 
people  a  privilege  that  they  have  hereto- 
fore enjoyed,  of  saying  who  shall  vote  and 
how  the  lists  shall  be  arranged.  I  have 
never  heard  of  any  charge,  or  seen  it  dis- 
cussed, even  in  the  party  papers,  that  any 
unfairness  had  arisen  from  the  present 
system  in  the  past  It  cannot  be  said 
that  there  is  no  unfairness  under  this  pro- 
posed system,  because  the  Government,  in 
appealing  to  the  people  upon  lists  pre- 
pared by  their  own  friends,  practically 
name  the  tribunal  before  which  they  are 
to  answer  to  the  people  of  Canada  when 
they  go  to  the  polls  on  the  next  occasion. 
It  is  for  these  reasons,  and  because  the 
Bill  is  so  objectionable  to,  at  all  events,  a 
large  minority,  if  not  a  majority  of  the 
people  of  the  country,  that  I  wish  to  take 
the  sense  of  this  House  on  the  second 
reading.  I  therefore  move  that  the  Bill 
be  not  now  read  the  second  time,  but  that 
it  be  read  the  second  time  this  day  six 
months. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— I  much 
regret  that  I  feel  bound  to  oppose  this 
measure.  No  doubt  a  public  man  must 
have  very  strong  reasons  before  he  can 
honorably  separate  from  his  political 
friends,  from  those  under  whose  leader- 
ship he  has  fought  the  battles  of  his  coun- 
try year  after  year,  and  I  go  so  far  as  to 
say  that  in  case  of  doubt,  such  a  politician 
should  give  his  leaders  the  benefit  of  any 
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doubts  which  may  exist  in  his  mind.  This 
I  have  done  always,  and  would  be  ready 
to  do  now,  if  I  could  be  persuaded  thai 
there  are  any  doubts  as  to  the  good  or  evil 
results  of  such  a  measure  as  this  which  is 
now  proposed  for  the  consideration  of  this 
honorable  body.  But  there  can  exist  no 
such  doubts  in  my  mind  ;  on  the  contrary 
it  seems  to  me  evident  that  the  very  prin- 
ciple of  this  Franchise  Bill  is  a  bad 
one  :  one  far  from  being  in  any  way  con- 
servative, its  tendency  being;  altogether  to- 
wards universal  suffrage — z,  principle  which 
I  consider,  in  all  cases,  a  most  wretched 
one,  but  especially  so  when  considered 
as  being  proposed  to  be  applied  to  this 
country,  and  I  regret  to  say  that  this  is  not 
the  first  step  which  has  been  made  in  that 
direction.  I  remember  I  had  occasion  in 
1874  to  call  the  attention  of  hon.  members 
to  a  measure  which  had  the  same  tendency, 
when  it  was  proposed  to  do  away  with  the 
property  qualification  for  members  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  I  opposed  the 
scheme  then,  but  Parliament  adopted  it. 
My  reasons  for  opposing  it  was  that  it  was 
the  first  step  in  the  direction  of  universal 
suffrage,  and  I  predicted  then  that  it  would, 
no  doubt,  be  followed  by  another  step  in 
the  same  direction,  probably  at  a  not  far 
distant  day.  Such  a  franchise,  I  considered 
then,  would  be  against  the  best  interests 
of  the  country  at  largC;  and  contrary  to 
the  well  understood  interests  of  the  French 
minority  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada  in 
particular.  My  views  have  not  changed 
since  then ;  on  the  contrary,  I  feel  now 
that  I  was  right  and  that  I  ought  not  to 
alter  my  views,  but  should  stick  to  them. 
This  will  explain  the  stand  I  propose  to 
take  in  the  present  instance.  In  support 
of  my  views,  and  as  proof  of  the  logical 
standpoint  I  take  on  this  measure,  I  will 
take  the  liberty  of  quoting  from  a  Conserv- 
ative journal,  and  a  Government  organ, 
the  following  :  The  Montreal  Gazette  of 
the  26th  ultimo,  says  : — 

''All  things  considered,  the  proposition  in 
favor  of  manhood  suffrage^  received  a  very  lair 
measure  of  support  in  ihe  House  ot  Commons. 

"  The  other  principle,  that  of  property  q^ual- 
ification  has  up  to  tnis  time  been  tne  Imsis  of 
franchise  in  Canada,  although  in  latter  years 
ic  accordance  with  the  axiom^  that  represen- 
tation and  taxation  should  go  hand  in  hand« 
an  income  qualification  has  been  established 
in  those  provinces  in  which  income  is  taxable. 

«  Taxation  is  the  true  basis  oi  the  suffrage^ 


every  man  who  contributes  10  the  cost  of 
government  ought  to  exercise  a  vote. 

'*  Manhood  suffrage^  with  registration,  need 
not  be  dreaded  by  any  class  of  people.    It  will 


come  sooner  or  later,  and  judging  by  the 
liberal itv  of  the  Bill  now  before  ri    " 
is  already  well-nigh  reached. 


«<  The  Franchise  BiU  now  before  Parliament 
is  a  long  step  towards  it — manhood  suffrage.** 

Another  journal  on  the  Government 
side,  the  Montreal  Herald  of  the  27th 
ultimo,  says  : — 

**  We  agree  with  the  Gazette  in  its  position 
that  every  one  who  contributes  to  the  cost  of 
Government  ought  to  exercise  a  vote. 

"We  are  glad  to  notice  that  the  Gazette  is 
fully  committed  to  manhood  suffrage,  which 
it  says  must  be  conceded  by  Parliament  in  a 
in  a  few  years. 

"  This  is  what  the  Herald  has  all  alon? 
maiutained,  and  we  are  surprised  to  find  such 
hesitation  in  the  Government  ranks  in  regard 
to  the  frank  concession  of  a  right  which  will 
yet  be  wrested  from  Parliament,  in  spite  of 
the  real  *'  Tories  "  who  are  handicappmg  the 
Conservati\e  party  in  its.  race  with  its  op- 
ponents. 

<<  Manhood  suffrage  stands  to-day  as  the 
one  comprehensive  measure  by  the  adoption 
of  which  the  sins  of  the  (/arty  can  be  wiped 
out,  and  its  claims  to  lead  in  all  progressive 
measures  maintained.'^ 

The  arguments  brought  forth  by  the 
writers  of  these  articles  are  wholly 
based  on  what  they  improperly  call 
an  axiom.  They  say  "Taxation  is 
the  true  basis  of  the  suffrage."  If 
so,  why  then  are  Indians,  who  pay  no 
taxes,  given  a  vote  ?  This  proposition  is 
much  less  an  axiom  than  is  this  other : 
"  Property  is  the  true  basis  of  suffrage.'* 
Indeed,  it  is  a  rule  which  is  much  less 
sure  and  certainly,  for  a  new  country,  it  is 
a  dangerous  one.  As  a  matter  of  general 
principle  and  of  sound  basis  for  suffrage 
in  a  country  like  this,  an  agricultural 
country,  it  seems  desirable  that  the  only 
truly  interested  parties  in  the  welfare  of 
of  the  country  ought  to  have  a  voice  in 
its  administration.  Who  are  those,  if 
not  the  holders  of  the  soil  ?  All  others 
must  necessarily  have  less  interest  in  its 
good  government.  They  necessarily  must 
be  less  anxious  for  the  successful  working 
of  its  institutions.  They  have  left  their 
native  land  to  find  a  better  living,  and 
until  they  succeed  they  will  not  be  quiet. 
If  they  do  not  meet  with  sufficient  success 
here  amongst  us,  they  will  go  elsewhere. 
They  have  nothing  to  attach  them  to  this 
part  of  the  world  more  than  to  any  other. 
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Where  their  efforts  will  be  crowned  with 
better  success  they  will  stay.  If  amongst 
us  in  Canada  they  find  their  desires 
fulfilled ;  if  they  meet  with  success  here  and 
are  satisfied,they  soon  will  be  holders  of  the 
soil,  and  become  really  interested  in  the  good 
government  of  this  their  adopted  country. 
If  it  be  so ;  if  the  basis  of  the  project 
under  consideration  is  a  long  step  towards 
"universal  suffrage,"  then  it  is  practi- 
cally "universal  suffrage,"  a  principle 
which  not  only  is  not  conservative,  but 
which  is  not  even  a  principle  which  many 
Liberals  would  acknowledge.  Indeed,  it 
is  a  radical  change  which  I  am  astonished 
that  the  leaders  of  the  Conservative  party 
could  have  entertained,  and  should  have 
tried  to  impose  on  their  followers. 

I  have  already  said  that  a  party  man  is 
bound  to  stand  by  his  leaders ;  he  ought 
not  to  refuse,  or  even  hesitate,  to  give 
them  his  support,  except  in  very  excep- 
tional cases.  But  while  such  are  the 
duties  of  the  rank  and  file  of  a  party,  it  is 
far  more  the  duty  of  a  leader  to  stand  by 
the  principles  of  his  party :  such  a  duty 
being  a  logical  consequence  of  the  obli- 
gations of  his  followers  towards  him.  He 
has  no  right  to  change  or  abandon  the 
principles  which  he  has  been  chosen  to 
maintain,  and  for  the  triumph  of 
which  he  has  promised  to  do 
his  utmost.  He  has  been  selected 
to  carry  the  standard  of  the  party. 
To  the  principles  which  this  standard  re- 
presents, he  must  be  true  and  devoted. 
Failing  in  that  his  supporters  are  free. 
They  have  a  right,  nay  it  is  their  duty  to 
refuse  to  follow  him  out  of  the  way  and 
they  are  bound  to  stand  by  their  principles. 

I  was  born  a  Conservative ;  I  have 
lived  a  Conservative.  How  could  I  then 
accept  a  measure  such  as  that  which  is  now 
submitted  to  this  House  ?  No  doubt,  in 
this  19th  century, when  principles, it  seems, 
are  so  very  little  cared  for  throughout  the 
whole  universe,  our  Canadian  society  can- 
not be  presumed  to  be  altogether  free  from 
such  an  evil,  and  sincere  politicians  have 
sometimes  a  difficult  task  before  them. 
They  have  now  and  then  to  accept  such 
legislation  as  is  not  quite  sound.  They 
have  often  to  take  the  best  out  of  two  pro- 
positions when  both  do  not  meet  their 
views,  but  to  pass  from  conservative  prin- 
ciples to  radical  and  revolutionary  ideas 
is  rather  too  much,  and  I  am  surprised 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE. 


that  the  Government  could  have  met  in 
the  present  instance  with  such  success  as 
they  have  achieved  with  the  representa- 
tives of  the  people  in  another  part  of  these 
buildings. 

In  view  of  these  facts  I  am  at  a  loss  to 
understand  how  it  is  that  there  is  a  Con- 
servative party  and  a  Liberal  party,  when 
we  Conservatives  are  ready  to  go  as  fisu*, 
indeed  further  than  moderate  Liberals  are 
willing  to  advance.  Why  not  then  be 
united,  since  such  principles  as  have  sq[>- 
arated  us  into  two  camps,  exist  no  more  ? 

Another  objection  to  this  Bill  is  its  ten- 
dency  towards  centralization.  No  doubt 
this  Parliament  has  full  power  to  pass  such 
a  measure.  The  British  North  America 
Act  leaves  no  doubt  on  this  matter,  but 
the  41st  clause  giving  such  power  is  per- 
missive and  no  more  imperative  than  is 
the  25  th  clause  of  the  same  Act,  which 
provides  that  "  The  Queen  may  appoint 
three  or  six  *  Senators '  over  the  number 
allowed  as  the  ordinary  representatives  of 
the  Dominion  in  the  Senate.' "  Yet  who 
ever  thought  of  using  this  last  privilege 
before  it  became  an  imper^five  necessity 
to  do  so  ?  So  in  the  present  instance,  thai 
of  the  Franchise  Bill,  such  a  centraliza- 
tion principle  ought  not  to  be  adopted 
before  it  became  an  absolute  necessity. 
No  doubt  it  was  wise  to  give  power  to  this 
Parliament  to  legislate  on  the  franchise;  just 
as  much  as  it  was  to  provide  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  extra  Senators,  but  because  this 
Parliament  has  such  power,  it  does  not 
follow  that  it  must  be  made  use  of  before 
it  becomes  absolutely  necessary,  or  there 
are  very  strong  reasons  for  so  doing  ;  any 
more  than  the  Crown  will  ever  exercise 
the  power  to  appoint  extra  Senators,  before 
a  deadlock  in  the  Senate  makes  it  neces- 
sary for  the  carrying  out  of  the  business  of 
the  country.  Centralization  is  not  in  the 
interest  of  the  smaller  provinces,  it  will 
inevitably  lead  to  a  legislative  union  of  the 
present  confederated  provinces.  We 
have  had  too  much  already  of  similar 
legislatton,  since  Confederation.  The  Se- 
nate ought  to  pause  and  reflect  seriously 
before  it  is  too  late. 

The  Montreal  Herald  of  the  27th 
ultimo,  was  good  enough  to  inform  its 
readers  that  such  a  suffr^e  *'  was  needed 
for  the  unification  and  solidarity  of  the 
Canadian  people,"  an  announcement  which 
will   no  doubt,  be  food  for  reflection  to 
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such  members  of  French  origin  as  may  be  in- 
clined to  give  their  support  to  this  meaure. 
As  I  said  before,  there  can  be  but  one 
opinion  as  to  the  power  of  this  Parliament 
to  deal  with  this  important  question.  But 
the  question  which  we  have  now  to  consi- 
der is,  whether  such  legislation  is  desir- 
able, whether  it  is  in  the  best  interests  of 
the  country,  whether  it  is  necessary,  as  sup- 
porters of  the  Bill  assert  I  say,  without 
the  least  hesitation,  that  it  is  not  No 
evidence  has  been  brought  to  show  that 
it  is  at  all  necessary  or  even  desirable. 
Indeed  not  one  single  serious  argument 
has  been  used  which  could  shew  that 
this  measure  is  at  all  desirable,  while  many 
facts  and  circumstances  fully  demonstrate 
that  it  is  not  No  complaint  has  yet  been 
made  against  the  present  state  of  things — 
which  has  been  working  perfectly  well 
ever  since  Confederation.  Not  one  single 
demand  has  been  made  by  the  people  to 
change  it  Our  population  at  large,  from 
one  end  of  the  Dominion  to  the 
other  are  fully  satisfied  with  it.  Each 
province  has  carried  out  its  own  system, 
and  not  one  of  them  has  complained. 
Indeed,  how  could  it  have  been  otherwise 
when  it  was  left  in  their  own  hands  to  say 
what  franchise  they  would  have,  and  who 
should  have  a  right  to  choose  the  men 
to  represent  their  province  in  the  Parlia- 
ment of  their  country  ?  What  difference 
could  it  be  to  them  whether  one  province 
had  manhood  suffrage,  while  another  had 
property  suffrage,  and  so  on  for  every  kind 
of  suffrage?  What  difference  could  it 
make  to  other  provinces,  how  Quebec 
should  send  her  sixly-iive  members  to  the 
Commons?  Surely  no  difference.  But 
the  fact  that  such  a  difference  has  existed 
ever  since  Confederation  took  place,  and 
that  the  people  are,  and  have  always 
shown  themselves  to  be  perfectly  satisfied, 
is  evidence  that  this  proposal  of  the  Gov- 
ernment is  not  in  accord  with  the  wishes 
of  the  people,  and  that  the  forcing  of  one 
province  to  change  its  suffrage  and  adopt 
that  of  another,  as  is  now  proposed,  is 
an  arbitrary  act  which  cannot  but  bring 
trouble,  discontent  and  dissatisfaction. 
Until  a  good  case  is  made  out,  I  unhesi- 
tatingly say  that  it  is  wrong  to  change  the 
present  system  and  assimilate  the  franchise 
in  all  the  provinces  of  the  Dominion — an 
assimilation  which  is  no  more  necessary 
than  that  of  many  other  laws  of  the  same 


kind  which  can  never  be  assimilated.  As 
an  example,  the  a2nd  and  23rd  clauses  of 
The  British  North  America  Act,  providing 
that  senators  shall  be  appointed  for  the 
provinces  in  which  they  live,  and  for,  their 
qualification,  make  an  exception  as  to 
Quebec  senators,  and  provide  that  in  that 
province  senators  shall  be  appointed  for 
the  electoral  division  in  which  they  live, 
or  in  which  they  hold  their  property  qual- 
ification. When  that  province  is  made 
an  exception  of  by  the  constitutional  Act 
in  the  case  of  her  representatives  in  the 
Senate,  to  suit  the  views  and  principles  of 
the  people,  why  should  she  not  also  be  an 
exception  in  the  similar  case  of  her  repre- 
sentation in  the  other  branch  of  Parlia- 
ment when  such  a  radical  change  is  to  be 
made  ?  It  is  to  be  regretted  that  the  re- 
presentatives of  that  province  in  the  other 
branch  have  not  stood  by  such  principles 
as  the  late  Sir  George  £.  Cartier,  himself, 
maintained  and  had  incorporated  in  the 
Union  Act  ot  1867  for  the  protection  of 
that  province  in  the  Dominion.  Until 
a  very  strong  case,  supported  by 
irresistible  arguments,  can  be  made  out,  I 
unhesitatingly  say  that  such  a  measure  is 
not  at  all  necessary,  that  it  is  against 
the  best  interest  of  the  country  at 
large,  of  the  smaller  provinces  par- 
ticularly, and  especially  that  of  Quebec. 
Two  main  arguments  are  advanced  by  the 
supporters  of  this  measure  ;  first  that  the 
Dominion  Parliament  has  no  power  over 
the  muncipalities,  and,  consequently,  that 
the  municipal  officers  or  other  officials 
having  the  custody  of  the  voters'  list,  might 
refuse  to  provide  such  lists.  This  seems 
to  me  to  be  a  very  poor  argument,  since 
such  officials,  municipal  or  others,  are 
bound  to  give  copies  of  all  such  docu- 
ments. In  my  own  province  the  165th 
article  ot  the  Quebec  Municipal  Code 
enacts : — 

"  The  Secretary-Treasurer  is  bound  to  de- 
liver, upon  paymeot  of  his  fees,  to  auy  person 
applying  for  the  eame  copies  of  extracts  from 
any  books,  rolls,  registers,  documents  or 
other  papers  which  form  part  of  the  archives, 
Ac." 

The  promoters  of  the  Bill  know  them- 
selves that  such  is  the  case,  and  that  this 
objection  of  theirs  is  not  worth  much. 
Indeed  the  Bill  itself  enacts  that  the 
Revising  Barrister  shall  use  the  voters' 
lists  of  the  muicipalities.     Why  not  then 
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have  the  Dominion  voters'  lists  made  by 
competent  men  in  the  municipalities,  men 
who  have  a  full  knowledge  of  municipal 
matters,  and  have  such  lists,  when  so 
made,  revised  by  a  commission 
appointed  for  such  work,  and  chosen  in 
the  county  for  which  such  lists  are  made 
Such  a  system  would  certainly  be  more 
acceptable,  and  would  evidently  cost 
much  less,  while  it  would  be  received 
with  a  confidence  which  the  revising  bar- 
rister will  not  inspire. 

The  second  objection  is  the  hostility  of 
some  of  the  local  legislatures,  which  may 
vary  the  franchise  in  their  province. 
This  objection  does  not  seem  to  me  to 
be,  any  stronger  than  the  previous  one. 
As  I  said  before,  whatever  may  be  the 
franchise  in  any  one  province,  it  matters 
very  little  for  the  others,  provided  justice 
is  done  to  every  member  of  the  com- 
munity in  each  such  province,  and  pro- 
vided the  views  and  principles  of  the 
majority  in  each  such  province,  are 
carried  into  effect  Then,  even  if  such 
fears  were  legitimate,  would  not  such  a 
state  of  things  be  much  less  objectionable 
than  the  arbitrary  powers  given  by  the  pre- 
sent Bill  to  the.  revising  barristers,  who 
will  be  better  able  to  abuse  them  than 
under  the  present  system,  are  the  munici- 
palities or  the  Provincial  Legislatures. 
It  is  further  argued  that  under  the  present 
law  a  fanner,  say  in  Ontario,  may  probably 
have  no  vote  while  a  farmer  similarly 
situated  in  Quebec  would  have  a  vote. 
No  doubt  it  may  be  so,  but  this  cannot  be 
prevented  ;  it  will  also  happen  under  the 
Bill  which  is  now  under  consideration. 
The  value  of  land  is  not  the  same  through- 
out the  Dominion  ;  it  is  not  even  the  same 
throughout  a  whole  province.  But  of 
what  importance  is  that,  if  in  each  pro- 
vince the  people  are  satisfied  with  their 
lot?  It  is  certainly  not  a  reason  to 
impose  upon  any  one  province  a 
franchise  for  which  it  does  not  ask, 
and  which  is  opposed  to  their  principles. 
Even  if  it  were  not  evident  that  the  peo- 
ple have  no  desire  for  such  legislation, 
that  they  do  not  want  it,  that  they  seem  to 
be  opposed  to  it,  there  would  be  the  best 
reasons  to  reserve  it  for  a  future  time, 
when  the  finances  of  the  country  are  in  a 
better  position.  It  cannot  be  denied 
that  such  a  system  as  that  proposed  by 
this    Bill    will    be    very    expensive,  and 
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the  saving  of  some  thousands  of  doUaxs 
yearly  ought  not  to  be  disregarded 
by  the  politicians  of  this  country.  It 
seems  to  me  that  it  is  not  when  the 
country  is  in  so  great  need  of  money,  when 
the  Govemmenthas  to  face  such  enormous 
expenses  for  our  public  works,  our  canals, 
for  the  completing  of  our  Pacific  Railway 
— ^when  millions  will  have  to  be  expended 
in  pacifying  the  North-West — when  our 
public  debt  has  reached  the  enormous 
figure  of  about  $250,000,000,  that  we  ought 
to  indulge  in  such  unnecessary  expenses. 
Such  a  great  increase  of  our  expenses  from 
the  public  treasury,  part  of  which  were 
unforeseen,  foreshadows  very  heavy  taxation 
on  the  people  of  this  country.  How 
could  these  representatives  expect  to  be 
excused  if,  by  their  votes,  they  were  to  add 
such  an  unnecessary  and,  let  me  say,  such 
a  comparatively  enormous  expense  as  that 
which  the  present  Bill  will  impose  on  the 
public  treasury  ?  I  am  much  mistaken 
if  the  adoption  of  such  a  law  will  not  be 
badly  received  by  the  people,  and  if  so, 
who  could  say  they  are  wrong  ? 

Then,  let  me  add  the  great  expenses 
which  the  people  throughout  the  length 
and  breadth  of  the  Dominion,  will  have 
most  probably  to  bear  by  the  numerous 
cases  of  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the 
Revising  Barrister,  which  will  be  the 
inevitable  consequence  of  this  system. 
Such  revising  officials,  whether  judges, 
lawyers  or  other  professional  men,  being 
appointed  by  the  Government,  will  neces- 
sarily create  suspicion  and  uneasiness,  and 
consequently  raise  grave  doubts  as  to 
their  fairly  dealing  with  the  important 
matter  entrusted  to  their  care. 

One  of  the  worst  features  of  this  Bill  is 
contained  in  the  13th  clause,  providing 
for  the  appointment  of  revising  barristers. 
By  this  clause,  the  most  important  powers 
which,  since  Conlederation,  had  been  left 
with  the  people  of  the  different  provinces, 
will  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  one  single 
officer  of  the  Government,  an  officer  who 
will  evidently  be  a  creature  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day,  and  consequently  not 
quite  independent  of  their  influence  and  of 
the  influence  of  the  Government  candidate. 
It  is  argued,  in  answer  to  this  objection,, 
that  an  appeal  will  lie  against  the  decision 
of  the  revising  barrister.  Very  well,  but 
this  only  signifies  that  parties  suffering  an 
injustice,  or  believing  that  they  are,  will 
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have  a  remedy  by  an  appeal  to  our  courts 
of  law  for  redress,  a  fact  which  is  more  in 
the  interest  of  gentlemen  at  the  bar  than 
of  those  who,  in  every  case,  will  be  the 
paying  parties.  This  answer,  that  an 
appe^  will  lie,  is  a  poor  consolation  for 
those  who  see  great  danger  in  the  powers 
vested  in  the  hands  of  a  single  man  whose 
appointment  will  generally  be,  or  at  least 
probably  be,  a  political  one,  could 
politicians  lose  sight  of  the  fact  that  a 
good  part  of  our  population  are  not  so 
well  circumstanced  that  they  can  waste 
money  for  such  an  object  It  might  be 
answered  to  this  thit  in  each  party  there 
are  men  whose  interest  it  will  always  be  to 
attend  to  the  making  ot  such  lists,  and 
who  will  be  ready  to  bring  such  cases 
before  the  courts  at  their  own  expense. 
This  may  be  true,  but  what  is  this,  if  not 
opening  the  door  to  corrupt  practices  in 
our  own  elections,  and  helping  to 
demoralize  our  people  ?  It  seems  to  me 
that  we  have  already  made  too  much  pro- 
gress in  that  direction,  and  that  we  ought 
not  to  go  farther  but  rather  step  back. 

Viewing  this  enactment  from,  the 
responsible  point  of  view  of  a  legislator, 
I  candidly  admit  that  I  find  this  feature 
of  the  Bill  a  most  dangerous  one,  one 
which  seems  to  me  to  be  altogether  at 
variance  with  all  past  legislation,  and  the 
reverse  of  sound  legislation.  Indeed, 
this  measure  seems  to  roe  to  be  one  which, 
I  regret  to  say,  will  call  for  retaliation  at  a 
future,  possibly  at  a  not  far  distant  day. 
It  may  be  said  that  I  take  an  extreme 
view  of  the  case.  But  if  the  present  state 
of  things  is  taken  into  consideration,  it 
will  be  easily  seen  that  it  is  not  so.  In- 
deed, who  could  have  heard  for  years  past 
the  attacks  and  charges  of  both  political 
parties  against  each  other — charges  which 
very  often  were  found  to  be  well-founded 
— ^who  could  have  been  a  witness  to  so 
many  corrupt  practices  as  it  has  been  our 
lot  to  hear  of — who  could  recall  to  mind 
the  many  evils  of  daily  occurrence  and 
say  that  I  take  an  extreme  view  of  the 
case  ?  No,  I  regret  that  it  is  so,  but  it  is 
only  too  true  that  my  appreciation  of  the 
present  state  of  things  is  borne  out  by  the 
£u:ts. 

Such  is  my  honest  and  conscientious 
appreciation  of  this  measure.  I  regret 
that  it  has  not  been  possible  for  me  to 
view  it  in  another  light.     I  regret  that  I 


have  been  forced  to  the  conclusion  that  it 
was  not  a  good  measure,  some  parts  of  it 
being  based  on  wrong  principles.  Never- 
theless, however  bad  I  may  consider  it 
now,  as  it  stands  before  us  in  the  Senate, 
I  candidly  admit  that  it  is  somewhat  better, 
by  the  amendments  made  to  it  in  the 
Commons,  than  it  was  when  it  was  first 
submitted  to  Parliament.  It  then  contained 
some  provisions  which  I  am  bound  to 
acknowledge  ware  much  worse  than  those 
it  now  contains,  such  as  the  clause  deal- 
ing with  woman  suffrage.  This  I  re- 
ga^ed  as  a  retrograde  step,  dangerous 
and  even  anti-Christian  legislation. 
Amongst  Pagans  and  Infidels  women  are 
not  considered  much  more  than  brutes. 
They  are  kept  in  a  degraded  state  of 
slavery.  The  Reverend  J.  Watts  Leth- 
bridge  says  that,  "  under  the  influence  of 
barbarism  woman  is  regarded  as  a  mere 
animal,  under  oriental  despotism  a  play- 
thing for  the  time."  Mrs.  Childs  in  her 
history  of  women,  says : — 

"  The  womeD  of  Babylon  were  put  up  to 
auction  by  the  public  crier,  while  the  magis- 
trates presided  over  the  sales." 

Among  savage  nations  woman  is  still  a 
hewer  of  wood  and  a  drawer  of  water, 
providing  by  her  labour  for  the  daily  sus- 
tenance and  support  of  her  family, 
while  man,  abdicating  his  natural  duties, 
lives  in  shameful  indolence  and  ease. 
Such  inversion  of  nature  has,  as  a 
matter  of  course,  distorted  and  perverted 
the  disposition  of  woman  who  stood  in 
such  a  condition.  Her  heart  has  been 
literally  unstrung,  and  like  a  broken  musi- 
cal instrument  has  completely  lost  its  har- 
mony. Under  such  circumstances  and  such 
a  state  of  things,  I  can  easily  understand 
that  women  could  have  deemed  it  a  great 
privilege  to  take  part  in  public  assemblies. 
I  am  not  surprised  to  hear  that  among  the 
ancient  Greeks,  where  women  were  kept 
under  very  strict  discipline,  and  where 
they  lived  quite  a  retired  life,  even  locked 
up  and  guarded,  that  such  women 
delighted  in  the  exercise  of  the  privilege 
of  voting;  but  not  so  with  Christian 
women.  Not  so,  since  the  long  slavery 
of  the  fair  sex  was  terminated  by 
the  advent  of  our  Blessed  Redeemer. 
No  so,  since  woman  has  been  shown  as 
being  equal  to  man  and  a  companion  of 
man.  Not  so,  since  Christ  has  restored 
her  lost  privileges  and  made  known  the 
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important  mission  which  had  been  entrust- 
^  to  her  since  the  very  beginning, 
but  which  had  been  lost  sight  of 
by  the  perversity  of  the  human  race. 
Let  me  open  the  book  which  con- 
tains the  laws  of  Christianity*  I  will 
make  use  of  "The  Teacher's  Bible." 
My  reason  for  selecting  a  Protestant 
'book  is  to  show  that  not  only  Catholic 
but  also  Protestant  books  are  adverse 
to  such  a  suffrage  as  that  of  woman. 
I  find  in  Genesis  Chap,  ist  that  at  the 
beginning ;  "  God  created  the  first  man 
and  created  him  both  male  and  female." 
In  the  27  th  Verse,  "  God  created  man  in 
His  own  image,  in  the  image  of  God 
•created  He  him,  male  and  female  created 
He  them."  Also  that  out  of  one  of  the 
ribs  of  the  first  man  God  created  the  first 
woman  whom  he  gave  to  man  as  a  com- 
[)anion  and  a  wife.  Genesis  chap,  ist 
verse  22  :  "  And  the  rib,  which  the  Lord 
•God  had  taken  from  man,  made  He  a 
woman  and  brought  her  unto  the  man." 
"**  Therefore,  shall  a  man  leave  his  father 
and  his  mother  and  shall  cleave  unto  his 
wife,  and  they  shall  be  one  flesh."  I  find 
that  God  ordered  man  to  love,  honor  and 
protect  his  wife,  while  he  commanded 
woman  to  love,  tear  and  obey  her  hus- 
band. For  (says  St.  Paul  to  the  Ephesians) 
"  the  husband  is  the  head  of  the  woman." 
Further  on  the  Divine  Book  shows  what 
the  mission  of  both  men  and  women  is : — 

Proverbs,  Chap,  xxxi.  Verse  10.— Who 
•can  find  a  virtuous  woman,  for  her  price  is 
iar  above  rubies. 

12.  She  seeketh  wool  and  flax,  and  worketh 
willinsly  with  her  hands. 

19.  She  laveth  her  hands  to  the  spindle, 
and  her  hands  hold  the  distaff. 

23.  Her  husband  is  known  in  the  gates, 
when  he  sitteth  among  the  elders  of  the  land. 

24.  She  maketb  fine  linen,  and  selleth  it, 
And  delivereth  girdles  unto  the  merchant, 

26.  She  openeth  her  mouth  with  wisdom ; 
and  in  her  tongue  is  the  law  of  kindness. 

27.  She  looketh  well  to  the  ways  of  her 
household,  and  eateth  not  the  bread  of  idleness. 

St.  Peter,  Ist  Epistle,  Chap,  iii,  Verse  1. — 
Likewise  ye  wives,  be  in  subjectioa  to  vour 
own  husbands,  that,  if  any  obey  nut  the  Word, 
they  also  may,  without  the  Word,  be  won  by 
the  conversation  of  the  wives. 

7.  Likewise,  ye  husbands,  dwell  with  them 
according  to  knowledge,  giving  honor  unto 
the  wife. 

St.  Paul,  Ephesians,  Chap.  ▼. : — 
22.  Wives  submit  yourselves    unto    your 
•own  husbands,  as  unto  the  Lord. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSK 


23.  For  the  husband  is  the  head  of  the  wife, 
even  as  Christ  is  the  head  of  the  Church. 

24.  Therefore  as  the  Church  is  subject  unto 
Christ,  so  let  the  wives  be  to  their  own 
husbands  in  everything. 

26.  Husbands,  love  your  wives,  even  aa 
Christ  also  loved  the  Church,  and  gave  Him- 
self for  it. 

28.  He  that  loveth  his  wife,  loveth  himself. 
L  St.  Paitl,  to  Timothy,  v.  11.  Let  the 
woman  learn  in  silence  with  all  subjection. 

12.  But  I  suffer  not  a  woman  to  teach,  nor 
to  usurp  authority  over  the  man,  but  to  be  in 
silence. 

According  then  to  Divine  law,  in  a 
family  well  ordained  the  husband  com- 
mands while  the  wife  has  to  obey.  "  Like 
every  other  society,  a  family  is  composed 
of  more  or  less  members ;  like  the  physical 
structure  each  of  them  is  jointed  into  the 
socket  of  another ;  each  one  is  charged 
with  a  distinct  office  and  harmony  prevails 
through  a  mutual  dependence,"  says  the 
Rev.  J.  Watts  Lethbridge.  You  cannot 
then  reasonably  and  legitimately  ask  for 
and  from  woman  that  which  nature  and 
Providence  have  not  qualified  her  to  sus- 
tain and  perform.  Man  is  charged  with  a 
distinct  office,  so  is  womaa  Harmony 
will  therefore  prevail  in  a  family  through  a 
mutual  dependence.  In  creation  every 
order  of  existence  is  nicely  balanced 
Take  any  one  part  away  and  there  will  be 
a  deficiency,  insert  any  new  order  therein 
and  the  thing  will  be  overdone.  If  wo- 
man endeavors  to  become  mannish  she 
produces  disgust  with  all  its  sad  conse- 
quences. Woman's  heart,  head,and  hands 
are  not  as  hard  as  man's  are.  Let  woman 
then  know  her  place  in  society  and  keep 
it ;  let  her  be  educated  and  qualified  for 
engagements  suited  to  her  nature  and  con- 
dition. She  has  then  a  right  to  be  protected 
and  respected  in  the  due  discharge  of  the 
duties  of  her  sex.  What  would  women 
magistrates,  legislators,  lawyers,  voters,  etc, 
do  when  they  happen  to  be  in  the  interest- 
ing way  they  like  to  be  ?  In  public,  then, 
man  is  by  nature  constituted  the  head  of  the 
woman,  and  in  private  life  woman  is  legiti- 
mately the  glory  of  man.  If  women  had  the 
franchise  granted  to  them,  strange  scenes, 
no  doubt,  would  occur,  from  the  different 
political  tendencies  of  the  husband  and 
the  wife,  which  would  recall  to  mind 
the  proverb,  "A  house  divided  against 
itself  cannot  stand." 

Let  then  every  man  remain  in  his  own 
order,  and  every  woman  in  her  proper 
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place ;  let  every  woman,  and,  I  may  add, 
every  legislator,  learn  a  lesson  from  the 
past.  Let  every  woman  learn  there  is  a 
possibility  of  going  in  for  too  much  and 
of  losing  the  whole;  and,  above  all,  let 
legislators  not  allow  Christian  women  to 
become  viragoes,  manly  or  bouncing 
women,  as  they  will  certainly  be  (and  ex- 
perience shews  it  is  so)  if  called  to  take 
part  in  public  meetings,  meddle  with 
politics,  and  go  to  the  ballot  box. 

A  Protestant  writer,  the  Rev.  J  Watts 
Lethbridge,  says : — 

"  When  history  is  well  written,  the  sub- 
jective as  well  as  the  objective  view  of  the 
sexes  wil  be  placed  before  the  mind.  The 
subjective  is  preferred  by  woman,  the  object- 
ive by  man.  He  glories  in  the  epic  she  in 
the  lyric  side  of  life.  Man  fights  hie  country's 
battles ;  woman  dresses  the  soldier's  wounds. 
Action  is  to  one  what  fee'ing  is  to  the  other. 
Affection  and  not  rule,  constitutes  woman's 
power.  Those  who  would  bring  her  upon 
the  platform  of  public  life,  do  not  understand 
the  nature  of  the  being  whom  they  want  to 
thrust  forward  to  the  public  view.  She,  the 
most  fearful  of  animals,  suffers  most  when 
exposed  to  the  commotions,  to  the  breakers, 
storms  and  quicksands  of  an  active,  busy, 
and  competing  world.  Home  and  the  welfare 
of  society  fill  her  heart — home  is  her  palace 
and  family  associations  the  state. 

"  For  the  maintenance  of  order  in  the  State 
and  in  the  Church,  the  risht  persons  must 
occupy  the  right  place.  What,  then,  are  the 
constituent  elements  of  the  male  and  female 
constitution.  Woman,  being  the  more  par 
ticular  or  special  in  her  modes  of  thought  and 
action,  is  the  better  adapted  by  nature  and 
Providence  for  the  select  societies  of  private 
life.  Man  looks  at  the  greatest  numbers  in 
a  general  way,  whereas  woman  looks  at  the 
individual  in  a  particular  way.  Man  acts 
from  general  rules,  woman  from  more  special 
ones.  To  put  woman  before  the  public  to 
preach,  lecture,  &c.,  would  be  to  lay  upon  her 
a  heavier  burden  than  either  nature  or  Provi- 
dence intended  her  to  bear.  Unless  the  right 
women,  as  well  as  the  right  men,  find  and 
keep  their  j. roper  places,  society  must  go 
wrong.  To  claim  for  woman,  however,  the 
rights  of  the  discharge  of  public  functions,  is 
to  lake  her  out  of  the  sphere  of  womanhood, 
putan  unnecessary  and  unnatural  burthen  upon 
lier  shoulders,  to  work  with  instruments  pre- 
pared for  other  hands.  She  is  neither  at  home 
amidst  active  business  pursuits^  nor  scenes  of 
Btrite,  nor  the  complicated  machinery  and  the 
turbulent  characters  which  take  their  place 
and  act  their  part  upon  the  stage  of  life.  For 
such  aftairs  she  is  not  qualified,  either  by 
education  or  habit;  delicacy  of  conception  and 
feeling  excludes  her  from  actual  experience 
in  the  affairs  of  the  commercial  world ;  and 
being  excluded  from  the  agencies,  impulses, 
and  motives  that  give  direction  to  the  ebbing 


and  flowiuff  of  the  tides  that  move  along  the 
busy  world,  she  remains  in  contented  ignor- 
ance of  the  manner  in  which  the  stirring 
affairb  of  business  are  managed,  and  occupies 
separate  grounds,  as  well  from  her  taste  and 
feeling  as  iVom  her  intellectual  training.  Mai^ 
can  work  out  the  problem  of  science  and 
woman  can  build  thereupon.  The  useful  and 
the  beautiful  always  go  together  in  creation,, 
they  should  keep  each  other  company  iu> 
society.  Man  the  useful,  can  lay  down  the 
foundation ;  woman  the  beautiful  can  decorate 
with  ornaments  of  grace  the  superstructure- 
One  without  the  other,  cannot  be  made  perfect. 
Her  proper  and  distinctive  business  is  the 
practical  developement  of  her  character  in* 
private  life,  as  well  as  the  practical  regulationr 
of  the  home.  Scenes  of  warfare  are  not  her  - 
field  of  glory.  Home  is  her  place  of 
action  and  her  throne  of  state.  The 
enjoyment  of  woman  is  centred  in  her 
home.  And  what  is  it  that  man  seeks  in  the- 
companionship  of  woman?  A  woman  to- 
share  the  home  and  the  one  to  make  the  other 
happy.  Woman's  promise  beingdistinctly  fixed 
her  training  must  be  in  harmony  with  it. 
Home,  with  its  management  is  her  province, 
as  the  world,  with  its  activities  belongs  to^ 
man.  He  is  both  educated  and  instructed  for 
his  duties,  she  must  be  the  same.  Ret'^  hus- 
band is  known  in  the  gates  when  he  sitteth 
among  the  elders  of  the  land.  She  maketh 
fine  linen,  and  selleth  it,  and  delivereth  girdlet 
unto  the  merchant  — Proverbs,  chap.  31. 

**Huch  beingthe  important  mission  of  womaik 
let  her  not  then— even  if  she  be  single-— be 
educated  for  anything  else.  Let  her  training 
be  in  harmony  with  it.  Let  her  not  be  given 
privileges  for  which  the  ^Teat  Being  who 
createcT  her,  has  not  prepared  her.  Let  her 
then,  in  her  early  age,  be  excluded  from  th& 
agencies,  impulses  and  motives  of  the  busy 
world.  Let  her  ignore  the  manner  in  which 
the  stirring  affairs  of  business  and  public  life 
are  managed.  Let  her  then  prepare  by 
proper  education  to  fulfil  her  mission  as  the 
glory  of  her  daily  life  in  the  promotion  of 
every  good  and  noble  work  pertaining  to  her 
sex.'** 

Some  will  say  that  while  we  could  not 
allow  women  to  become  members  of  par- 
liament, they  ought  to  be  allowed  to  share 
the  franchise  with  men,  when  paying  taxes. 
I  have  already  answered  this  argument 
of  the  "  paying  of  taxes  giving  a  right  to- 
vote ; "  let  me  only  add  now,  that  if  this 
be  sound  argument,  why  should  not  also 
wt>man  be  allowed  a  seat  in  parliament,, 
when  she  has  to  submit  to  the  laws  of  her 
country?  Why  should  she  be  deprived 
of  the  right  of  supervising  from  her  seat  in 
parliament  the  expending  of  the  money 
she  pays  into  the  public  treasury  ?  Why 
should  she  not  be  allowed  to  become  a 
lawyer,  when  she  is  so  often  summoned 
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before  our  courts  and  her  best  interests 
are  at  stake  ?  No,  hon.  gentlemen,  such 
arguments  are  not  sound  ;  they  look  so  at 
first  sight,  but  they  are  specious  and  no- 
thing more,and  are  generally  very  easily 
answered  and  refuted.  It  is  alleged  that 
there  is,  in  some  quarters,  a  strong  feeling 
in  favor  of  woman  suffrage.  No  doubt 
such  is  the  case,  but  I  am  very  far  from 
seeing  in  such  a  feeling  an  evidence  of 
the  moral  good  which  the  adoption  of 
such  a  principle  would  produce.  On  the 
contrary,  the  progress  of  such  ideas  else- 
where, and  especially  in  the  great  republic 
near  to  us,  has  convinced  me  of  the 
danger  of  a  wrong  step  in  that  direction. 
As  it  always  happens,  when  people  forget 
the  great  principles  upon  which  sound  legis- 
lation ought  always  to  be  based,  and  when 
innovations  are  proposed  without  due  con- 
sideration, partisans  of  such  ideas  cannot 
help  being  carried  by  the  logical  conse- 
quences of  their  first  wrong  step,  further 
than  they  intended  at  first  So  that  after 
having  advocated  woman  suffrage,  you 
will  find  them  advocating  the  right  of 
women  to  become  lawyers,doctors, preach- 
ers, legishtors,  etc  You  have  Mrs.  Stan- 
ton who,  advocating  before  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Assembly  and  the  Senate  of 
New  York  state,  the  rights  of  woman,  is 
reported  by  the  New  York  Tribune^  as 
having  vindicated  for  women  the  right  to 
appear  on  the  hustings. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  should  like  to 
;ask  the  hon.  gentleman  if  he  is  aware  that 
under  this  Bill  the  suffrage  is  not  extended 
to  women,  and  therefore  his  argument  is 
entirely  irrelevant  to  the  question 
before  the  House?  I  do  not  wish  to 
interfere  with  his  speech,  but  he  may  not 
be  aware  of  the  fact. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— I  am  mis- 
taken if  on  this  Bill  I  am  not  to  discuss 
the  question  from  every  point  of  view.  I 
have  to  put  my  views  on  record  and  I  am 
-sorry  that  the  hon.  gentleman  should  be 
instructed  to  ignore  such  things. 

Hon.  Mr.  MONTGOMERY  —  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  hon.  gentleman 
what  clause  of  the  Bill  he  is  discussing  ? 

The  SPEAKER— -Very  great  latitude 
4s  allowed  in  discussing  a  Bill  of  this  kind, 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE 


and  I  do  not  think  the  House  would  be 
disposed  to  stop  the  hon.  gentleman  in  the 
remarks  he  is  making. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  wish  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  understand  that  £  am  speak- 
ing on  nay  own  responsibility.  1  wish  to  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  there  is  no  clause 
in  this  Bill  concerning  female  suffrage, 
and  he  is  therefore  discussing  a  question 
which  is  not  before  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— I  am  talk- 
ing about  something  that  I  know,  and  it 
is  seldom  that  I  have  to  be  called  to  order. 
The  hon.  gentleman  may  as  well  make  up 
his  mind  to  listen  quietly ;  I  know  I  am 
not  eloquent,  but  I  have  a  duty  imposed 
upon  me  and  that  duty  I  will  discharge. 
Then  you  have  Mrs.  Dall  in  her  first 
lecture  delivered  in  Boston  in  i86i, 
saying : — 

"  Dependent  upon  the  right  to  labors  as  we 
have  already  seen,  is  women's  civil  quality. 
If  all  the  nelds  of  human  labor  are  thrown 
absolutely  oi>en,  if  women  enter  and  grow 
wealthy  therein;  if  every  second  woman,  for 
instance,  were  an  intelligent  property- holder, 
is  it  credible  that  she,  or  heriiusband  for  her« 
would  remain  contented  in  her  present  mi* 
nority — Would  she  not  want  a  seat  in  the 
legislature  to  protect  her  property,  a  vote  to 
control  appropriations  and  taxes.'^ 

**  How  I  should  rejoice  to  see  a  large  Lowell 
mill  wholly  owued  and  managed  by  women  I 
What  is  to  make  it  possible  ?  Only,  that  the 
unoccupied  women  of  wealth  and  rank,  at 
this  moment  in  the  commonwealth,  should 
combine  to  build  or  buy  such  a  mill.  Sup- 
pose it  well  managed,  representing  ultimately 
a  million  of  dollars;  Do  jrou  believe  it  would 
long  remain  without  political  power?'' 

Again,  the  same  lady,  in  her  second 
lecture  at  the  same  place  and  year, 
speaking  on  "  Woman's  Rights,"  alluded 
to  the  fact  that  the  university-town  of 
Upsal  had  granted  the  right  of  suffrage 
to  women  owning  real  estate  and  others 
doing  business  on  their  own  account ; 
she  continues: — 

<^  This  is  the  way  the  matter  is  to  begin. 
By-and-by  the  interests  of  labor  and  trade  will 
force  the  authorities  of  Bristol  and  Manchesteri 
Newcastle  and  Plymouth,  to  do  the  same 
thing,  and  after  women  have  gone  on  for  some 
twenU  years  electing  members  of  parliament, 
nobody  will  be  surprised  to  find  some  women 
sitting  in  that  body.  But,  objects  somebody, 
if  that  ever  happens  we  shall  have  womea  on 
juries,  women  pleading  at  the  bar,  women 
as  attorneys,  and  so  on.** 
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"And  this  is  exactly  what  we  want," 
adds  Miss  DalL 

Such  are  the  excesses  consequent  on  a 
first  wrong  step,  especially  in  a  question 
of  principle.  Let  us  not,  then,  force 
women  to  leave  the  sphere  of  womanhood 
and  let  the  man  and  woman  keep  their 
places  according  to  the  views  of  the 
Great  Being  who  created  both.  Such 
is  the  view  I  take  of  the  matter 
under  consideration.  Such  also  are, 
amongst  many  others  which  it  would  be 
too  long  to  enumerate,  my  reasons  for 
abandoning  my  leaders  in  the  present 
case.  With  a  question  of  principle  you 
cannot  deal  as  you  could  do  with  other 
questions.  With  principles  you  have  to 
adhere  to  and  stand  by  them ;  whereas, 
where  no  principle  is  involved,  a  party- 
man  is  more  free  to  set  aside  his  own 
views  and  adopt  those  of  his  leaders. 
Convinced  that  it  was  my  duty  to  take 
such  a  view  of  this  measure,  I  thought  I 
was  bound  to  explain  my  position  and 
give  my  reasons  and  my  arguments,  so 
that  \i  they  could  be  met,  and  it  could  be 
shown  that  I  was  wrong,  I  might  continue 
my  allegiance  to  my  leaders  in  the  present 
instance,  as  I  have  generally  done  in 
others,  and  give  them  an  honest  and 
conscientious  support  in  the  passing  of 
this  measure.  The  Hon.  Minister  of  Justice 
said  it  would  have  been  easy  to  leave  to 
Quebec  the  management  of  her  own  fran- 
chise; headmitted  that  such  was  his  opinion. 
Had  the  Government  done  so  they  would 
have  been  carrying  out  honestly  the  views 
of  the  great  leaders  of  Canada  at  the  time 
of  Confederation,  and  the  view  which  the 
hon.  member  from  Ottawa  expressed  to- 
day when  he  said  that  it  was  never  in- 
tended, at  the  time  of  Confederation,  that 
such  a  franchise  should  be  inaugurated  in 
Canada.  Sir  George  Cartier  would  never 
have  allowed  it,  and  the  proof  of  it  is  to 
be  found  in  the  Confederation  Act,  where 
an  exception  is  made  in  favor  of  Quebec 
on  account  of  her  peculiar  circumstances, 
and  I  am  not  surprised  that  a  gentleman, 
so  honest  as  the  Minister  of  Justice  has 
shown  himself  to  be,  was  himself  inclined 
to  give  to  our  province  that  to  which  she 
is  entitled,  and  which  was  promised  at 
the  time  of  Confederation ;  but  now,  by 
numerical  force,  by  the  power  of  votes, 
getting  them  by  every  means  they  can,  they 
force  Quebec  to  abandon  her  principles. 


I  may  add  that  it  would  be  better  for  the 
Conservative  party  in  the  Dominion  not  to 
interfere  with  Quebec,  because  there  alone 
sound  conservative  principles  will  be 
found  to  prevail,  thirty,  forty,  or  fifty  years 
hence,  if  only  that  province  is  fairly  dealt 
with.  Then  the  Minister  said  there  was 
no  other  way  to  carry  out  the  provisions 
of  this  Bill  unless  revising  barristers  were 
appointed.  Any  farmer  who  has  a  good 
education  could  discharge  the  duty.  Such 
men  have  made  the  local  lists  for  eighteen 
years  past ;  why  not  pay  them  so  much  a 
year  to  continue  to  make  them  ? — $20  or 
$50  would  be  sufficient  remuneration. 
Why  not  appoint  a  commission  of  three 
farmers  to  revise  such  lists  in  each  county  ? 
As  to  the  confidence  which  the  minister  of 
Justice  has  expressed  in  officials,  I  may 
tell  him  that  I  am  far  from  endorsing  his 
idea.  The  public  service  is  good  but 
there  are  exceptions,  and  if  he  gives 
me  an  inquiry,  I  say  from  my  seat 
here  to-day  that  I  am  prepared  to  make 
good  my  assertion.  If  so,  and  it  is  so 
even  in  his  own  Department,  I  am  justi- 
fied in  refusing  revising  barristers. 
We  are  told  to  pass  this  Bill  and  that 
honest  men  will  be  appointed.  As  a 
legislator,  sharing  a  great  responsibility 
for  evil  or  good  that  will  follow  the  pass- 
ing of  this  Bill,  and  for  which  some  day 
I  will  be  answerable,  I  am  asked  to  take 
such  an  assurance  when  I  know  that  so 
many  acts  of  corruption  are  perpetrated 
even  in  Parliament  This  I  cannot  do 
when  there  are  ^o  many  reasons  why  I 
should  not  feel  confidence.  I  have  always 
worked  honestly  as  a  legislator  and  this  I 
will  contmue  to  do.  I  cannot  help  it. 
I  suppose  I  will  will  have  to  suffer  for  it. 
Never  mind,  I  will  do  my  duty.  I  am  a 
Conservative  and  always  shall  be  one,  but 
if  every  one  else  in  the  country  becomes  a 
Liberal  I  will  have  to  choose  between  two 
evils.  Look  at  the  Montreal  Gazette  ?  Is 
there  a  more  Tory  paper  than  that  in  the 
country,  and  yet  it  is  advocating  universal 
suffrage  j  I  will  not  speak  of  the  Herald, 
It  was  a  Liberal  paper  at  one  time.  It 
was  bought  by  persons  whose  policy  it 
may  be  not  to  change  too  quickly  and  be- 
come Conservative  all  at  once.  Am  I  to 
be  confiding  when  I  see  such  things  under 
my  eyes?  I  say  this  Bill  is  a  radical 
change  in  our  institutions,  and  I  never 
approve  of  radical  changes.     I  am  sorry 
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to  take  up  the  time  of  the  House,  but  if  I 
have  not  succeeded  in  convincing  my 
hearers,  I  at  all  events  feel  assured  that  I 
have  done  my  duty. 

It  being  six  o'clock  the  Speaker  left  the 
Chair. 

AFTER  RECESS. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— The  first  thought 
that  occurs  to  me  in  speaking  on  this 
important  question  is  that  it  is  evidently 
supposed  by  our  friends  on  the  other  side 
that  there  is  no  great  danger  to  liberty  or 
to  the  constitution,  from  the  fact  that  so 
few  of  them  are  in  attendance  to  watch 
the  progress  of  this  debate. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  country  is 
safe  in  the  hon.  gentleman's  hands  for  a 
time. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— My  hon.  friend 
complains  a  good  deal  of  interruptions 
when  he  is  speaking,  and  yet  at  the  very 
outset  of  my  remarks  does  himself  what 
he  complains  of  in  others.  I  do  not  care 
about  it  myself;  but  since  he  is  so  sensitive 
he  ought  to  have  a  little  consideration  for 
others.  The  leader  of  the  Opposition,  no 
doubt,  in  his  speech  to  the  Senate  to-day, 
has  given  us  all  the  arguments  which  can  be 
adduced  against  the  general  principles  of 
the  Bill  which  is  now  before  us.  I  followed 
his  arguments  rather  closely,  and  I  was 
surprised  to  find  that  after  all  the  objec- 
tions which  have  been  made  throughout 
the  country,  after  the  agitation  of  which 
we  have  heard  so  much,  after  the  absolute 
stoppage  of  the  business  of  Parliament  for 
more  than  two  months  and  a  half  in 
opposing  this  measure,  my  hon.  friend  who 
has  watched  the  debate  from  the  beginning 
to  the  end,  and  who  has  a  marvellous 
capacity  for  seizing  the  salient  points  of  a 
controversy,  was  able  to  say  so  little,  and 
that  that  little  was  so  easily  answered.  From 
my  hastily  taken  memoranda  I  find  that 
his  first  noticeable  remark  was  a  reference 
to  the  statement  of  my  hon.  friend  who 
■its  in  front  of  me,  the  respected  leader  of 
this  House,  to  the  effect  that  he  had  been 
at  one  time  of  the  idea  that  it  might  be 
possible  to  frame  a  franchise  bill  which 
should  crystalize  or  consolidate  the  gen- 
eral franchises  ot  the  different  provinces, 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE. 


and  make  those  franchises  permanent 
But  then  of  course  I  have  no  doubt  my 
hon.  friend  intended  that  the  Government 
could  apply  to  any  system  of  that  kind 
their  own  system  of  revision,  which  is  a 
crying  evil  in  this  matter,  and  which  it  is 
most  important  that  the  Franchise  Bill 
should  deal  with.  As  the  franchises  stood 
four  or  five  years  ago,  I  confess  that  I  my- 
self had  very  much  the  same  opinion,  but 
it  must  be  remembered  that  there  has 
been  a  constant  change  of  system.  The 
Ontario  Government  has  often  altered  the 
franchise,  and  has  changed  more  particu- 
larly the  method  of  dealing  with  the 
voters'  lists,  and  the  appeals,  until  the 
laws  on  those  subjects  are  in  such  a  maze 
that  it  is  almost  impossible  to  understand 
them,  or  in  any  way  to  act  under  them, 
except  by  the  aid  of  counsel,  and  to  my 
hon.  friend,  Mr.  Bellerose,  who  spoke  to- 
day of  the  cost  of  appeals,  I  may  say  it  is 
a  very  serious  matter  to  have  to  look  after 
the  voters'  lists  of  Ontario,  and  I  know 
myself  the  expense  of  sending  to  each 
electoral  division  some  one  who  is  qualified 
to  unravel  the  intricacies  of  the  law  of  the 
Ontario  Government,  and  attempt  to  deal 
with  the  voters'  list,  and  to  do  justice  to 
the  electors  of  Ontario. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN — Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB — It  was  more  than 
anything  else  the  pressure  of  the  condi- 
tion of  things  in  that  Province  that  com- 
pelled the  Conservative  Government  to 
adopt  a  Franchise  Bill 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— Oh,  oh. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  am  glad  to  see 
my  hon.  friend  take  a  note  of  that,  and  I 
can  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that  the 
Franchise  Bill  in  Ontario  was  altered 
twice  in  one  session  to  suit  some  possible 
exigency  of  the  gentlemen  who  represent 
the  majority  in  that  province.  And  I  can 
tell  the  hon.  gentleman  also  that  the 
Franchise  Bill  which  is  now  in  this  House, 
was  first  drafted  nearly  three  years  ago 
and  has  been  before  the  people  of 
Canads^  since  that  time,  and  it  was 
understood  that  it  was  to  be  brought 
forward  this  year  to  be  pressed  to  a 
vote.  What  did  the  Ontario  Govern- 
ment do  in  view  of  that  ?    At  the  last 
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session  of  the  legislature  of  that  Province 
they  passed  a  Bill  cutting  down  the  Fran 
chise  to  a  point  which  they  thought  would 
so  embarrass  the  Dominion  Government 
that  they  could  not  meet  it.  They  re- 
duced the  franchise  in  such  a  way  that 
they  thought  it  would  be  impossible  to 
make  what  is  called  a  horizontal  franchise, 
suiting  Quebec,suiting  the  other  provinces, 
and  yet  avoiding  the  outcry  that  we  had 
disfranchised  some  of  the  voters  of  Ontario 
and  elsewhere  ;  and  the  cry  has  been 
caised  everywhere  that  we  have  disfran- 
chised Ontario  voters.  My  hon.  friend  from 
Ottawa,  (Mr.  Scott)  was  disingenuous 
enough  to  use  that  argument  to-day. 
They  have  not  acted  under  the  new  fran- 
chise in  Ontario  as  yet.  The  Bill  was 
passed  last  session,  and  it  cannot  go  into 
operation  or  effect,  so  far  as  the  Ontario 
legislature  is  concerned,  until  its  term  has 
expired  which  will  be  three  years  hence. 
That  was  one  of  the  causes  which  justified 
this  Government, in  self-defence  and  for  the 
protection  of  the  voters  of  this  country,  in 
order  to  enable  their  representatives  to  sit 
in  the  House  of  Commons  upon  an 
equality,  to  introduce  a  franchise  Bill. 
The  hon.  gentleman  who  was  speaking 
said  thai  everybody  was  contented  with 
the  provincial  franchise. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  am  glad  to  hear 
the  sound  of  my  respected  and  hon.  friend's 
voice.  He  says  "hear,  hear."  If  the 
people  of  the  provinces  had  been 
contented  with  the  Franchise  Bill  does 
my  hon.  friend  suppose  that  the  large 
majority  of  the  members  of  Parliament, 
after  the  opposition  which  has  been  shown, 
would  have  ventured  to  pass  it  ?  Does 
ray  hon.  friend  undertake  to  say  that  those 
gentlemen  are  not  the  representatives  of 
the  people?  The  standing  argument  of 
my  hon.  friend  opposite  me  is  that  we 
ought  not  to  meddle  with  questions  in 
which  we  do  not  directly  represent  the 
people.  If  the  memt>ers  of  the  House  of 
Commons  do  not  represent  the  people 
who  do?  They  sent  this  Bill  to  us,  a 
large  majority  supported  it.  When  the 
final  vote  was  taken  there  was  a  motion 
for  a  three  months  hoist,  and  yet  after  all 
the  agitation,  after  three  months'  obstruc- 
tion of  Parliament ;  after  three  months ' 
B3 


of  paralysis  of  public  business ;  after  three 
months  of  a  course  which  was  never  pur- 
sued before  in  any  legislature  in  the  world; 
after  a  course  which,  had  it  been  commeur 
ced  in  the  Democratic  Congress  of  the 
United  States  or  in  Republican  France, 
would  have  been  promptly  shut  oflf  by  a 
motion  for  the  Previous  Question,  or  the 
cloture,  on  the  last  vote  on  this  Bill,  the 
names  of  exactly  35  of  the  gentlemen  who 
were  sacrificing  themselves  for  the  good 
of  their  country  will  he  found  recorded 
The  three- months  hoist  was  moved  by  a 
former  Minister  of  the  Interior,  an  active 
leader  of  the  Opposition,  and  had  the 
support  of  the  number  I  state  in  the 
House  which  we  are  told  is  representative 
of  public  opinion  and  of  the  people. 
I  do  not  intend  to  follow  my  hon.  friend 
closely  through  his  speech,  but  as  I 
do  not  feel  myself  bound  to  defend 
a  Bill  of  this  character  which  comes 
up  to  us  from  the  popular  branch,  I 
think  that  the  better  way  is  to  take  the  ob- 
jections of  one  who  himself  poses  as  a  repre- 
sentative of  the  minority  which  opposed 
that  Bill  in  all  its  stages,  and  with  a  very 
few  remarks  other  than  those  I  shall  make 
in  answer  to  him  I  shall  content  myself 
to-night.  He  stated,  if  I  understood  him 
correctly,  that  the  framers  of  confederation 
had  the  acceptance  of  the  provincial  fran- 
chises of  their  day  in  view.  Now,  I  think  it 
requires  a  good  deal  of  courage  to  make  a 
remark  of  that  kind.  It  is  understood,  if 
anything  is  understood  relative  to  the  sub- 
ject, that  the  framers  of  confederation 
intended  that  there  should  he  a  uniform 
franchise  for  the  Dominion  Parliament 
The  idea  is  expressed  in  the  British  North 
America  Act.  It  is  there  provided  that 
until  the  Parliament  of  Canada,  which  was 
not  then  able  to  do  it,  should  frame  a 
general  franchise,  the  franchises  of  the 
provinces  should  govern ;  and  how  should 
they  govern  ?  In  order  to  prevent  them 
from  stealing  a  march  in  the  way  that  has 
been  done  by  Ontario 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— In  furtherance 
of  that  they  passed  a  Bill, 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Yes,  but  it  was 
provided  that  from  and  until  the  Dominion 
Parliament  should  otherwise  provide,  the 
franchises  already  existing  at  the  time  that 
Confederation  was  formed  should  be  the 
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franchises  that  should  govern  the  election 
t)f  members  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
What  could  be  plainer  than  that  ?  It  was 
not  Intended  that  without  the  consent  of 
Parliament  those  franchises  should  be 
changed  I  admit  that  at  the  time  of  the 
passage  of  the  Controverted  Elections 
Act  of  1883  there  was  a  consent  on  the 
part  of  Parliament  which  had  never  been 
given  before,  and  which  probably  was 
necessary  in  order  to  frame  an  election 
law — there  was  a  consent  that  the  provin- 
cial franchises  as  they  then  stood  should 
be  the  franchises  for  the  time  being. 
There  was  another  Controverted  Elections 
Act  passed  in  1874,  but  since  that  time 
parliament  has  not  consented  affirmatively 
to  a  change  in  any  of  the  franchises. 
There  have  been  changes  made,  and  I 
have  already  cit^d  one,  in  the  province  of 
Nova  Scotia,  and  I  appeal  to  my  hon. 
friend  who  sits  opposite  me  (Mr.  Dickey) 
and  to  my  hon.  friend  from  Lunenburg 
(Mr.  Kaulbacb)  to  confirm  my  statement 
that  in  order  to  gain  a  possible  advan- 
tage over  the  party  in  power  in 
the  Dominion  Government,  the  fran- 
chise of  Nova  Scotia  was  changed 
to  bring  in  a  set  of  voters,  and  to 
exclude  a  set  of  votefs,  for  a  Dominion 
election  and  for  the  local  election. 
My  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Haythorn<*)  dis- 
puted that  statement  when  I  made  it 
I  appeal  for  confirmation  to  what  I  said 
to  the  gentlemen  to  whom  I  have  referred 
— the  hon.  member  from  Amherst  and 
the  hon.  member  from  Lunenburg.  That 
was  reason  enough  in  itself  to  justify  the 
Dominion  Parliament  in  protecting  its 
voters.  There  was  no  foundation 
for  the  statement  that  it  was  intended  that 
the  franchise  of  the  provinces  should  rule 
the  Dominion.  There  was  every  right  on 
the  part  of  the  Dominion  to  make  a  fran- 
chise, and  when  it  was  found  that  the 
privileges  which  were  left  to  the  provinces 
referring  to  the  Dominion  only,  were  being 
abused,  it  was  very  natural  to  think  it  time 
that  the  Dominion  should  take  to  itself 
the  power  to  decide  the  qualifications  of 
those  who  should  vote  for  members  of  its 
own  Parliament,  and  I  repudiate  the  idea 
that  no  such  right  is  retained  by  the 
Dominion  Parliament,  or  that  no  such  right 
belongs  to  it :  that  it  has  no  power,  or  no 
right,  or  no  authority  to  exercise  it.  I 
happen  myself  to  know  something  about 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB. 


the  abuses  growing  out  of  the  franchise 
laws  of  Ontario.  I  happen  to  know  how 
the  voters'  lists  are  stuffed  and  I  use  the 
word  emphatically.  I  myself  on  one 
occasion  struck  oat  43  bogus  votes  in  one 
township,  on  one  scrutiny,  which  had 
been  left  unchallenged  by  the  Ontario 
system,  until  I  took  it  up  myself.  And 
every  man  of  those  43  voters  was  a  voter 
upon  the  Opposition  side,  and  was  brought 
in  by  the  system  which  was  adopted,  as  I 
believe  for  the  purpose  of  giving  an 
advantage  to  the  side  which  was  in  power ; 
and  my  experience  is  that,  I  presume,  of 
one-half  or  three-fourths  of  the  members 
from  Ontario  to-day,  and  I  dare  say  my 
hon.  friend  who  sits  below  me  can  confirm 
my  statement — the  hon.  gentleman  who 
has  borne  so  gallantly  the  Conservative 
banner  in  the  county  of  Glengarry,  and 
who  came  to  the  rescue  when  scarcely 
another  man  dared  to  confront  the  powers 
that  were  then  in  existence,  knowing  he 
had  not  only  to  fight  the  Opposition  but 
had  to  fight  the  voters'  list  where  the 
mischief  is  concocted. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— Yes,  from 
the  municipal  councils  down  to  the 
appointment  of  assessors. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Yes,  and  yet 
my  hon.  friend  opposite  (Mr.  Scott) 
says  there  has  never  been  any  obn- 
jection  to  the  Ontario  franchise.  He 
tells  us  that  we  are  not  in  any  way 
justified  in  dealing  with  this  matter; 
that  we  ought  not  to  deal  with  it ;  that 
nobody  has  complained  of  it ;  that  nobody 
has  petitioned  against  it ;  that  nobody  has 
has  found  fault  with  it.  I  can  tell  the 
hon.  gentleman  that  as  far  as  my  experi- 
ence is  concerned  it  has  been  a  cr>ing 
evil  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  ever  since 
I  have  had  any  part  in  public  life.  He 
also  stated  that  my  hon.  friend  (Sir  Alex. 
Campbell)  said  that  the  Ontario  Govern- 
ment had  altered  the  franchise  on  the  eve 
of  an  election.  He  did  not  say  any  such 
thing ;  he  simply  said  that  the  franchise 
had  been  altered  in  Ontario,  and  had 
been  altered  with  a  view  of  giving 
an  advantage  to  the  majority  who 
altered  it.  That  is  my  statement 
also,  and  I  believe  the  only  way  to 
get  a  fair  voters'  list  in  Ontario  is 
to  have  the  machinery  for  perfecting  the 
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voters'  lists  in  other  hands  than  those  to 
which  it  is  given  by  the  Ontario  Act ;  and 
I  think  every  man  who  is  not  a  partizan 
of  the  Ontario  Government,  who  has  had 
experience  there,  will  say  the  same  thing. 
The  Franchise  Bill  was  brought  into  Par- 
liament upon  fair  notice.  It  had  been 
before  Parliament  for  two  years.  It  had 
been  examined  for  two  years,  it  was  dis- 
cussed and  it  was  supposed  that  it  would 
be  brought  to  a  vote,  but  it  was  withdrawn 
either  at  the  close  of  last  session  or  the  ses- 
sion before.  It  was  no  new  thing.  It  was 
no  surprise.  The  first  two  months  of  the 
present  session  were  occupied  upon  the 
thrice-told  story  of  the  national  policy.  It 
was  turned  over  and  under  and  inside  out, 
and  discussed  in  every  way,  and  it  was 
impossible  while  that  discussion  was 
going  on  to  proceed  with  the  general 
public  business.  It  would  be  easy, 
by  referring  to  the  Commons  Debates, 
to  see  who  was.  responsible  for  that. 
When  the  franchise  was  brought  down  it 
was  said  to  be  a  surprise,  brought  in  at  the 
end  of  the  session ;  that  so  important  a 
Bill  as  that  should  have  been  brought  in 
at  an  earlier  part  of  the  session ;  that  the 
Opposition  were  not  to  be  allowed  any 
time  to  discuss  it  or  examine  its  details ; 
that  it  was  a  Bill  of  tremendous  propor- 
tions, dealing  with  questions  which  had  to 
be  examined  section  by  section  and  line 
by  line,  and  that  it  was  an  attempt  to 
spring  a  bill  on  parliament  and  to  get  a 
snap  judgment  upon  it.  The  tu  quoque 
argument  is  not  always  a  sound  one,  but 
I  can  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that  in  my 
political  experience,  which  is  very  limited 
compared  with  that  of  many  hon.  gentle- 
men in  this  House,  an  Act  of  the  greatest 
importance  was  forced  through  parliament 
by  the  late  Government,without  an  oppor- 
tunity for  discussion  being  afforded 
to  the  Opposition  of  the  day — I  refer 
to  the  Act  authorizing  the  construct- 
ion of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  passed 
in  the  Session  of  1874.  The  Bill  was 
introduced  May  12th,  read  a  second  time 
May  20th,  and  passed  May  21st ;  Parlia- 
ment was  prorogued  on  the  26th.  The 
majority  refused  to  listen  to  the  Opposition, 
prevented  them  from  being  heard  by  un- 
seemly noise  and  interruption;  and  shouted 
down  all  criticism  unrebuked  by  the 
Speaker  or  the  leader  of  the  Government 
The   Bill  was  forced  through  at    three 


o'clock  in  the  morning.  We  had  good 
reason  to  complain  of  the  tyrannical 
attempt  to  choke  off  debate  upon  a 
measure  of  such  vast  importance,  but  we 
were  not  sufficiently  revolutionary  to  adopt 
obstructive  tactics.  But  the  Opposition 
complained  that  it  was  too  near  the  end  of 
the  session  to  examine  the  Bill,  that  no  time 
was  permitted  for  discussion.  Now  con- 
sidering that  the  patriotic  Opposition  have 
discussed  it,  according  to  my  hon.  friend's 
statement,  for  more  than  two  months,  they 
cannot  complain  that  they  have  been 
treated  as  we  were  under  their  regime, 
on  the  occasion  to  which  I  have  referred. 
As  far  asfi  can  remember — I  used  to  go 
into  the  House  occasionally.  Whenever 
I  was  there  I  never  heard  any  one  speak- 
ing on  our  side.  I  heard  gentlemen 
on  the  other  side  discussing  it,  and 
I  never  heard  anybody  preventing 
them  from  discussing  it.  There  was  a  little 
horse-play  for  the  first  two  or  three  nights, 
and  then  there  was  a  sepulchral  silence 
on  the  Government  benches.  The  Opposi- 
tion talked,  I  will  not  say  debated,  as  we 
were  told  to-day,  for  eight  weeks.  Hon. 
gentlemen,  it  was  an  attempt,  a  deliberate 
attempt,  of  a  minority  to  coerce  the 
majority.  It  was  a  deliberate  attempt  to 
destroy  the  principle  of  Parliament 
tary  Government.  If  that  attempt  had 
been  successful  Parliamentary  Government 
would  have  been  impossible  from  that 
time. 

Hon.     Mr.     HAYTHORNE— Hear^ 

hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— The  hon.  gentle- 
man knows  that  there  is  no  restriction  to 
the  constitutional  usage  of  the  British  Par- 
liament upon  the  Opposition.  Except  by 
the  late  Liberal  Government  of  England 
no  attempt  has  been  made  to  choke  down 
debate ;  it  never  has  been  proposed  except 
by  Mr.  Gladstone's  Government  in  their 
desire  to  stop  the  factious  obstruction  of 
the  Parnellites,  who  were  not  in  the  posi 
tion  of  the  recognized  party  styled  "  Her 
Majesty's  Loyal  Opposition." 

Hon.  Mr.    HOWLAN— And  he   has 
paid  the  penalty  of  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Yes,  he  has  paid 
the  penalty,  and  it  has  never  been  put  in 
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force,  because  it  is  contrary  to  the  British 
principles  of  free  speech.  Every  latitude 
is  given  for  discussing  public  questions  on 
going  into  committee  of  supply  and  on  va- 
rious motions  Such  has  been  the  tender 
regard  of  the  British  constitution  for  the 
rights  of  the  minority.  No  such  regard 
for  the  minority  can  be  found  under  re- 
publican institutions.  There  is  not  a 
legislature  in  the  United  States  that  has 
not  a  cl6ture  by  which  they  can  stop 
debate  at  any  moment  In  the  French 
Republic  and  in  the  United  States  Con- 
gress and  State  Legislatures,  the  previous 
question  can  be  moved,  and  any  man  can 
be  stopped  in  the  middle  of  his  speech,  and 
you  can  take  a  vote  then  and  there  on  the 
question  under  discussion,  and  if  his  re- 
marks are  urelevant,  or  tedious,  or 
improper,  any  member  has  the  right  to 
move  that  the  previous  question  be  now 
put,  and  if,  in  the  division  which  must 
follow,  the  mover  can  get  a  majority  of 
one,  that  puts  an  end  to  the  discussion. 
If  there  is  a  majority  of  one  they  ruthlessly 
stop  such  flights  of  oratory  as  we  have 
heard  sometimes,  with  greater  or  less 
pleasure  and  amusement,  in  this  House. 
The  reason  why  British  Parliamentarians 
have  not  found  it  necessary  to  curtail  the 
rifi;hts  of  the  minority  is  this:  it  is  supposed 
that  the  minority  assuming  that  they  will  in 
course  of  time  become  the  governing 
majority,  will  never  put  themselves  in  a 
position  by  which  they  maybe  hampered  in 
turn  when  they  come  into  power.  That  is  all 
tjie  restriction  that  is  necessary  for  people 
of  ordinary  judgment  and  common  sense. 
They  can  see  very  well  that  if  50  or  60 
people  out  of  210  can  prolong  a  legislative 
session  for  three  or  four  months,  by  an 
attempt  to  force  their  will  on  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  people  who  are  in  a  very 
large  majority ;  parliamentary  Govern- 
ment becomes  impossible,  and  therefore 
they  know  if  they  succeed  in  their 
endeavor  to  throw  out  the  majority  and 
come  into  power  nothing  is  to  prevent  the 
then  minority  from  pursuing  the  same 
tactics.  It  is  because  minorities  have 
heretofore  been  restrained  by  that  con- 
sideration, that  it  has  not  been  considered 
necessary  to  limit  debate  or  apply  any- 
thing like  the  previous  question  or  the 
cloture.  Now  this  leads  me  to  a 
conclusion  which  I  think  is  perfectly 
logical.      I    think    it    is    evident    from 
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what  we  have  seen  for  the  last  two  or 
three  months  that  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  and  his  friends  never  expect  to 
get  in  power.  They  would  never  have 
put  themselves  in  such  a  position  if  they 
had  considered  success  possible  for  their 
party.  It  is  impossible  that  they  would 
have  done  so ;  it  is  impossible  that  an  astute 
constitutional  leader  would  ever  have 
allowed  his  followers  to  place  him  in  the 
embarrassing  position  which  Mr.  Blake 
would  occupy  to-day  if  he  ever  expected  to 
take  the  reins  of  power.  My  hoiL  friend 
from  Ottawa  stated  that  his  patriotic 
friend  had  compelled  the  majority  to 
adopt  certain  amendments.  Now  I  fail 
to  see  that  I  remember  the  story  Mark 
Twain  tells  us  when  he  was  temporarily 
the  editor  of  an  Arkansas  newspaper ;  he 
was  assaulted  by  a  man  much  more  power- 
ful than  himself  and  he  said  **  we  inserted 
our  nose  vigorously  in  the  teeth  of  that 
gentleman ;  we  planted  our  eye  again  at 
his  right  fist,  and  threw  ourselves  on  our 
back,  and  in  that  way  we  conquered 
him."  I  can  tell  hon.  gentlemen  here  that  it 
is  quite  an  open  secret  that  the  main 
amendments  to  the  franchise  Bill  were 
agreed  to  in  caucus  before  they  were  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other 
side.  It  was  natural  in  the  course  of  the 
debate  on  such  an  important  question 
that  changes  should  be  suggested — it 
was  a  new  procedure.  That  Bill  was  not 
an  iron-clad  measure;  it  was  expected 
that  any  reasonable  proposition  which  was 
made  fairly  and  logically  sustained  in  a 
proper  spirit  whether  by  the  Opposition  or 
by  supporters  of  the  Government  would  be 
fairly  considered,  and  I  can  tell  hon.  gentle- 
men that  if  one  week  had  been  employed 
in  a  reasonable  and  sensible  discussion  of 
that  Bill  by  the  Opposition  they  would  have 
gained  all — yes,  more  than  they  gained  by 
their  two  months  and  a  half  of  obstruc- 
tion. If  they  had  spoken  upon  it  as  men  of 
common  sense  should  have  done,  instead 
of  talking  as  they  did,  misrepresenting  the 
Bill  as  they  did,  letting  the  whole  ruck  of 
the  benches  loose  with  their  floods  of 
drivel  and  irrelevant  chatter,  if  they 
had  applied  themselves  to  a  reasona- 
ble consideration  of  the  Bill  without 
passion  or  prejudice,  in  the  way  men 
should  meet  a  question  of  that  kind, 
in  the  way  a  loyal  Opposition  should 
debate  a  question  of  such  importance,  like 
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gentlemen  who  desired  to  promote  the 
best  interests  of  the  country — ^there  would 
have  been  no  difficulty  about  it  whatever, 
and  all  proper  concessions  would  have  been 
been  obtained.  The  amendments  were  rea- 
sonable, they  were  right.  I  am  glad  they 
are  there,  and  we  are  not  discussing  the 
Bill  now,  as  it  was  when  first  introduced. 
It  is  absurd  for  hon.  gentlemen  here, 
when  this  Bill  is  before  us  perfected  by 
the  other  House,  and  discuss  what  might 
have  been  in  the  Bill — ^what  possibly  might 
have  been  put  in  the  Bill,  and  what  was  in 
the  Bill  at  the  beginning.  We  have 
nothing  now  to  do  with  that,  and  we 
have  nothing  now  to  do  with  woman-suff- 
rage and  other  questions  which  have  been 
discussed.  We  have  nothing  to  do  with 
the  revising  barrister  pure  and  simple. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— I  rise  to  a 
question  of  order.  The  hon.  gentleman 
has  no  right  to  criticise  the  decision  of  the 
Speaker. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN — Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— The  hon. 
gentleman  says  hear,  liear.  I  say  the  hon. 
member  from  Niagara  is  criticising  the 
decision  of  the  Speaker  and  he  has  no 
right  to  do  so.  He  is  every  day  calling 
others  to  order :  he  never  succeeds,  yet  at 
this  very  moment  he  is  out  of  order  him- 
self. Was  he  in  order  in  alluding  to  the 
eight  weeks'  fighting  in  the  other  House  ? 
I  say  he  was  not  in  order. 

The  SPEAKER— The  question  of 
order  was  raised  by  the  hon.  member  who 
has  just  resumed  his  seat.  On  that  ques- 
tion I  considered  on  the  second  reading 
of  a  Bill  of  this  character  very  great  scope 
was  necessary  and  properly  allowed  to 
gentlemen  engaging  in  the  debate.  The 
hon.  gentleman  chose  to  indulge  in  a  long 
argument  against  a  principle  which  the 
BiU  did  not  contain.  Whatever  might  be 
considered  with  regard  to  the  necessity  of 
such  an  argument  I  thought  it  was  quite 
proper  for  the  hon.  gentleman,  if  he  chose 
to  indulge  in  that  line  of  argument,  to  do 
so,  just  as  it  would  have  been  proper  for 
gentlemen  who  hold  a  different  opinion — 
who  hold,  for  instance,  that  the  Bill  should 
contain  a  clause  providing  for  female  suff- 
rage— to  take  the  Bill  on  that  ground  and 


urge  any  argument  in  favor  of  that 
being  the  case.  In  the  discussion  of  a 
Bill  so  important  as  this,  affecting 
the  constitutional  rights  of  the  people  it 
would  be  most  improper  for  the  House  to 
curtail  the  debate  in  the  slightest  degree. 
While,  however,  I  decided  that  the  honr^^ 
gentleman  was  not  out  of  order  in  my 
opinion  when  he  indulged  in  that  line  of 
argument  I  passed  no  opinion  whatever 
as  to  the  relevancy  or  necessity  of  that 
argument  With  regard  to  the  point  of 
order  now  raised  in  reference  to  the  hon, 
member  from  NKagara  I  think  he  is  not 
attacking  or  assailing  my  decision  in  any 
way  when  he  attacks  the  relevancy  or 
propriety  of  the  argument  of  the  hon, 
member  from  De  Lanaudiere. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  did  not  intend 
to  attack  the  propriety  or  relevancy  of  the 
hon.  gentleman's  argument.  I  was  an- 
swering more  particularly  the  argument  of 
my  hon.  friend  from  Ottawa,  whose  ab- 
sence I  again  regret,  and  I  was  saying  that 
I  saw  no  necessity  for  discussing  matters 
which  are  not  in  the  Bill  as  it  is  before 
us.  I  do  not  think  we  should  amend  the 
Bill :  we  should  either  accept  or  reject  it. 
It  does  not  effect  our  seats  here:  it  is 
more  especially  a  Bill  affecting  the  House 
of  Commons  who  come  from  the  people 
and  who  are  responsible  to  the  people. 
My  hon.  friend  from  Ottawa  says  that  it 
was  not  modelled  upon  the  franchise  of 
any  of  the  provinces :  it  could  not  very 
well  be  so.  We  could  not  take  any  specisd 
province  and  make  that  a  pivot  upon 
which  to  move  our  franchise  bill  It  cer- 
tainly would  have  created  great  jealousy 
on  the  part  of  other  provinces  if  we  had 
taken  the  franchise  of  any  one  of  them 
and  thus  virtually  asserted  that  that  prov- 
ince had  a  perfect  franchise.  Would  it 
have  made  it  more  palatable  to  other 
provinces  if  we  had  accepted  the  franchise 
of  any  one  particular  province  ?  I  thought 
my  hon.  friend  from  Ottawa  was  very  singu- 
larly infelicitous  in  the  remarks  he  made 
on  that  part  of  the  question  and  I  thought 
that,  and  other  remarks  he  made  showed 
that  he  was  only  half-hearted  in  his  oppo- 
sition to  the  Bill.  He  also  said  the  bill  had 
in  a  certain  way  done  good — that  it  had  ex- 
tended the  franchise,  giving  it  to  the 
farmer's  son  in  imitation  of  the  Act  which 
had    already    been    passed    in   Ontario, 
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and  that  it  had  also  extended 
it  to  wage  earners.  While  there  are  ob- 
jections in  this  House — ^and  I  can  feel 
great  sympathy  with  the  gentlemen  who 
raised  them — to  the  extension  of  the 
franchise.  We  must  march  with 
events.  We  must  learn  to  trust  the  peo- 
ple We  cannot  expect  or  hope  to  make 
any  cast-iron  rule  for  the  franchise, 
and  adhere  to  that  rule.  This  Fran- 
chise Bill,  so  far  as  I  can  read  it, 
is  an  an  advance  in  a  liberal  direction 
— as  far  as  I  think  we  ought  to  advance 
at  this  time.  I  can  conceive,  however, 
that  before  many  of  the  younger  men  of 
this  House  have  become  as  gray  as  I  am, 
that  there  will  be  a  necessity  for  a  further 
concession.  I  can  conceive  that;  I  do 
not  object  to  it ;  I  think  it  will  come ;  I 
do  not  think  we  should  set  ourselves  ob- 
stinately against  it,  and  I  think  the  true 
way  is  to  look  it  fairly  in  the  face,  and  to 
accept  it  as  an  inevitable  thing,  but  at  the 
same  time  to  throw  about  it  as  many  safe- 
guards for  the  protection  of  the  electorate 
as  is  possible  to  provide,  both  in  election 
laws  for  preventing  and  punishing  corrupt 
practices,  and,  what  is  more  important,  for 
preventing  the  poisoning  of  the  ballot 
boxes ;  preventing  fraud  at  the  fountain 
head ;  preventing  the  corruption  of  the 
voters*  list.  There  is  where  the  battle  has 
to  be  fought ;  there  is  where  it  should  be 
fought ;  there  is  where  the  trouble  begins, 
and  I  say  this  Bill  is  a  step  in  the  right 
direction.  Hon.  gentlemen  claim  that  we 
ought  to  trust  the  machinery  which  is 
framed  by  the  local  legislature  rather  than 
to  trust  that  created  by  ourselves.  Upon 
what  ground  ?  for  what  reason  ?  what  pos- 
sible logical  support  can  people  find  who 
urge  that  ?  Why  should  we  not  appoint 
our  own  men?  What  better  are  the 
assessors  and  the  revisers  of  the  voters' 
lists  of  the  different  provinces  ?  What 
better  are  the  men  that  might  be  ap- 
pointed as  commissioners — farmers  of  the 
different  districts,  as  has  been  proposed 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  objected 
to  my  method  of  speech  ?  Parliament 
has  a  perfect  right  to  provide  for  ap- 
pointing its  own  of!icers  and  I  say 
we  ought  to  put  them  there.  The 
men  who  are  to  frame  the  voters'  lists 
for  our  Parliament  ought  to  be  men  selected 
for  that  purpose  and  qualified  to  do  the 
work,  and  when  we  hear  such  an   outcry 
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against  the  revising  barristers  I  ask  who 
are  the  men  to  be  selected  under  t^is  Act  ? 
What  manner  of  men  are  those  who  are 
held  up  as  such  monsters  to  the  commu- 
nity ?  Let  us  try  and  find  out ;  here  is 
the  Bill.  Clauses  13  and  14  of  the  Bill 
are  as  follows  : — 

The  Governor  General  in  Council  may* 
within  ^hree  months  after  the  comineinto 
force  of  this  Act,  and  from  time  to  time  tbere- 
after,  when  the  office  is  vacant,  appoint  a 
proper  person  to  be  called  ''  the  revising 
officer,"  for  each  or  any  of  the  electoral  dis- 
tricts of  Canada,  who  shall  hold  office  daring 
good  t)ehavioar,  but  who  shall  be  removable 
on  address  by  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
whose  duties  shall  be  to  prepare,  revise  and 
complete,  in  the  manner  heremafter  provided, 
the  fists  of  persons  entitled  to  vote  under  the 
provisions  of  this  Act  in  such  electoral  dis- 
trict, and  every  such  officer  shall,  before 
entering  upon  his  duties,  take  an  oath  of 
office  before  any  Judge  of  a  Superior  Court  or 
Court  of  Record  of  the  Province  in  which  he 
is  to  act,  in  the  form  A  contained  in  the 
Schedule  to  this  Act,  which  he  shall  forth- 
with thereafter  cause  to  be  filed  with  the 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  at  Ottawa ; 
and  in  the  event  of  the  death,  resignation, 
removal,  inability  or  refusal  to  act  of  any 
such  revising  officer,  another  may,  in  the 
same  way,  lie  appointed  in  his  stead,  who 
shall  hold  office  under  the  same  tenure,  and 
with  the  same  duties  and  powers. 

A  revising  officer  to  be  appointed  under 
this  Act  shall,  in  every  Province  except 
Quebec  and  British  Columbia,  be  either  a 
Judge  or  a  junior  judge  of  some  county  or 
district  court  in  the  Province  in  which  he  is 
to  act,  or  a  barrister  of  at  least  five  years' 
standing  at  the  bar  of  such  Province;  in  the 
Province  of  Quebec  he  shall  be  either  a  judge 
of  the  Superior  Court  of  Lower  Canada,  or  an 
advocate,  or  notary  of  that  Province  of  at 
least  five  years'  standing,  and  in  the  Province 
of  British  Columbia  he  shall  be  either  a^udge 
of  a  superior  court  or  of  a  county  or  district 
court,  or  a  barrister  of  at  least  five  years' 
standing,  or  a  stipendiary  magistrate :  Pro- 
vided always,  that  the  same  revising  officer 
may  he  appointed  for,  and  be  required  to 
discharge  tne  said  duties  in  respect  of  more 
than  one  electoral  district,  and  may  be 
appointed  for  a  portion  of  any  electoral  district. 

That  is  the  bug-bear  of  the  revising 
barrister — wherever  a  judge  of  a  county 
court  or  a  junior  judge  can  be  selected 
the  duty  is  to  select  him.  Now, 
against  other  revising  barristers'  decisions 
there  is  an  appeal — an  appeal  which  has 
no  machinery  in  it  which  is  expensive  or 
difficult,  an  appeal  which  entails  no  chaige 
beyond  that  of  subpoenaing  witnesses 
and  the  expenses  of  the  attendance  of 
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witnesses.  Instead  of  that  being  com- 
plex and  expensive  as  we  are  told,  it 
is  made  as  inexpensive  and  simple 
as  possible,  so  that  every  man  can  take 
advantage  of  it,  and  I  can  tell  hon. 
gentlemen  that  it  will  be  &r  less  diffi- 
cult and  expensive  than  the  appeal  proce- 
dure of  the  various  courts  of  revision  in 
Ontario.  I  know  something  of  those 
courts,  and  I  know  from  experience  how 
troublesome  and  expensive  they  are.  The 
appeal  in  this  Bill  is  without  expense :  it 
is  a  direct  one  and  it  is  to  bring  about  a 
speedy  and  effectual  settlement  of  the  case. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— If  I  have  a 
right  to  reply  I  would  say  there  are 
expenses.  Who  pays  the  lawyer  who 
manages  the  appe^  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— The  judge  of  the 
court  can  award  cost  for  expenses  for  the 
attendance  of  witnesses  and  subpoenaing 
them  but  no  more^  and  any  man  of  com- 
mon sense  can  go  and  look  after  his  own 
case.  My  hon.  friend  from  Ottawa  said 
we  first  intended  to  admit  the  Chinese 
and  the  Indians  without  restriction  to  the 
franchise,  but  he  acknowledges  that  the 
Bill  was  much  improved  in  that  respect — 
in  fact  he  rather  approved  of  it  altogether. 
Well,  the  only  change  that  I  can  see  is 
that  the  Chinese  are  excluded.  The 
Indians  of  a  certain  class  are  admitted. 
It  was  never  intended  to  admit  any  others, 
and  I  say  to-day  that  no  more  just  and 
meritorious  thing  has  been  done  by  the 
Parliament  of  Canada  since  I  have  had 
the  honor  of  having  anything  to  do  with 
it  than  the  justice,  tardy  though  it  is, 
which  has  been  done  die  Red  Men 
who  live  on  our  soil  and  who  possess 
the  qualifications  which  are  required 
in  this  Bill  I  know  something  about 
them.  The  greater  part  of  the  Red 
Men  of  Ontario  who  will  be  enfran- 
chised by  this  Bill  live  in  the  Counties 
of  Brant^  Middlesex,  Haldimand  and 
Hastings,  and  some  others  are  scattered 
about  in  Kent,  Essex  and  some  other 
counties. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN — And  in  the  county 
of  Simcoe  as  well 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— But  the  largest 
numbers  are  in  Tyendenaga  on  the  Bay 


of  Quinte,  and  in  the  County  of  Brant. 
Who  are  those  men  that  have  been  stigma- 
tized by  my  hon.  friend  from  Ottawa  who 
has  just  told  us  that  they  are  living  in  wig- 
wams and  huts,  that  they  are  non-tax 
payers,  pensioners  upon  the  Government, 
improvident  people,  who  lose  or  consume 
their  seed  grain  and  must  often  be  provided 
with  a  fresh  supply ;  and  last  of  all  as  the 
very  worst  thing  he  could  call^  them — are 
so  ignorant  and  debased  as  to*  be  Orange- 
men ?  The  Indians,  he  tells  us,  do  not 
pay  taxes :  that  they  do  not  sit  on  juries, 
and  worst  of  all,  that  they  are  Orangemen. 
When  the  American  revolution  broke  out  in 
1776,  the  ancestors  of  the  red  men  of  the 
Grand  River  and  Tyendenaga  had  their 
Hodonesaune,  or  Long  House  Confedera- 
tion established  between  the  waters  of  the 
Hudson  and  those  of  Niagara.  They  were 
the  Iroquois,  emphatically  called  by 
Parkman  "  the  Indians  of  the  Indians," 
led  by  Joseph  Brant,  (Thayendanegea)  the 
Mohawk  Chief,  who  went  to  England  in 
that  year  to  investigate  the  cause  of  the 
quarrel  between  the  King  and  his  subjects ; 
they  took  his  opinion  that  the  King's  cause 
was  just,  and  resolved  in  council  that  they 
would  not  break  the  alliance  with  the 
Crown— the  covenant  chain— that  is  the  term 
they  used.  They  were  the  Mohawks,  the 
Oneidas,  the  Onondagas,  the  Cayugas,  the 
Senecas,  and  the  Tuscororas,  forming  six 
independent  nations,  each  speaking  a  diffe- 
rent, although  cognate  language,  each 
governed  by  its  own  traditions  and  laws, 
and  they  decided  to  stand  by  the  British 
Government,  a  few  only  dissenting.  What 
was  the  result  ?  They  fought  bravely  but 
without  success.  They  lost  their  land,  the 
fairest  in  New  York  State — most  beautiful 
for  situation.  I  know  it  well.  I  have 
travelled  through  it  often.  When  the 
war  was  over  those  homeless  people  still 
led  by  Brant  threw  themselves  upon  the 
generosity  of  the  English  king,  and  how 
did  he  receive  them  ?  On  the  24th  day  of 
October,  1784,  a  royal  grant  was  executed 
by  Governor  Haldimand,  which  recited 
that  in  consequence  of  their  adherence  to 
the  Crown  the  sbc  nations  had  lost  their 
property  in  New  York,  that  they  were  a 
homeless  people,  and  that  in  recognition  of 
their  great  services  and  unswerving  loyalty, 
a  tract  of  six  miles  in  width  on  each  side  of 
the  Grand  River,  then  called  the  Ouse, 
from  its  mouth  to  its  sources,  was  given 
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in  perpetuity  to  them  and  their  des- 
cendants. To  that  magnificent  heritage 
Brant  conducted  them.  There  they 
settled,  eight  years  before  Ontario  was 
separated  from  Quebec.  I  had  the 
honor  of  being  invited  by  their  de- 
scendents  a  year  ago  to  address  them  at 
the  centennial  celebration  of  the  grant, 
and  I  then  attended  their  annual 
agricultural  show,  and  I  tell  hon.  gen- 
tlemen that  it  would  compare  favorably 
with  any  local  agricultural  show  in  Ontario. 
Their  agricultural  society  has  350  mem- 
bers. It  has  been  organized  17  years. 
They  pay  liberal  prizes  and  receive  large 
sums  for  gate-money.  They  exhibited  as 
good  barley  and  wheat,  and  oats,  and  corn 
as  I  saw  anywhere  last  year.  They  had 
excellent  horses,  and  well-bred  cattle  and 
sheep,  and  the  show  was  attended  by 
great  numbers  of  orderly,  well-dressed 
men,  women  and  children,  but  they  were 
all  of  the  Indian  blood,  and  all  fall  under 
the  ban  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Ottawa. 
Those  are  the  people  who,  we  are  told,  lose 
their  seed  grain,  those  are  the  people  who, 
we  are  told,  are  controlled  by  the  Govern- 
ment agents.  When  they  prepared 
for  their  centennial  celebration  they 
took  the  matter  entirely  into  their  own 
hands.  The  agent  was  invited  They 
invited  me  and  several  other  gentlemen 
and  delegations  from  the  remnants  of  their 
tribes  who  are  scattered  about  in  other 
parts  of  the  country  and  in  the  United 
States.  When  I  called  on  the  agent  Mr. 
Gilkison,  in  Brantford,  he  did  not  know 
what  the  arrangements  were.  Nothing 
would  be  more  unwise  than  for  him  to 
interfere  with  their  internal  polity.  My 
hon.  friend  knows  something  of  the  Indian 
character,  and  he  must  be  aware  that  they 
will  resent  interference  with  their  freedom 
of  action.  Most  of  the  Indians  of  the  six 
nations  are  men  of  independent  means. 
On  the  Reservation  they  have  13  schools, 
they  have  temperance  societies,  and  I 
could  have  told  my  hon.  friend  from 
Ottawa,  who  is  opposing  the  extension  of 
the  franchise  to  these  people,  that  those 
temperance  societies  have  a  very  large 
membership,  and  doubtless  sustain  the 
Scott  Act  Some  of  those  Indians 
may  be  Orangemen;  there  are  a 
good  many  Orangemen  in  the  country,  of 
equally  good  standing  with  the  hon.  mem- 
ber, and  I  am  not  aware  that  it  is  a  crime 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB. 


deserving  disfranchisement  to  be  one  of 
them.  I  myself  am  not  one,  but  if  I  were 
I  do  not  think  it  would  be  good  ground  for 
disfranchising  me.  Here  is  a  letter  written 
by  an  Indian  living  on  the  Grand  River  re- 
servation, a  young  man  about  35  years  of 
age,  with  an  Indian  wife,  and  an  Indian 
family.  I  wrote  to  him  making  some  in- 
quiries as  to  the  organization,  land  tenure, 
&c.,  to  which  I  got  this  reply  ; — 

<«  EanyeDgeb,  May  22nd,  1885. 
**  Dear  Mr.  Plumb, — 

Your  favor  of  the  9th  inst.  was  duly 
received,  and  ita  contents  noted.  And,  in  re- 
ply, allow  me  first  of  all  to  thank  you  for  the 
very  high  compliment  paid  me  in  thus  seek- 
ing intormation  from  me  concerning  my 
people  and  their  affairs  generally.  And  now 
>ivitn  regard  to  the  state  of  things  on  the 
reserve.  First:  Our  lands  consist  of  about 
65,000  acres,  surveyed  into  100  acre  lots,  and 
although  the  whole  of  the  lands  are  covered 
by  one  deed,  still  these  lots  are  not  looked  up- 
on as  common  property,  but  are  held  by 
individuals  just  the  same  as  if  they  held  them 
in  fee  simple,  with  the  advantage  that  they 
cannot  sell  the  improvements  to  anyone  out- 
side  of  their  own  band.  These  lots  are  held 
either  by  virtue  of  the  original  location  made 
by  the  council  of  chiefs,  or  by  the  improve- 
ments that  have  been  made  by  the  occupant 
himself,  or  purchased  b;^  him  from  another 
who  may  have  made  the  improvements,  or  he 
may  also  have  purchased  the  same  from 
another,  who  had  a  right  to  sell  the  same. 
And  none  can  be  dispossessed  except  when 
the  lands  are  required  for  public  use,  and, 
even  then,  full  compensation  must  be  made 
for  the  occupant's  improvements,  or  any  im- 
provements to  which  ne  had  a  right,  and  of 
which  he  is  thereby  deprived.  An  Indian 
belonging  to  the  band  may  hold  as  many  lots 
as  he  purchases  from  his  people.  Some  hold 
as  many  as  four  lots,  and,  I  believe,  in  one  or 
two  instances  even  more.  I  believe  I  ^hall 
be  quite  safe  in  saying  that  about  25,000  acres 
are  under  cultivation,  15,000  in  pasture,  and 
15,000  in  woods  or  bush.  There  are  no 
national  boundaries  on  our  reserve.  Every 
Indian  is  at  liberty  to  buy  ju^  t  where  he 
likes  best  if  he  can  make  a  oargain  with  the 
occupant.  Our  organization  consists  of  seven 
nations,  viz. :— Mohawks,  Senecas,  Onouda- 

SIS,  Oneidas,  Gayugas,  Tuscaroras  and 
elawares.  £acb  of  these  nations  has  a  here- 
ditary chief,  according  to  the  number  of  its 
totems  or  clans ;  thus  the  Mohawks  are 
composed  of  three  clans,  the  Bear,  Turtle 
and  Wolf;  and  each  of  these  chiefs  has 
his  second  chief,  and  his  war  chief. 
Some,  or  at  least  two,  of  the  nations 
are  composed  of  more  clans  than  the 
Mohawks,  and  the  Delawares  have  but  one, 
as  far  as  I  know.  There  are  however  ex- 
ceptional cases  where  a  warrior  is  elected 
chief,  either  as  a  reward  for  services  or  as  mi 
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aoknowledgment  of  abilities  that  may  be 
poesessed  by  him,  so  that  we  odIj  partly  ad- 
nere  to  the  old  organization  at  the  present 
time;  that  is,  if  it  was  not  so  done  from  the 
b^innius,  but  my  belief  is  that  these  ex- 
ception alcases  of  election  were  allowed  from 
the  beginning  by  the  ''League"  (the  Hod- 
onesaunee.)  Any  of  the  chiefs  may  be 
deposed  for  dishonesty,  intemperance,  im- 
morality or  incompetency;  for  the  first 
three  he  must  have  had  a  fair  warning  to 
amend,  then  if  he  does  not  heed  the  warning 
he  must  be  removed,  and  another  appointed 
who  is  next  of  kin.  This  only  applies  to  the 
hereditary  chiefs.  But  in  case  of  the  re- 
moval of  an  elected  chief  there  is  no  successor 
elected.  The  powers  of  our  council  of  late 
years  have  become  more  limited,  and  its  rules 
are  also  much  changed,  and  both  are  gradu- 
ally bein^  swallowed  up  in  the  Indian  Act. 
The  provisions  lor  the  openiuff  and  repairing 
of  roads,  building  bridges  ana  making  other 
public  improvements  are  just  what  is  con- 
tained in  the  Indian  Act.  before  the  passage 
of  the  Indian  Act  the  same  thing  was  m  oper- 
ation, only  perhaps  not  to  the  same  extent  as 
now.  Our  agricultural  society  has  been  in 
operation  for  17  years  and  has  done  a  great 
deal  towards  stimulating  our  people  to  adopt 
the  improved  methods  of  agriculture  and  the 
rearing  of  improved  stock,  so  that  at  the  pre- 
sent time  our  agricultural  exhibitions  are  far 
ahead  of  any  township  exhibitions  that  have 
ever  come  under  our  notice,  and  I  believe  I 
Clin  safely  say  that  ourH  is  ahead  of  any  town- 
ship agricultural  society  in  the  Dominion. 
In  1883  the  members  numbered  170,  in  1884 
225^  and  in  this  year,  1885,  they  number  350 
members.  Our  schools  about  12  in  number 
are  partly  supported  by  the  New  England 
Company  and  partly  by  ourselves ." 

The  New  England  Company  was 
formed  in  England  about  the  time  of  the 
restoration  of  Charles  II.,  and  Lord 
Clarendon  was  an  active  member.  They 
have  a  small  fund  which  yields  jQ6oo  or 
^Soo  annuilly,  I  think,  and  they  de- 
vote a  liberal  portion  of  their  income 
to  missions  and  schools  among  the 
Iroquois  of  the  Grand  River.  I  might 
speak  of  the  Iroquois  of  St.  Regis  and 
Caughnawaga,  and  the  HuronsofLorette, 
of  the  Munceys  and  Delawares,  and  of 
the  Masasaugas  of  Haldimand,  whose 
Chief  is  a  highly  educated  physician  in 
large  practice,  and  give  many  other 
instances  in  proof  of  the  justice  of  the 
claims  of  the  Red  Men  to  enfranchise- 
ment, who  are  permanently  settled  and 
possess  the  requu-ed  qualifications.  The 
attacks  upon  them  have  been  wholly 
unwarrantable,  and  they  have  been  made 
victims  of  a  desperate  party  struggle. 


The  writer  continues : 

<*The  Episcopalian  churches  are  sup- 
ported entirely  by  the  New  England  Com- 
pany. The  Methodist  denomination  by  th& 
Conference  and  the  Baptist  and  other  denom- 
inations, I  believe,  are  dependant  on  the 
voluntary  contributions  of  their  members. 
Our  interest  money  is  simply  the  interest  of 
capital  Id  vested  by  the  Government  for  us 
from  the  sale  of  our  lands." 

The  hon.  gentleman  to  whom  I  am 
replying  called  them  pensioners  upon  the 
Government.  They  are  not  pensioners; 
they  are  great  landowners.  The  Six 
Nations  or  Iroquois  held  their  title  deeds 
from  the  Crown  before  there  was  a 
Dominion  Government ;  before  there  was 
a  Province  of  Ontario.  They  permitted 
some  of  their  land  to  be  sold,  because  they 
had  more  than  they  could  utilize — they 
had  ceased  to  be  hunters  and  trappers, 
and  required  only  the  area  that  was  needed 
for  farming.     The  letter  continues : — 

'*  The  cheque,when  the  interest  becomes  due,. 
is  sent  to  our  Superintendent  for  distribution, 
each  getting  an  equal  share  and  each  one  is 
at  perfect  liberty  to  do  what  he  likes  with  his 
money,  there  are  no  restrictions  whatever.  In 
fact  I  think  I  cannot  do  better  than  draw 
your  attention  to  Dr.  Oronhyatekha's  letter  in 
the  MaU,  of  the  6th  of  May,  which  shows  every- 
thing in  its  proper  light  and  is  better  than 
anything  that  I  can  prepare,  but  at  the  same 
time  I  am  and  will  always  be  onlj  too  glad  to 
give  you  any  information  in  my  power.  I 
was  sorry  that  I  was  unable  to  see  you  when 
the  deputation  was  down  to  Ottawa.  Any 
public  documents  you  may  be  pleased  to  send 
will  be  thankfullv  received.  Please  excuse 
me  for  not  being  able  to  prepare  my  communi- 
cation in  better  shape.  My  time  has  been  so 
fully  occupied  bj  making  the  necessary 
arrangements  in  connection  with  my  misfor- 
tune, and  I  have  as  it  were  snatched  this  haL 
hour  to  do  my  duty  to  you  and  to  my  people, 
and  I  know  that  I  have  come  verv  far  snort 
of  it,  but  I  know  that  you  will  kindly  overlook 
that  on  account  of  my  circumstances." 

Of  money,  they  have  about  eight 
hundred  and  fourteen  thousand  dollars  in 
the  Government  Treasury,  the  proceeds  of 
sales  of  their  lands,  and  it  is  as  much 
their  own  money  as  if  it  were  in  a  savings 
bank  at  their  credit.  The  Government 
holds  more  that  three  million  dollars  of 
trust  funds  belonging  to  Indians.  This 
letter  which  I  hold  in  my  hand  from  that 
gentleman  is  in  a  most  beautiful  hand* 
writing,  as  any  hon.  gentlemen  who  have 
any  curiosity  to  examine  it  will  see ;  it  is 
without  an  ungrammatical  expression,  and 
there  is  not  a  word  in  it  mis-spelled. 
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Hon.  Mr.  READ- 
a  vote. 


-And  he  never  had 


Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— He  has  never  had 
a  vote,  and  has  never  had  justice  done 
him  until  now,  and  yet  in  1839  a 
commission  appointed  by  the  English 
House  of  Commons  to  report  on  the  con- 
dition of  the  Indians  of  Canada,  says  : — 

'<  To  all  the  Indians  residing  within  the 
t)oundaries  of  oar  provinces  the  fullest  and 
most  complete  participation  in  the  rights  of 
British  suDJects  should  be  distinctly  and  unre- 
servedly mnted  ;  and  means  should  be  taken 
to  make  tnem  promptly  a«irare  of  the  fact,  as 
'well  as  of  the  value  of  the  boon  and  of  the 
mode  of  taking  advantage  of  it. 

*'  Their  present  ignorance  in  these  respects, 
thouffh  an  impediment  to  their  at  once  deriv- 
ing the  fliU  benefit,  and  a  valid  argument  for 
iheir  having  the  temporary  assistance  of  well 
selected  guardians,  does  not  seem  to  present 
any  reason  for  delaying  the  measure  which  it 
would  be  scarcely  possible  for  them  to  abuse, 
but  which  would  prove  erateful  to  their  feel- 
ings and  a  stimulus  to  tneir  exertions.'^ 

A  copy  of  this  report,  perhaps  the  only 
one  to  be  found  in  this  country,  was  kindly 
banded  to  me  yesterday  by  the  Librarian. 
It  was  then,  it  will  be  seen,  desired  that 
some  amelioration  should  be  made  in 
the  condition  of  the  red  races  among 
us.  I  do  not  know  anything  more 
worthy  of  the  attention  of  the  public 
of  Canada  than  the  present  position  and 
future  prospects  and  possibilities  of  the 
Six  Nation  Indians.  They  are  emphati- 
•cally  the  Indians  of  the  Indians.  They 
have  shown  great  powers  of  adaptation, 
while,at  the  same  time,  with  that  peculiarity 
which  distinguishes  the  savage  from  the 
civilized  man,  they  have  adhered  with 
^eat  tenacity  to  many  of  their  tradi- 
tions. To  this  day  their  councils  are 
talked  into  the  wampum  belts.  Their 
system  of  mnemonics  is  still  practised.  It 
is  not  more  than  two  years  since  Chief 
Johnson,  formerly  Speaker  of  their  coun- 
cil,now  93  years  of  age,  one  of  the  most 
eloquent  of  a  race  of  orators,  was  called 
upon  to  decide  a  question  in  dispute  and 
he  read  the  wampum  belts  for  two  whole 
days,  and  stated  the  words  they  perpetua- 
ted as  consistently  and  as  clearly  and 
precisely  as  any  man  could  do  from  a 
printed  book.  Another  chief,  one  of  the 
Mohawks  of  Tyandenaga  on  the  Bay  of 
•Quinte,  a  distinguished  temperance  advo- 
•cate.  Chief  John  Green,  is  one  of  the  most 


eloquent  men  I  have  ever  heard  speak  on  a 
public  platform.  We  had  a  meeting  at 
Niagara  in  August  last  in  celebration  of  the 
the  1 00th  anniversary  of  the  settlement  of 
the  peninsula  by  the  United  Empire  Loyal- 
ists whenhe  addressed  the  assemblage  in 
most  logical  and  vigorous  language. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
know  him  well :  he  is  a  very  intelligent 
man. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— No  man  could 
have  delivered  a  more  appropriate  or 
more  forcible  speech.  His  enfran- 
chisement is  objected  to  by  my  hon. 
friend,  who  is  the  leader  of  the 
Liberal  party  in  this  House,  and  who  urges 
the  extension  of  the  franchise,  and  yet 
is  unwilling  to  extend  it  to  the  intelligent 
Indians.  Chief  Hill,  the  grandson  of  the 
celebrated  Brant,  also  delivered  an  address 
on  that  occasion,  and  Chief  Smith, 
the  man  whose  letter  I  have  just 
read,  addressed  us  in  as  well  chosen 
sentences  and  with  as  much  pertinence 
and  grace  as  any  one  that  you  will 
usually  hear  in  a  public  meeting. 
A  deputation  of  thirty  Chiefs  came  to  hon- 
our the  occasion ;  they  would  not  permit  us 
to  bear  any  part  of  their  expenses;  they 
brought  with  them  a  skilful,  well  instructed 
brass  band,  and  all  the  performers  were  their 
own  people.  They  have  their  own  exten- 
sive educational  system ;  their  own  system 
of  taxation;  they  build  their  own  roads  and 
bridges ;  they  do  not  ask  the  Province  for 
anything,  and  they  pay  their  taxes  as  other 
subjects  of  the  Dominion.  They  are  tax- 
payers just  as  much  as  any  who  sit  in 
this  House  or  in  the  House  of  Commons — 
they  pay  taxes  on  the  dutiable  goods  they 
consume.  They  do  not  ask  the  Province 
of  Ontario  to  supply  their  schools  or  build 
their  bridges — they  are  an  independent 
people  and  pay  the  same  taxes  that  white 
people  pay  upon  the  articles  that  come 
under  the  tariff  of  the  Dominion, 
which  they  consume  in  as  fair  a 
proportion  as  any  of  the  farmers  in  their 
vicinity,  and  it  is  a  sneer  upon  them  which 
I  repudiate,  lo  urge  that  they  are  in  any 
way  unworthy  or  unqualified  to  be  enrolled 
as  voters.  They  tax  themselves  for  muni- 
cipal purposes — there  is  no  other  form  of 
provincial  taxation — ^and  I  must  again 
express  regret  that  my  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
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Scott)  is  not  here  to  show  upon  what 
grounds,  and  upon  what  basis,  those  men 
are  not  to  be  considered  tax-payers.  In 
asserting  that  they  are  not  he  b^  the  ques- 
tion, and  does  not  present  fair,  ingenuous 
argument.  He  tells  us  thatthosemenlive  in 
wigwamsand  huts,  but  I  can  inform thehoa 
gentleman  that  many  of  the  houses  of  those 
Indians  are  furnished  quite  as  well  as  the 
houses  of  their  white  neighbors.  In  many 
of  them  you  can  hear  the  music  of  the 
piano — I  would  rather  in  many  instances 
there  and  elsewhere  that  it  was  replaced  by 
the  hum  of  the  spinning-wheel;  many  of  the 
Indian  families  drive  to  church  and  market 
in  as  good  style  as  the  white  farmers 
around  them,  and  are  in  fact  quite  as 
prosperous  as  their  white  neighbours. 
Some  of  them  occupy  and  cultivate 
as  many  as  four  hundred  acres  of 
land  each.  They  are  worthy  men, 
but  it  must  be  confessed  that  the  Indian 
has  not  the  instinct  of  acquisitiveness  as 
strongly  developed  as  the  white  man,  and 
therefore  I  think  it  is  desirable  that  their 
valuable  heritage  should  be  guarded  in 
such  a  way  that  they  shall  not  be  a  prey 
to  the  white  land-shark.  I  hope  they 
may  long  enjoy  the  usufruct  of  the  domain 
(airly  won  by  the  blood  of  their  brave 
ancestors,  and  that  they  may  never  be 
tempted  into  taking  away  from  the  Gov- 
ernment treasury  the  vast  fund  which 
they  hold  there,  the  interest  on  which  is 
paid  regularly,  and  honestly  distributed. 
Designing  men  may  look  with  covetous 
greed  upon  the  fertile  fields  of  their  re- 
serves, and  may  endeavour  to  obtain  legis- 
lation by  which  they  may  be  alienated ; 
such  efforts  have  been  made,  I  trust  they 
will  never  succeed.  If  they  do,  the  red- 
men  would  soon  find  their  money  dissi- 
pated, their  children  in  want.  They  are 
brave  men,  loyal  men,  men  who  are  true  to 
their  families,  and  whose  domestic  virtues 
are  an  example  which  people  of  our  race 
may  copy,  men  who  keep  their  children 
well  dressed,  well  fed,  well  educated,  and 
who  are  fit  to  rank  with  us  in  every  parti- 
cular, except  perhaps  that  they  have  not 
the  money-grabbing  faculty  developed  in 
them  to  so  large  an  extent  as  we  have,  and 
I  do  not  love  them  any  the  less  for  that. 
I  may  say  that  they  are  a  law-abiding 
people.  They  have  hardly  an  officer  of 
the  peace  amongst  them,  nor  do  they  re- 


quire police  restrictions  except  to  repress 
vicious  outsiders.  You  do  not  hear  of 
any  outrages  there.  They  are  becoming 
a  very  temperate  people;  they  are  a 
virtuous  people,  a  people  of  whom  we 
ought  to  be  proud  rather  than  ashamed ; 
whose  efforts  in  the  arts  of  peace  and 
civilization  we  should  by  every  means 
encourage.  Dr.  Oronhyatekha  to  whom 
the  letter  of  Chief  Smith  which  I 
have  quoted  refers,  is  a  licentiate 
of  the  College  of  physicians  and 
surgeons  of  Ontario.  He  is  one  of  the 
Indians  of  the  Grand  River  reserve,  and 
has  not  the  right  to  vote  until  this  bill  be- 
comes law — I  think  I  could  show  from  his 
letter  that  he  is  quite  competent  to  vote 
alongside  of  his  white  neighbour.  We 
should  make  those  Indians  a  typical  race  ; 
we  should  endeavor  to  show,  by  what  we 
can  do  for  them,  what  are  the  possibilities 
of  the  forty  or  fifty  thousand  people, 
who,  in  God's  providence  are  left  to  our 
protection,  whose  condition  we,  as  the 
stronger  dominant  race,  should  do  every- 
thing in  our  power  to  ameliorate.  We 
should  study  the  social  evolution  of  the 
Iroquois  and  learn  by  it  what  may  be 
done  with  other  red  men.  From  ex- 
treme barbarism,  savages  of  the  savages  as 
they  were  200  years  ago,  having  the  fierc- 
est characteristics  of  their  race,  they  have 
long  since  become  an  industrious  law- 
abiding  people  who  have  buried  the  toma- 
hawk, and  have  successfully  taken  up 
peaceful  occupations.  We  should  ascer- 
tain by  watching  the  progress  ot  the  Iro- 
quois what  we  may  possibly  do  with 
those  unfortunate  bands  which  are 
thrown  upon  our  hands — that  we  have 
to  provide  for  and  protect,  that  we 
have  either  to  fight  or  feed,  or 
teach  to  feed  themselves.  It  has  been 
our  disgrace  that  in  the  debates  and  com- 
ments upon  the  Bill  before  us,  elsewhere, 
every  possible  contumely  has  been  heaped 
upon  those  unfortunate  people,  whocannot 
defend  themselves,  and  I  intend,  as  long 
as  I  have  the  power  to  do  so,  to  answer  for 
them  as  to  what  I  believe  are  their  capabi- 
lities, their  possibilities,  and  I  say  that  it  is 
a  shame  to  keep  those  intelligent  men  any 
longer  in  subjection,  whose  condition  I 
have  described. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ— Where  were  they 
found  in  1812  and  1815  ? 
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Hon.  Mr-  PLUMB— Yes,  and  where 
were  they  found  from  1776  to  1784  also  ? 
Found  fighting  under  the  British  flag,  as 
true  to  the  Government  as  the  most  loyal 
of  British  subjects,  never  swerving  from  it, 
always  ready  to  shed  their  blood  and 
devote  their  energies  to  the  defence  of  the 
Crown,  and  of  the  people  with  whom  they 
were  associated.  Hurrying  to  our  aid 
from  the  pathless  forest,  at  the  call  of  their 
indomitable  chief — ^ubiquitous,  untiring, 
irresistible,  doing  the  duty  of  ten  timas 
their  number — so  marvellous  in  their 
power,  so  quick  in  their  movements,  so 
terrible  in  attack,  that  in  1763,  Sir  William 
Johnson  wrote  to  the  Lords  of  Trade  in 
England  that  the  Iroquois  had  conquered 
the  whole  of  the  territory,  extending  from 
the  Atlantic  sea- board  to  the  Mississippi, 
from  the  Great  Lakes  to  the  mountains  oif 
Georgia,  Eastward  to  New  Brunswick 
and  the  Bay  of  Fundy,  and  northward 
as  far  as  the  snows  would  permit  them 
to  go.  He  stated  that  they  held  that 
great  extent  of  country  by  right  of 
conquest — that  they  had  brought  its 
Indian  inhabitants  under  subjection  as 
tributaries.  It  is  supposed  that  they  were 
never  able  to  muster  more  than  5000 
Braves  for  the  war-path — but  the  extraor- 
dinary league  by  which  they  were  united 
freed  them  from  the  fear  of  foes  at  home, 
and  they  were  enabled  to  extend  their 
conquests  wherever  the  forest  trail  or  the 
stream  might  lead  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ— And  at  Lundy's 
Lane  they  were  to  be  fownd. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Yes  at  Lund/s 
Lane  and  at  Stoney  Creek,  wherever  there 
was  a  battle  to  be  fought  or  a  desperate 
act  to  be  performed  they  were  in  the 
front,  and  to-day  m  the  Haldimand 
Battalion  there  will  be  found  volunteer 
companies  of  Iroquois  of  the  Grand  River 
Reservation  who  will  rank  in  discipline 
and  appearance  with  the  best  white 
men,  and  will  be  able  to  do  good 
service  whenever  they  are  wanted. 
My  hon.  friend  from  Ottawa  said  that  the 
Indians  were  not  drawn  as  jurors.  I  do 
not  consider  that  it  is  a  necessary  quali- 
fication for  a  Dominion  voter  that  he 
should  be  a  juror.  I  am  not  aware  that  the 
Dominion  Government  prepares  jury  lists. 
They  are  made  up  in  the  counties  from 


tax  lists,  and  I  venture  to  say  that  as 
intelligent  a  jury  could  be  selected  from 
among  the  Indians  who  are  to  be  enfran- 
chised  by  the  Bill  under  consideration,  as 
could  be  found  elsewhere.  I  sincerely 
congratulate  my  Indian  friends  upon  their 
admissiontoequal  privileges  with  ourselves. 
They  well  deserve  them  and  will  make 
good  use  of  them. 

My  hon.  friend  from  Ottawa  was  pleased 
to  refer  to  the  distribution  of  seats  in 
1882.  He  said  that  then  as  now,  we 
played  with  loaded  dice,  that  we  have 
again  endeavored  to  so  frame  a  measure 
that  it  will  perpetuate  the  power  of  the 
Conservative  party,  and  that  we  have  won 
four  genera]  elections  out  of  five,  and  that  we 
ought  to  be  satisfied  with  that  Well,  if 
we  have  won  four  elections  out  of  five,  it 
shows  that  we  are  very  liberal  in  making 
changes  that  may  jeopardize  the  strong 
position  he  acknowledges  we  hold,  and  that 
we  are  taking  considerable  risk  in  dealing 
with  a  subject  with  which  perhaps  we 
could  not  or  would  not  deal  if  we 
were  now  in  a  weaker  positioa  I  think 
that  is  a  logical  answer  to  the  argument 
of  the  hon.  gentleman. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  is  so  kind  of 
you. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  do  not  heed  the 
interruptions  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Halifax  However  intended  they  do  notdis- 
turb  me  in  the  least.  I  was  about  to  say,that 
my  hon.  friend  from  Ottawa,  in  speaking 
about  our  redistribution  Act  said  nothing 
about  the  redistribution  Acts  of  Ontario 
of  which  we  have  a  right  to  complain. 
He  said  that  Mr.  Mowat's  Government 
did  not  divide  townships.  I  happened  to 
know,  that  in  what  was  called  the  redis- 
tribution Bill  of  the  Ontario  Govemment,^ 
they  did  divide  townships — they  split  them 
along  main  roads  and  concession  lines, 
put  one  part  in  one  district  and  one  part 
in  another.  In  that  way  the  county  of 
Dufferinwas  made  what  is  called  a  hive  for 
conservatives ;  the  idea  was  borrowed  from 
the  swarm.  There  are  several  such 
hives  in  Ontario.  Mr.  Mowat  was  far  in 
advance  of  us  in  that  sort  of  bee-keeping. 
The  County  of  Dufferin  is  so  Conserva- 
tive that  no  man  has  ventured  to  offer  as  a 
Liberal  candidate  in  the  constituency  since 
Mr.  Mowat  packed  it.     It  is  so  in  other 
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places.  There  are  gentlemen  here  from 
Ontario  who  well  know  the  facts  that  I  refer 
to.  A  redistribution  of  the  same  ingenious 
sort  has  been  made  within  the  last  year. 
Since  this  very  franchise  Bill  was  introduced, 
the  Government  of  Ontario  has  again  dis- 
tinguished itself  in  that  way.  I  do  not 
wish  to  use  an  unparliamentary  word,  but 
its  last  redistribution  bill  is  more  flagitious 
than  the  one  it  passed  twelve  years  ago. 
It  is  well  worth  my  hon  friend's  study,  his 
£uniliarity  with  Ontario  politics  will  make 
it  specially  interesting  to  him.  He  says 
there  have  been  no  complaints  that  any 
unfairness  or  abuse  has  arisen  from  the 
Provincial  franchise  regulations  of  Ontario. 
There  have  been  a  thousand  complaints 
in  the  public  press.  They  have 
been  made  at  public  meetings  every  where. 
They  have  been  reported  from  year  to 
year  in  records  of  courts  of  revision.  I 
have  been  familiar  with  them  from  the 
time  I  entered  public  life,  and  I  think  I 
can  appeal  to  my  Conservative  friends 
from  Ontario  here  to  bear  witness  that 
there  has  been  a  general  outcry  on  the 
part  of  the  public — perhaps  not  from  the 
Liberals.  It  is  very  probable  my  hon. 
friend  from  Ottawa  does  not  hear  any  re- 
monstrance from  his  side.  It  is  very 
natural  that  they  should  not  grumble  as 
long  as  they  have  the  advantage ;  hut  if 
we  can  judge  anything  of  the  public  feel- 
ing in  regard  to  the  necessity  for  the 
change  we  seek,  we  can  judge  it  from  the 
effect  of  three  months  of  agitation — 
such  agitation  as  has  never  been  known 
before  in  the  history  of  Parliament,  such 
attempts  to  prejudice  public  judgment  as 
have  never  been  paralleled  under  any  con- 
stitutional Government  The  party  man- 
agers ordered  the  local  drill-sergeants  to 
call  out  the  faithful,  and  hold  indignation 
meetings  at  which  fiery  resolutions, 
ready-made,  were  produced  by  party 
friglemen,  petitions  were  drawn  up  and 
men  were  employed  to  obtain  signers  at 
15  cents  a  hundred,  and  after  all 
this  agitation  what  has  happened  ? 
There  has  been  no  enthusiasm,  there  has 
been  no  public  excitement.  You  can  go 
through  the  whole  Province  of  Ontario — 
I  can  only  speak  for  that  Province — and 
you  can  hear  conversation  on  general 
topics ;  you  can  hear  men  speaking  about 
the  crops;  you  can  hear  them  asking 
when    Parliament    is    to  be  prorogued; 


you  can  hear  them  complain  that  Parlia- 
ment is  sitting  too  long,  and  that  a  Crom- 
well should  enter  the  Commons  and  dis- 
perse it  and  order  Mr.  Speaker  to  "take 
away  that  bauble,"  but  you  hear  nothing  of 
this  wicked  franchise  Bill  that  we  are  told 
here  is  to  destroy  the  liberties  of  .the 
people  of  Canada.  You  hear  speculation 
as  to  the  result  of  the  trials  in  the  North- 
west, and  you  hear  enquiry  when  the 
volunteers  are  coming  home,  the  compar- 
ing of  opinions  about  the  crops,  you 
see  the  electors  of  Ontario  calmly  smoking 
their  pipes  in  peace  and  comfort;  but 
that  there  has  been  any  special  mterest 
excited  against  the  Franchise  Bill,  or  that 
thecountry  has  responded  to  the  Opposition 
outcry  is  untrue.  We  have  had  lately  the 
result  of  an  election  to  this  Parliament  in 
a  district  not  far  from  the  seat  of  Govern- 
ment— in  a  district  where  the  Government 
were  said  to  be  more  unpopular  to-day 
than  it  was  anywhere  else  in  Canada ;  and 
yet  the  Reform  party  dared  not  put  up  a 
candidate  to  oppose  the  Conservative 
nominee  who  was  elected  by  acclamation, 
and  who  was  introduced  in  the  Commons 
two  or  three  nights  ago  while  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  was  making  a  six 
hours'  speech  against  the  Government  upon 
the  North-West  troubles  which  I  think  he 
might  have  let  alone  under  the  circum 
stances,  though  I  have  no  right  to  criticize 
it  here.  That  election  does  not  look  as  if 
the  public  took  any  stock  in  the  outcry 
against  the  Franchise  Bill.  I  am  very  sorry 
for  having  detained  the  House  so  long, 
and  I  greatly  regret  that  my  hon.  friend  to 
whose  speech  I  have  endeavoured  to  reply 
is  not  here  to-night  I  can  only  say  that 
I  have  tried  fairly  to  meet  some  of  the 
arguments  which  it  contained,  and  that  for 
my  part  I  consider  the  Franchise  Bill  as 
it  now  stands  a  measure  worthy  the 
support  of  the  Conservative  party,  and  also 
of  those  liberal  members  on  the  other  side 
who  can  see  a  little  beyond  party  lines.  It 
has  my  sincere,  hearty  approval.  I  shall 
vote  against  the  hon.  gentleman's  amend- 
ment and  for  the  Bill,  and  I  hope  when 
they  come  to  reflect  upon  it  even  our 
friends  on  the  other  side  will  find  that  the 
remarks  made  upon  it  to-day,  and  the  ten 
weeks'  arguments  in  another  place  should 
commend  it  to  their  confidence,  and  I 
trust  that  when  the  division  is  taken  upon 
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it  those  gentlemen  will  be  found  largely 
ranked  on  our  side. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— Some  allusions 
have  been  made  to  the  feelings  of  the 
members  from  the  Province  of  Quebec 
cohceming  this  measure.  I  might,  per- 
haps, go  so  far  as  to  say  that  I  do  not 
.think  there  are  many  members  from  our 
Province  in  the  other  House  who  at  first 
received  that  Bill  with  much  satisfaction. 
I  find  in  this  measure  a  great  many  good 
features,  and  as  regards  the  point  which 
has  just  been  alluded  to  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Niagara,  the  enfranchise- 
ment of  the  Indians,  I  think  it  is  a  very 
proper  thing  to  do.  I  had  several  times 
during  the  past  year  occasion  to  call  at 
the  Department  of  the  Interior  and  to 
claim  the  rights  of  the  Indians  of  Caugh- 
nawaga  who  reside  close  to  the  division  I 
represent  in  the  Senate,  and  I  may  say 
that  there  are  many  Indians  in  that  dis- 
trict who  occupy  such  a  good  social 
position  that  they  ought  to  be  accorded 
the  same  political  rights  as  other  subjects 
of  Her  Majesty.  I  may  say  that  I  have 
had  for  the  last  three  years  one  of  those 
Indians  in  my  office  as  law  student,  and  I 
understand  that  he  has  presented  himself 
to-day  for  examination  for  admission  to 
the  bar  of  Quebec,  and  from  what  I  know 
of  his  qualifications  I  have  no  fear  as  to 
his  success.  I  am  satisfied  that  he  is 
now  admitted  to  the  bar.  He  is  a  very 
intelligent  and  hardworking  young  man, 
and  for  the  last  two  years  he  has  been  the 
President  of  the  Legal  Association  formed 
among  the  law  students  of  Montreal  I 
mention  this  fact  to  show  that  there  are 
among  those  Indians  men  whose  public 
position  it  is  desirable  to  improve  There 
are  families  in  Caughnawaga  who  have 
amongst  them  wealthy  merchants.  I 
know  of  one  Indian  family  who  cultivate 
not  less  than  six  farms.  They  have 
adopted  a  good  system  of  agriculture,  and 
they  are  successful  stock-raisers,  and  have 
well-stocked  farms.  I  am  very  glad  to 
hear  the  statement  of  my  hoa  friend 
from  Niagara  as  to  the  condition  of  the 
Indians  in  Ontario,  and  this  confirms  me 
in  the  view  that  the  mode  in  which  some 
of  our  Indians  are  treated  by  the  Depart- 
ment here  is  not  justified  In  fact,  last 
year  I  had  to  apply  here  to  obtain  for  one  of 
those  families  the  right  to  have  white  peo- 
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pie  serve  them.  They  wanted  farmecs 
for  their  forms,  and  they  wanted  servants 
for  their  houses,  but,  according  to  the 
regulations,  they  could  not  have  any  with- 
out permission  from  the  Department  here, 
and  that  permission  was  refused.  I 
applied  several  times  myself  to  the  Minis- 
ter of  Justice  asking  that  some  provision 
should  be  made  to  extend  to  those  Indians 
the  ordinary  rights  of  British  subjects. 
There  are  many  other  provisions  in  this 
Bill  which  I  consider  a  great  improvement 
on  the  present  law,  and  if  we  could  have, 
what  I  do  not  expect  we  can  obtain,  the 
right  to  fix  the  franchise  left  to  the  pro- 
vincial or  municipal  powers,  I  think  there 
would  be  a  great  deal  in  this  Bill  to  com- 
mend it  to  the  House  Whatever  may 
be  the  merit  of  this  BOl,  it  does  not  change 
my  opposition  to  it  as  a  whole  In  my 
opinion,  in  legislating  for  this  Dominion, 
we  should  do  our  best  to  preserve  provin- 
cial rights  as  carefully  as  possible  I  con- 
sider that  in  this  lies  the  future  prosperity 
of  the  Dominion.  I  do  not  question  the 
right  of  Parliament  to  enact  such  a  law  as 
this.  Of  course  I  do  not  think  that  right 
has  ever  been  seriously  challenged  ;  but, 
as  the  hon.  gentleman  from  DeLanaudiere 
has  very  properly  stated,  while  Parliament 
has  the  right  to  legislate  in  the  direction 
proposed  by  this  Bill,  it  does  not  follow 
that  we  should  so  legislate  It  is  a  pro- 
position which  nobody  will  deny,  that 
since  Confederation  the  right  to  regulate 
the  franchise  has  been  left  to  the  provin- 
cial powers.  This  is  a  right  which  has 
hitherto  been  enjoyed  by  the  provinces. 
By  this  legislation  it  is  proposed  to  take 
away  that  right  from  the  provinces,  and 
give  it  to  the  Federal  Parliament.  It  is 
impossible  to  deny  this  proposition,  so 
that  it  is,  in  fact,  a  transfer  from  the  pro- 
vincial power  to  the  Dominion,  of  a  right 
exercised  by  the  provinces — in  other  words 
it  is  a  step  in  the  direction  of  centraliza- 
tioa  It  is  a  question  in  which  all  the 
provinces  are  interested,  inasmuch  as 
most  absolute  authority  should  be  left 
to  the  province  to  control  its  own  affairs, 
say  that  it  is  in  the  interest  of  the 
provinces  to  assert  this  principle;  and,  as 
everybody  knows,  the  province  to  which  I 
belong  is  specially  interested  in  maintain- 
ing that  positioa  It  is  well  known  that 
we  have  our  own  peculiar  institutions,  our 
laws    our  language,   and  a  great  many 
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other  interests  which  the  great  majority  of 
our  people  contend  for,  and  to  which  the 
majority  of  the  Dominion  are  hostile ;  so 
that  it  is  a  very  important  right  whicii  is 
now  under  the  control  of  the  majority  in 
the  Province  of  Quebec,  and  when  this 
Bill  becomes  law  that  control  will  pass  into 
the  hands  of  the  Dominion — that  is,  it 
will  be  in  the  hands  of  the  majority — I 
do  not  mention  it  in  a  sense  that  will  be 
offensive  to  anybody,  but  it  will  be  in  the 
hands  of  a  majority  which  is,  politically 
speaking  and  sociially  speaking,  hostile  to 
our  laws,  our  language  and  our  institu- 
tions. So  that  I  consider  that  it  is  our 
duty  and  our  interest  to  keep  oar  pro- 
vincial rights,  and  especially  for  Quebec 
there  is  a  decided  interest  in  continuing 
to  exercise  those  rights,  and  that  is  the 
reason  why,  though  I  am  sorry  to  be  in 
this  position,  I  shall  be  obliged  to  vote 
against  this  measure.  There  is  another 
principle  laid  down  in  this  Bill  which  I 
consider  to  be  wrong.  It  is  the  conces- 
sion of  what  is  called  here  the  "  farmers' 
sons  franchise."  At  first  sight  it  appeared 
to  me  a  proper  thing  that  such  a  right 
should  be  granted  to  a  certain  class  of 
fsumers'  sons ;  but  I  do  not  consider  that 
it  should  be  granted  in  the  way  it  is  pro- 
posed in  this  Bill.  For  instance,  as  here 
proposed,  the  political  power  of  the  son, 
or  of  the  sons  of  the  farmer,  as  created  by 
this  Bill,  will  be  equal  if  not  superior  to 
that  of  the  father.  We  ought  not  to  lose 
sight  of  this  fact.  Take  the  case  of  the 
farmer  who  has  five  sons ;  the  sons  being 
granted  the  right  to  vote  will  be  in  a  posi- 
tion, if  they  differ  in  their  opinions  from 
their  father,  to  destroy  his  vote  five  times 
over.  If  that  were  the  only  objec- 
tion we  might  perhaps  say  that 
there  is  an  equal  chance  that  the 
sons  might  entertain  as  sound  views  as 
the  father ;  but  as  the  law  is  framed,  the 
franchise  may  go  to  one  of  the  sons,  who 
in  one  sense  should  not  be  considered  as 
"a  farmer's  son."  Take  for  instance  the 
case  where  the  property  possessed  by  the 
father  is  not  sufficient  to  qualify  three  or 
four  sons  ks  voters.  The  property  will 
qualify  first  the  father,  second  the  eldest 
son,  and  so  on,  to  the  extent  of  its  value. 
Then  there  is  a  provision  that  the  fact  of 
the  sons  being  absent  as  fishermen  or 
mariners  will  not  disqualify  them  as 
voters — or  the  fact  that  the  son  may  be 


studying  in  the  city  will  not  disqualify 
them.  Supposing  a  man  has  a  property 
valued  at  only  $300,  and  he  has  a  son 
studying  in  a  city  for  the  profession  of 
law  or  medicine,  and  that  he  has  a  second 
son  who  remains  on  the  farm ;  that 
second  son  may  be  the  only  party  in  the 
family  cultivating  the  soil,  and  still  he  will 
have  no  right  to  vote  on  that  property. 
The  right  will  be  first  with  the  father, 
second  with  the  son  who  is  studying  in 
the  city,  perhaps  hundreds  of  miles  away 
from  the  homestead,  while  the  only  man 
whom  the  law  has  in  contemplation,  that 
that  is,  the  son  who  is  to  succeed  to  the 
farm,  who  is  working  on  the  fiarm,  and 
who  is  supporting  the  family,  will  have  no 
vote  at  alL  This  shows  that  the  idea 
which  is  at  first  conveyed  by  this  proposi- 
tion to  give  the  farmer's  son  the  right  of 
voting,  will  in  a  great  many  cases  be  a 
failure.  I  must  confess  that  when  I  heard 
of  this  Bill,  before  reading  it,  I  was  pleased 
to  a  certain  extent  to  know  that  the  far- 
mer's son  would  have  a  vote.  I  thought 
it  was  contemplated  to  give  to  the  son 
who  remained  on  the  farm  with  the 
father,  and  who  is  one  of  the  principal 
means  of  the  support  of  the  family,  the 
right  to  vote;  but  it  is  nothing  of  the 
kind.  The  same  right  is  given  not  only 
to  the  eldest  son,  but  it  is  given  to  the 
son-in-law,  so  that  a  case  which  will  hap- 
pen very  often  will  be  that  the  father  will 
be  obliged  to  receive  into  his  family,  on 
the  farm,  either  his  son-in-law  or  one 
of  his  sons  who  will  not  consent 
to  work— often  the  scapegrace  of  the 
family.  The  father  is  obliged  to  sup- 
port him  at  home  to  prevent  him  running 
the  streets  and  dishonoring  his  name ;  yet 
that  man,  who  may  be  what  is  called  in 
French  a  mawais  sujet^  will  come  from 
the  city  and  eat  the  bread  of  idle- 
ness at  home,  and  will  be  there  to 
fight  against  his  father's  interests  and 
cancel  his  vote  by  his  own.  If  the  father 
has  two  sons  of  the  same  character,  his 
political  influence  will  be  completely  des- 
troyed Of  course  I  do  not  contend  that 
this  right  of  voting  should  not  be  granted 
at  all  to  the  son ;  because  if  the  father  has 
property  enough  to  enfranchise  the  four 
or  five  sons,  it  is  for  himself  to  decide  at 
the  proper  time  to  give  property  to  his 
sons,  and  the  better  way  is  to  leave  this 
power  to  the  &ther  to  control  his  family 
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by  encouraging  those  who  are  doing  well, 
and  punishing  those  who  are  doing  wrong. 
But  if  this  Parliament  should  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  something  should  be  done 
in  this  direction,  it  should  not  be  done 
otherwise  than  by  allowing  the  father  to 
say  which  son  shall  be  entered  on  the 
voters'  list 

Hon.  Mr.  VI  DAL — I  would  ask  my 
hon.  friend  if  it  is  not  one  of  the  require- 
ments of  the  law  that  the  son  shall  have 
resided  a  whole  year  on  the  fam  with  the 
father ;  and  if  that  would  not  be  a  sufficient 
protection  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— There  is  a  pro- 
vision in  the  Bill  which  does  soifnething 
more ;  it  provides  that  the  fact  of  the  son 
going  from  home  to  study  in  the  city,  or 
his  being  a  fisherman,  or  a  sailor,  is  not  to 
deprive  him  of  his  right  to  vote,  so  that  in 
those  cases  the  sons  may  go  round  the 
world  seeking  their  fortunes — sometimes 
spending  the  money  which  their  father  has 
provided  them  with,  and  may  afterwards 
come  home  and  acquire  the  right  to  divide 
the  privilege  that  should  belong  to  the 
father,  of  voting  on  the  father's  property. 


Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH- 
be  treated  as  a  prodigal  son. 


-He  should 


Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— Of  course  there 
are  agreat  many  provisions  in  this  Bill  which 
are  open  to  objection,  but  I  do  not  wish 
to  occupy  the  time  of  the  House  by  refer- 
ring to  them  at  present  I  will  only  refer 
^n  passant  to  the  machinery  which  is 
created  for  the  revision  of  the  voters'  list 
I  think  that  in  putting  in  force  such  a 
Bill  as  this  it  will  be  a  great  misfortune, 
as  it  will  create  difficulties  in  the  country, 
and  will  be  a  source  of  expense.  One 
great  source  of  expense,  and,  I  may  say, 
of  ruin,  is  the  number  of  tribunals  in  the 
country.  For  instance,  we  have  three  or 
four  courts  to  which  we  appeal  from  one 
to  the  other.  In  Quebec  we  have  an 
appeal  from  the  Superior  Court  to  the 
Court  of  Review ;  and  then  we  have  an 
appeal  from  the  Court  of  Review  to  the 
Court  of  Appeals,  and  from  the  Court  of 
Appeals  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
Dominion,  and  from  the  Supreme  Court 
to  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council.     In  this  way,  when  a  man  has 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL 


to  contest  a  case  at  law,  he  may  be  brought 
from  one  court  to  another,  and  the  suit 
will  have,  practically,  no  end.  Now,  we  have 
the  local  elections,  and  the  Federal  elections. 
We  have  a  contestation  of  those  elections 
which,  as  everybody  knows,  is  a  source  of 
lawsuits.  We  have  the  Circuit  courts  and 
the  Court  of  Commissioners,  or  Municipal 
Councillors,  which  are  so  many  bodies 
which  partake,  to  a  certain  extent,  of  the 
judicial  character  ;  and  to  learn,  for  in- 
stance, how  to  maintain  all  their  rights 
before  those  different  organisations  or 
powers  is  a  matter  of  study  which  very 
few  farmers  can  undertake,  and  very  few 
of  them  can  hope  to  learn  how  to  avail 
themselves  of  their  rights  in  that  respect  By 
this  Bill  we  create  new  machinery — there 
is  a  revising  officer  who  will  have  the  attri- 
butes of  a  court  For  instance  section  28 
says  : — 

''  The  revising  officer  shall,  for  the  parposee 
of  the  Baid  preliminary  revieion  of  the  first 
lists  of  voters  and  of  the  final  revision  of  the 
first  lists  of  voters  for  polling  districts,  as  well 
as  for  the  revision  of  any  subsequent  lists  of 
voters  in  polling  districts  under  this  Act,  have 
all  the  powers  of  any  Court  of  Record  in  the 
Province,  as  to  compelling  the  attendance 
and  the  examination  of  witnesses,  the  produc- 
tion ofbooks  and  documents,  and  the  taking 
of  evidence  under  oath  before  him,  any  court 
or  sitings  held  by  him  for  anv  such  prelimi- 
nary  or  final  revision,  and  shall  have,  gene- 
rally, all  the  powers  of  a  Court  of  Record." 

So  that  there  is  one  more  set  of  ma- 
chinery created  as  a  Court  of  Record. 
The  hon.  gentleman  will  see  by  the  42nd 
section  that  these  officers  will  have  such 
powers  as  to  be  in  position  to  impose  pen- 
alties ;  after  a  person  is  served  with  a 
summons  the  revising  officer  may  punish 
such  person  as  if  it  were  a  Court  of  Record ; 
so  that  there  will  be  this  new  machinery 
dispensing  to  the  population  not  only  the 
benefits  of  the  law  but  also  its  punish- 
ments. I  consider  if  there  was  only  this 
reason  against  creating  another  tribunal, 
that  it  alone  would  be  sufficient,  because 
we  have  too  many  tribunals  already. 
Everybody  knows  that  I  am  a  lawyer  and 
I  am  not  speaking  in  the  interests  of  the 
profession  to  which  I  belong.  If  the  object 
of  the  bill  was  merely  to  create  a  single 
magistrate,  or  judge,  or  revising  officer, 
there  would  not  be  so  much  harm  in  it, 
but  bear  in  mind  that  these  officers  will  be 
obliged  to  employ  assistants.  Our  revis- 
ing  barrister    will   have   officials   for  his 
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court,  and  in  great  centres  of  ])opuIation  a 
good  many  officials  will  be  required. 
This  will  create  in  some  places  a  lot  of 
small  officials,  who  will  receive  a  few 
dollars  of  salary,  not  sufficient  to  make  a 
living  out  of,  and  anyone  who  knows 
much  of  these  matters  must  be  aware  that 
there  is  no  worse  population  than  those 
who  exercise  functions  which  place  them, 
to  a  certain  extent,  above  the  laboring 
classes  but  do  not  yield  them  sufficient  re- 
muneration to  give  them  an  honest  stand- 
ing in  the  community.  Those  officers 
will  have,  to  a  certain  extent,  reason  to 
abandon  their  ordinary  occupations ;  they 
will  be  above  the  positions  which  they 
held  before,  and  will  be  obliged  to  derive 
a  revenue  from  some  source.  These 
officials  are  the  worst  class  of  people  we 
have,  and  though  we  have  already  ten 
times  too  many  of  them,  we  are  going  to 
add  another  class  to  their  number.  Al- 
'  though  I  am  not  familiar  with  what  has 
taken  place  in  the  province  of  Onta- 
rio for  the  last  five  or  ten  years, 
I  think  that  this  legislation  has  been 
provoked,  to  a  certain  extent,  and 
from  a  certain  standpoint  may  be  con- 
sidered necessary  by  many,  owing  to  the 
way  in  which  the  municipal  powers  have 
been  abused.  I  shall  feel  great  reluctance 
in  voting  against  the  Bill,  because  I  have 
heard  sufficient  on  this  subject  to  be  satis- 
fied that  those  who  support  it  are  fully 
justified  in  seeking  a  remedy  for  a  state  of 
things  which  could  no  longer  be  tolerated. 
It  is  with  much  regret,  therefore,  that 
I  find  a  remedy  chosen  which,  to 
my  mind,  is  worse  than  the  evil. 
I  repeat  it  is  too  bad  that  we  who  come 
from  the  Province  of  Quebec  should  find 
ourselves  in  such  a  position  as  to  be  obliged 
to  vote  against  the  Bill,  but  the  principles 
and  interests  involved  are  such  that  I  do 
not  think  we  ought  to  hesitate.  What  I 
mentioned  first  is  of  such  importance  that 
I  consider  under  no  circumstances  what- 
ever ought  we  to  give  our  consent  to 
depriving  the  provinces  of  the  exercise  of 
some  of  their  rights.  Now,  I  know  we 
have  a  perfect  right,  as  members  of  this 
Parliament,  to  pass  this  Bill ;  butic  is  also 
our  privilege  to  refuse  our  consent,  and  I 
consider,  under  the  circumstances,  that  it 
is  our  duty  to  vote  against  the  measure. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— The  hoa  mem- 
C3 


ber  from  Niagara  has  made  an  appearto 
me  on  a  point  of  fact,  and  it  is  due  to  him 
and  to  the  House  to  mention  my  impres- 
sion of  the  correctness  of  his  statements. 
He  referred  to  the  fact  of  a  law  having 
been  passed  in  Nova  Scotia  disqualifying 
certain  officials  of  the  Dominion  and,  as 
bearing  upon  this  question,  the  necessity 
of  this  Act.  I  am  bound  to  say  that  the 
statement  he  has  made  is  perfectly  correct ; 
— that  it  is  so,  I  need  only  refer  to  our  own 
statutes  to  prove,  because  if  the  House  will 
look  at  the  statutes  of  1882,  chapter  3, 
section  5,  they  will  find  a  provision  which 
it  became  necessary  to  make  in  conse- 
quence of  an  enactment  by  the  local 
legislature  of  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia. 
I  hope  my  hon.  friend  who  has  just  sat 
down  will  listen  to  this,  as  it  enforces  in  a 
very  strong  manner  the  remark  which  he 
made  as  to  the  provocation  which  was  upon 
the  Dominion  Parliament  to  make  some 
law  of  this  kind.  The  section  is  as  fol- 
lows : 

^<  NotwithstandiDg  anythinji:  in  any  law  of 
the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia  or  of  the  Domin- 
ion of  Canada  no  employee  on  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  in  that  province  shall  be  disqualified 
to  vot«  as  an  elector  at  any  future  election  of 
a  member  or  members  to  serve  in  the  House 
of  Commons  of  Canada,  if  he  shall  have  the 
necessary  property  and  other  qualifications 
therefor  required  by  law.  In  the  event  of  the 
name  of  any  such  elector  being  an  employee 
on  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  having  been 
omitted  by  the  revisors  from  the  list  of 
qualified  voters  for  a  member  of  the  General 
Assembly  of  Nova  Scotia  jj,nder  the  laws 
in  force  in  that  province,  or  to  be  returned 
to  the  county  clerks  or  clerks  of  the  peace,  or 
omitted  from  the  lists  of  voters  deposited  by 
the  Sheriff  with  the  county  clerks  or  clerks 
of  the  peace  or  obtftined  by  the  returning 
officer  or  furnished  to  the  deputy  returning 
officer,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  such  employee  to 
vote  as  an  elector  at  any  future  election  of  a 
member  or  members  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons of  Canada,  on  his  taking  or  offering  to 
take  before  the  Sheriff  or  returning  officer  the 
following  oath,  viz  : — 

I  (A.B.)  do  swear  that  I  am  legally  quali- 
fied to  vote  at  this  election,  and  I  verily 
believe  that  my  name  was  omitted  from  the 
list  of  electors  by  reason  of  my  being  an  em- 
ployee of  the  Dominion  Government  on  the 
Intercolonial  railway  at  the  time  such  list 
was  last  perfected  and  for  no  other  reason." 

Now,  that  law  was  passed  because  it 
was  found  necessary,  in  consequence  of 
an  Act  which  had  been  passed  by  the 
legislature  of  Nov;i  Scotia  disfranchising 
in  local  elections  all  the  employees  on  the 
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Intercolonial  Railway,  and  they  were  very 
numerous  in  that  province. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  was  perfectly 
right,  too. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  am  not  going 
to  enter  into  the  question  whether  that 
was  a  proper  law  to  pass  for  the  purpose 
of  preventing  them  from  voting  at  local 
elections  :  that  is  not  the  question,  but  the 
point  is  this  :  that  in  consequence  of  that 
enactment  they  were  ipso  facto  disqualified 
and  disfranchised  from  voting  in  Dominion 
elections,  and  that  arose  from  the  opera- 
tion of  the  law,  which  is  still  the  law  of 
the  land  until  this  Bill  passes,  as  affecting 
Dominion  elections.  What  is  that  law  ? 
That  the  franchise  for  Dominion  elections 
shall  be  the  same  as  that  for  local  elec- 
tions. I  had  not  intended  to  say  anything 
on  this  question  at  all,  and  yet  after  listen- 
ing to  the  long  and  ingenious  speech 
which  was  made  by  my  hon.  friend  from 
Ottawa,  I  confess  I  was  very  much  im- 
pressed with  the  weakness  of  the  position 
which  he  took,  and  I  concluded  that  it  was 
not  right  that  I  should  remain  silent,  after 
the  extraordinary  statements  which'  he 
made  on  that  occasion.  He  said,  with 
regard  to  this  point,  that  he  thought  the 
provision  in  the  British  North  America 
Act  showed  that  the  intent  and  mean- 
ing of  the  framers  of  that  law  and 
of  the  British  Parliament,  were  that 
this  franchise  should  remain  forever  to  be 
settled  by  the  local  authorities — in  other 
words,  that  the  local  franchise  should  al- 
ways be  the  Dominion  franchise.  My 
hon.  friend  surely,  when  he  made  that 
statement,  must  have  given  very  little 
attention  to  the  subject,  because  if  he  had 
reflected  for  a  moment  he  would  have 
seen  the  reason  why  that  provision  was 
put  in  the  British  North  America  Act. 
Without  it  there  would  have  been  no 
franchise  at  all  to  vote  upon  for  members 
to  serve  in  the  first  Parliament  of  the 
Dominion.  That  was  the  reason,  and  the 
sole  reason.  There  required  to  be  an 
election  before  Parliament  could  meet  to 
make  any  law  with  respect  to  the  franchise, 
or  upon  any  other  subject  whatever,  and 
as  that  was  necessary  there  was  a  provi- 
sion, which  was  not  merely  experimental, 
but  a  necessar)'  provision  in  the  Act,  that, 
until  the  Dominion  Parliament  decided 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY. 


otherwise,   the  elections  should  be  run 
upon  the  local  franchises  in  the  provinces. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— There  was 
no  machinery. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— There  was  no 
machinery.  We  could  never  have  assem- 
bled here  because  we  could  not  have 
represented  anybody,  There  could  not 
have  been  a  House  of  Commons,  because 
there  was  no  franchise  on  which  members 
could  be  elected.  Now,  that  is  the 
simple  point,  and  while  my  hon.  friend 
did  not  for  a  moment  profess  to  doubt 
any  more  than  my  hon.  friend  who  has 
just  sat  down,  the  propriety  of  the  fran- 
chise being  left  to  the  Dominion,  he  based 
his  argument  against  this  Bill,  upon 
the  very  slender  foundation,  that  because 
to  meet  this  contingency  that,  in  the  first 
election  there  would  be  no  electorate  un- 
less the  British  North  America  Act  pro- 
vided it,  that,  therefore,  it  shall  alwaj^s 
remain  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— Does  not  the 
hon.  gentleman  think  that  if  it  had 
been  the  intention  of  the  framers  of  the 
Confederation  Act  to  leave  it  to  the 
federal  authorities  after  the  first  election, 
they  might  have  pursued  a  course  some- 
what similar  to  that  which  is  followed 
before  a  speaker  is  elected  in  the  House  ? 
The  clerk  proceeds,  and  it  is  provided 
after  the  speaker  is  elected  the  House 
will  then  1  e  presided  over  by  its  proper 
officer.  They  might  just  as  well  have 
said  that  for  the  first  election  the  list  pre- 
pared by  the  municipal  powers  should  be 
used,  and  after  that  another  law  should  be 
passed,  but  nothing  of  the  kind  is  said  m 
the  Act 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— My  hon.  friend 
is  reduced  to  a  ver>'  desperate  expedient 
to  be  obliged  to  put  the  case  in  that  way, 
because  it  amounts  just  to  this  that 
because  a  temporary  provision  was  made 
for  a  particular  purpose,  and  because  the 
House  of  Commons  have  not  thought 
proper  to  pass  a  law  and  send  it  up  to  us 
for  the  purpose  of  making  a  change  of  this 
kind  until  now,  that  therefore  it  shall 
remain  so  forever  and  there  never  should 
be  a  change.  This  is  the  argument  of 
my  hon.  friend,  and  while  I  am  upon  the 
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subject  I  may  as  well  notice  the  admission 
he  made,  very  frankly,  that  he  admitted 
the  right  of  the  Dominion  to  make  this 
law. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— Yes,  I  admit  it 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— But  he  says  "In 
making  that  law  you  will  interfere  with 
the  local  regulations  which  at  present 
exist  and  therefore  I  shall  have  to  vote 
against  the  Bill."  Now  has  not  my  hon. 
friend  reduced  himself  to  a  singular 
dilemma  when  he  is  obliged  to  use  an 
argument  of  that  kind  Because  how 
could  the  Dominion  Parliament  enact  a 
law  which  would  not  necessarily  interfere 
with  the  local  regulations  with  regard  to 
Dominion  elections  ?  How  is  it  possible 
that  any  law  could  be  passed  ?  They  do 
not  interfere  in  any  way  with  the  regula- 
tions for  local  elections,  but  they  simply 
provide  for  Dominion  elections.  I  have 
called  his  attention  and  the  attention  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Ottawa  to  the  fact 
that  so  early  as  the  year  1882,  three  years 
ago,  Parliament  found  it  necessary,  in 
consequence  of  the  action  of  the  local 
legislature  in  one  province,  to  legislate  in 
this  way,  and  enact  that  notwithstand- 
ing those  laws  these  officials  of 
the  Intercolonial  Railway  should  not 
be  disenfranchised — that  they  should 
have  their  rights.  If  my  hon.  friend  is 
correct  that  law  should  never  have  been  on 
the  Statute  book,  as  it  would  be  a  law 
which  would  be  an  invasion  of  the  local 
rights  under  the  Constitutional  Act.  My 
hon.  friend  knows  very  well  upon  that 
point  that  he  always  has  found  me  standing 
by  his  side  when  any  improper  attack  was 
made  upon  the  rights  of  the  different 
provinces.  I  have  frequently  stood  alone 
here,  among  gentlemen  who  usually  act 
with  me,  upon  that  point,  and  exposed  my- 
self to  some  invidiousness  for  standing  up 
for  the  rights  of  the  provinces,  but  on  a 
question  like  this  I  feel  that  I  can  no 
longer  take  a  position  of  that  kind  because 
this  is  a  measure  not  interfering  with  the 
rights  of  the  provinces  but  simply  affecting 
the  right  of  the  Dominion  to  pass  a  law 
with  regard  to  the  election  of  its  own  mem- 
bers.    » 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— I  stated  as  a 
fact  that  the  provincial  legislatures  were 


exercising  this  right  now,  and  that  by  this 
Bill  we  were  taking  away  the  exercise  of 
this  right  and  giving  it  to  the  Dominion. 
I  do  not  pretend  that  it  is  a  breach  of  the 
constitution  :  I  do  not  pretend  that  it  is^ 
constitutionally  speaking,  a  violation  of  the 
law,  but  I  say  that  this  is  a  right  which,  as 
a  fact,  is  exercised  to-day  by  the  provinces 
and  I  do  not  see  that  there  are  sufficient 
reasons  to  change  the  present  state  of 
things  and  to  take  the  exercise  of  the 
right  from  the  provinces  and  give  it  to  the 
Dominion. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— Of  course  it  is 
exercised  by  the  provinces  at  present,  and 
yet  my  hon.  friend  admits  that  we  have  a 
right  under  the  British  North  America 
Act,  and  can  at  any  time  exercise  that 
right. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— My  hon.  friend 
admits  in  terms  that  the  right  exists  in  the 
Dominion,  and  that  they  do  not  interfere 
with'  the  present  local  rights  any  further 
than  the  British  North  America  Act  em- 
powers them  to  do — that  is  to  say,  to 
regulate  the  election  of  Dominion  mem- 
bers. That  is  all.  My  hon.  friend 
from  Ottawa  based  his  first  and 
chief  argument  against  this  Bill 
on  the  ground  that,  as  he  phrased 
it,  the  Conservative  party  ought  to  be 
satisfied  to  leave  the  law  as  it  stands^ 
because  they  have  been  successful  in  four 
out  of  five  elections.  I  can  quite  follow 
the  answer  given  him  by  my  hon.  friend 
from  Niagara  on  that  point,  and  tell  him 
that  so  far  from  proving  this  Bill 
ought  not  to  pass  it  proves  the  very 
reverse.  It  proves  that  while  the  Conser- 
vatives ought  to  be  quite  satisfied,  as  he 
says,  with  the  position  of  matters  now, 
they  are  yet  willing  to  give  up  the  advan- 
tage that  they  possess  at  present,  and  to 
enlarge  the  franchise.  They  are  willing  to 
run  the  risk  of  a  larger  franchise,  a  greater 
number  of  voters  to  pass  upon  their  con- 
duct, and  so  far  from  this  Bill  being  open 
to  the  attack  which  has  been  made  upon 
it,  any  fair  minded,  person  can  see  that  the 
Bill  did  not  originate  in  any  view  of  giving 
a  party  advantage,  but  quite  the  reverse. 
My  hon.  friend  from  Ottawa  asks  trium- 
phantly, in  speaking  of  this  question  of 
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the  revising  barrister,  "  would  Lord  Salis- 
bury or  Mr.  Gladstone  ever  think  of 
bringing  in  a  Bill  with  such  provisions  in 
it  as  there  are  here,  with  regard  to  these 
revising  barristers."  I  will  answer  them 
on  that  point,  from  their  acts  not  very 
long  ago — within  a  few  months  ;  but  be- 
fore I  do  that,  I  will  ask  upon  what  ground 
he  wishes  this  House  to  object  to  this 
provision  for  revising  barristers  looking 
after  the  list  of  votes  ?  What  has  the  law 
done  ?  The  law  of  my  own  province  is 
that  assessors  are  appointed  by  the  local 
authorities.  Formerly  the  grand  jury 
elected  a  double  number,  such  as  six,  and 
from  these  the  Court  of  Sessions  selected 
three.  This  power  has  since  been  trans- 
ferred to  the  Municipal  Councillors,  but  it 
is  in  fact  the  same — it  is  a  local  appoint- 
ment. Every  person  who  has  been  con- 
versant with  elections  in  a  province  must 
know  that  when  you  look  at  the  names  of 
the  revising  officers  you  have  a  pretty  good 
idea  of  what  the  complexion  of  the  list  of 
voters  will  be  when  it  is  returned. 
That  is  the  result  of  these  assessors  going 
on  and  making  lists  of  voters.  They 
publish  it  and  call  for  objections  to  be 
made  by  a  certain  day.  The  voters  are  to 
appear  before  them  on  that  day  ;  what  is 
the  result  then  ?  They  appeal  but  the  ap- 
peal is  from  Caesar  to  Caesar — from  their 
own  list  to  themselves — to  see  whether 
those  should  be  struck  out,  and  then  the 
names  are  decided  upon  by  these  assessors 
and  so  far  as  I  recollect  there  is  no  ap- 
peal from  that  decision  whatever.  That 
is  the  state  of  the  law  now ;  but  what  have 
you  got  here  ?  The  security  that  you  have 
is  one  responsible  person,  an  educated 
inan. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— A  politican. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— A  politician,  my 
hon.  friend  says;  there  is  no  politician 
among  the  assessors  !  I  have  stated,  and 
it  is  a  matter  that  cannot  be  contradicted, 
that  it  is  notorious,  that  these  assessors  are 
appointed  for  certain  purposes.  That  is 
the  result  of  these  local  appointments  ; 
but  the  revising  barrister  can  be  removed 
at  any  time  by  the  House  of  Commons 
for  misbehavior ;  he  is  to  be  of  a  certain 
standing  and  if  he  chooses  to  do  anything 
wrong  he  must  take  the  consequences, 
including  an   appeal  from  this  decision. 

Hon.  Mr.   DICKEY. 


Therefore  I  cannot  sympathize  with  the 
objections  which  have  been  taken  to  that 
part  of  the  Bill,  and  I  now  will  answer  the 
challenge  which  has  been  issued  by  the 
hon.  member  from  Ottawa  as  to  what 
should  have  been  done  or  should 
not  have  been  done  in  another  place. 
My  hon.  friend  says  "  would  Lord  Salis- 
bury or  Mr.  Gladstone  think  of  introduc- 
ing a  Bill  with  such  a  provision  as  this — 
providing  for  revising  barristers  of  this 
kind  ?  Why,  I  tell  him,  in  the  registration 
Bill  which  has  recently  become  law  in 
England,  these  revising  barristers  in  Ire- 
land were  to  be  appointed  by  the  Lord 
Lieutenant — by  the  Government 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Hear,  hear !  that 
is  Irish  freedom   • 

Hon.  Mr,  DICKEY— It  begins  to 
pinch. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  not  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— These  revising 
barristers  are  appointed  by  the  Govern- 
ment through  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  and 
one  of  the  Home  Rulers  made  an  object- 
ion .  He  rose  and  argued  when  the  Bill 
came  down  to  the  House  of  Commons 
again  from  the  House  of  Lords,  and  the 
suggestion  was  made  that  they  should  not 
be  so  appointed,  but  by  some  local 
authority — by  the  judges  or  otherwise. 


Hon. 
hear  I 


Mr.    HAYTHORNE  —  Hear, 


Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— My  hon.  friend 
says  "  hear,  hear " ;  do  not  be  in  quite 
such  a  hurry.  We  will  see  whether  Lord 
Salisbury  or  Mr.  Gladstone  is  capable  of 
doing  such  a  monstrous  thing  as  this  is 
described  to  be.  These  objections  were 
made,  and,  after  being  talked  over,  the 
Home  Rulers,  who  have  never  been  slow  to 
challenge  a  division  of  the  House  when  they 
wished  to  put  their  views  on  record,  gave 
up  the  contention  and  allowed  the  Bill  to 
go  without  a  division. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  should  like  to 
ask  the  hon.  gentleman  to  produce  that 
statute.  It  referred  to  the  city  of  Dublin, 
and  not  to  the  whole  of  Ireland. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


The  Iranchiae  [JULY  9, 1886]  BiU. 


1237 


Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— In  the  Times, 
from  which  I  obtained  my  information,  it 
said  that  it  referred  only  to  Ireland,  not 
to  England.  It  does  not  matter  whether 
it  referred  to  Dublin  alone,  or  to  the 
whole  of  Ireland,  because  the  challenge 
was  that  I^rd  Salisbury  or  Mr.  Gladstone 
would  never  legislate  in  such  a  way.  It 
proves  this  that  the  matter  was  so  clear 
that  the  Home  Rulers  were  quite  satis- 
fied with  the  propriety  of  it  and  did  not 
ask  for  a  division.  It  proved  another 
thing,  that  it  was  a  provision  made  by  a 
Liberal  Government  headed  by  Mr.  Glad- 
stone. That  was  the  legislation,  and  it  is 
a  distinct  answer  to  the  challenge  which 
has  been  given. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Legislation  for  a 
country  governed  as  Ireland  is,  does  not 
apply  to  Canada.  We  are  a  free  people 
here;  they  are  not  a  free  people  in 
Ireland. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman challenged  us  to  show  where  Lord 
Salisbury  or  M^.  Gladstone  would  do  such 
a  thing. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Coercion  laws  do 
not  exist  here ;  that  is  no  parallel.  We 
are  not  governed  by  Dublin  Castle  or  a 
grand  jury  named  by  Dublin  Castle. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— My  hon.  friend 
evidently  did  not  know  anything  about  it 
when  he  issued  the  challenge. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  was  perfectly 
familiar  with  it  It  was  mentioned  in  the 
other  House  and  was  ridiculed  there. 
The  idea  of  attempting  to  apply  a  principle 
here  which  is  applied  in  the  Govern- 
ment of  Ireland ! 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— It  was  done  by 
a  Reform  Government  led  by  Mr  Glad- 
stone. If  he  chooses  to  attack  it  I  am 
perfectly  willing.  Now  we  come  to  the 
amendment  which  has  been  moved  and 
the  vote  which  has  been  asked  to  be 
passed  on  this  Bill,  and  there  again  we  are 
met  with  a  difficulty.  Some  of  us  who 
are  here  at  present  and  who  have  been 
here  much  longer  than  I  have  been, 
recollect  how  on  repeated  occasions  we 
have  heard  my  hon.  friend  from  Ottawa 


denounce  any  attempt  to  interfere  with 
the  legislation  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  a  matter  which  concerned  them- 
selves. What  have  we  before  us?  A 
resolution  placed  in  the  Speaker's  hands 
to  throw  back  this  Bill  in  the  face  of  the 
House  of  Commons — this  Bill  which  has 
caused  so  much  anxiety  and  trouble  in  the 
minds  of  the  hon.  gentleman's  friends  in 
that  quarter.  He  proposes  to  burke  it, 
not  in  the  way  they  attempted  there,  but 
in  his  own  peculiar  way  here,  by  asking 
this  House,  in  a  matter  which  concerns 
the  House  of  Commons,  which  regulates 
the  franchise  to  elect  their  members — he 
asks  us  to  give  it  the  six  months'  hoist  and 
to  throw  it  back  to  them.  Well  I  do  not 
think  that  is  exactly  the  course  that 
moderate  men  in  this  House  will  be  dis- 
posed to  pursue,  but  I  think  they  will  be 
less  induced  to  do  it  when  they  find  the 
source  from  which  it  comes,  from  an  hon. 
member  who  has  repeatedly  warned  us 
against  taking  any  such  course  with 
measures  of  that  kind  from  the  House  of 
Commons. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  warning  did 
not  prevail. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— The  hon.  gentle- 
man says  the  warning  did  not  prevail,  and 
therefore  my  hon.  friend  has  got  one  rule 
for  himself  when  he  is  in  power  and 
another  rule  for  himself  when  he  is  in 
opposition.  I  feel  I  am  not  trespassing 
on  courtesy  when  I  call  attention  to  his 
own  inconsistency.  Under  the  circum- 
stances I  think  the  House  would  do  well 
to  negative  that  motion,  because  it  strikes 
at  the  Bill :  it  admits  of  no  amendment 
He  refuses  to  take  the  Bill  into  considera- 
tion at  all.  He  throws  it  back  to  the 
House  of  Commons.  A  position  more 
repugnant  to  parliamentary  courtesy  I  have 
never  witnessed  before  in  in  the  whole 
course  of  my  parliamentary  experience. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Before  entering 
upon  the  subject  generally  I  wish  to  say  a 
few  words  in  reply  to  what  has  fallen  from 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Amherst  That 
hon.  gentleman  undertook  to  produce  a 
precedent  for  the  action  of  the  Government 
in  the  creation  of  the  revising  barrister 
provided  for  under  this  Bill  The  hon. 
gentleman  from  Ottawa  challenged  any 
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member  to  produce  an  English  case  where 
such  an  officer  had  been  created,  and  my 
hon.  friend  from  Amherst  has  his  case  at 
hand.  The  facts  of  that  case  came  out  in 
connection  with  a  statement  made  by  the 
leader  of  the  Government  in  the  other 
House.  The  Premier,  challenged  in  the 
same  way,  after  some  time  produced  this 
case.  He  said  "  In  the  city  of  Dublin  the 
same  thing  was  done."  He  did  not  make 
the  thing  general,  as  my  hon.  friend  has, 
but  gave  the  case  of  the  city  of  Dublia 
He  said  that  for  the  city  of  Dublin  a 
revising  barrister  is  appointed  by  the  Gov- 
ernment and  is  not  appointed  as  the  other 
revising  officers  in  the  United  Kingdom,  who 
are  appointed  bythe  judges  on  circuit,  or  the 
municipal  authorities.  If  there  was  one 
case  in  the  city  ot  Dublin  it  would  have 
been  a  very  poor  precedent  But,  when 
this  case  came  to  be  explained,  as  it  was 
explained  at  the  next  meeting  of  the 
House,  it  lost  its  value  altogether.  The 
facts  of  the  case  are  these-;  under  the 
election  law  as  it  stood,  the  Recorder  of 
Dublin  was  the  revising  officer,  and  was 
also  the  officer  charged  with  the  duty  of 
revising  the  jury  lists.  The  recorder  of 
Dublin  was  a  man  somewhere  about  90 
years  of  age.  He  had  become  incapable, 
from  his  great  age,  of  discharging  the  duties 
of  revising  the  electoral  list  and  the  jury 
list,  and  his  was  such  an  exceptional  case 
that  the  Government  had  to  step  in,  and 
apply  this  exceptional  law  to  meet  his  case, 
and  when  it  comes  to  be  explained  in  that 
way,  the  case  loses  all  its  value.  In  fact 
it  is  a  precedent  the  other  way.  Then  the 
hon.  gentleman  reflected  on  the  impro- 
priety of  the  motion  that  the  Bill  be  read 
this  day  six  months.  I  think  there  is  a 
great  deal  to  besaidin  favor  of  the  propriety 
of  that  motion,  even  admitting  that  the  con- 
tention of  my  hon.  friend  from  Amherst  was 
right,  and  that  the  Senate  was  wrong  in  inter- 
fering with  some  small  bills  respecting  the 
electoral  franchise  which  came  before  us 
in  former  years.  This  House  is  supposed 
to  represent,  in  a  peculiar  manner,  the 
rights  of  the  Provinces.  This  right  of 
deciding  who  shall  vote  for  members  of 
the  House  of  Commons  has  heretofore 
been  exercised  by  the  Provinces;  and 
now  it  is  proposed  to  take  that  right 
away  from  them  ;  and  I  think  that  there 
is  a  very  strong  argument  in  favor  of  this 
House  throwing  out  a  Bill  of  that  sort.     I 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER. 


fail  to  see  why  the  hoa  gentleman  from 
Ottawa  should  be  taunted  with  being 
inconsistent  at  all  in  this  matter.  The 
hon.  gentleman  from  Amherst  said  a 
good  deal  about  the  revisors  in  Nova 
Scotia,  reflecting,  I  think,  very  unjustly  and 
unfairly  on  the  character  of  the  officers  in 
that  Province ;  and  we  had  some  reflec- 
tions from  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Niagara  on  the  revisors  in  Ontario.  It  is 
a  somewhat  singular  thing,  if  the  revisors 
all  over  the  Dominion  are  as  partisan  as 
they  are  represented  to  be,  and  if  they 
are  as  we  are  told  partizan  chiefly  on  the 
Liberal  side,  it  is  an  astonishing  thing  that 
so  large  a  majority  of  Conservative  mem- 
bers are  returned  on  the  lists  made  up  by 
those  partizan  Liberal  officers.  The  thing 
is  absurd  on  the  face  of  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  did  not  say  the 
revisors  were  all  Liberals.  I  said  that 
whenever  you  come  to  see  the  complexion 
of  the  revisors  you  could  foretell  the  way 
the  election  would  go. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  understood  my 
hon.  friend  to  say  that  the  revisors  were 
all  on  the  one  side.  In  the  county  of 
Halifax  I  have  had  opportunities  of  know- 
ing how  the  lists  are  made,  and  I  think 
one  can  gather  almost  nothing  from  the 
politics  of  the  assessors  or  the  revisors.  I 
have  hardly  known  a  case  where  a  charge 
of  unfairness  against  the  revisors  or  asses- 
sors has  been  substantiated.  It  is  as  well 
while  dealing  with  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Amherst,  to  dispose  of 
this  question  of  the  local  assessors  and 
revisors.  Comparing  the  position  of  the 
assessors  and  revisors  with  the  revising 
barrister,  we  find  that  the  assessors  are,  as 
a  rule,  chosen  by  the  county  councils,  or 
elected  by  the  people  in  the  small  districts 
in  the  several  municipalities.  The  Asses- 
sors act  under  the  eyes  of  the  people  who 
know  them  well.  If  the  assessors  assess  a 
man  for  $50  more  than  he  ought  to  be 
assessed  for,  everybody  in  the  neighbor- 
hood knows  it,  and  there  is  an  outcry 
about  it.  If  a  man  is  assessed  for  less 
than  he  is  worth,  he  is  not  always  so 
ready  to  cry  out ;  still  other  people  will, 
and  acting  as  the  assessors  do,  and  as  the 
revisors  act  now,  under  the  eyes  of  their 
neighbors  who  know  them,  and  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  people  on  the  list,  it  is 
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practically  impossible  for  the  assesssors  or 
revisors  to  be  guilty  of  any  gross  outrages 
or  improprieties.  There  is  no  doubt  that 
the  revisors  as  well  as  the  assessors  occa- 
sionally have  their  leanings  towards  one 
party  or  the  other;  but  hon.  gentlemen 
will  see  this,  that  if  the  assessors  in  one  poll- 
ing section  happen  to  lean  one  way,  the 
probabilities  are  that  the  assessors  in  the 
adjoining  district  will  lean  the  other  way, 
and  as  a  rule,  taking  any  one  county  in 
the  province,  you  will  find  that  the  lists 
are  on  the  whole,  made  out  fairly.  If  in 
one  county  there  may  be  a  little  unfair- 
ness in  one  direction,  it  is  made  up  by  a 
little  unfairness  the  other  way  in  the 
adjoining  county — not  deliberate,  open 
unfairness,  but  the  result  possibly  of  a 
little  bias  in  those  officers.  The  fact  is 
that  there  has  never  been  any  serious 
complaint  made.  We  have  heard  mur- 
murings  from  defeated  candidates.  The 
natural  tendency  of  the  candidate  is  to 
think  that  the  man  who  gives  him  fair  play 
gives  him  a  little  less  than  fair  play.  You 
rarely  or  never  find  a  charge  of  unfairness 
substantiated  against  a  revisor  or  assessor ; 
and  that  is  the  best  evidence  that  there  is 
nothing  very  serious  in  those  complaints. 
Let  us  now  compare  the  position  of  the 
revisors  and  assessors  under  the  existing 
law  with  the  position  of  the  revising  bar- 
rister under  this  Bill.  As  I  have  said,  the 
assessors  and  revisors  are  acting  among 
their  neighbors.  If  a  name  is  improperly 
left  off,  the  neighborhood  knows  it  They 
know  that  John  Smith  who  is  qualified  to 
vote  is  left  off,  and  if  the  omission  is  dis- 
honest, public  opinion  is  brought  to  bear 
upon  the  officers,  and  they  are  compelled 
to  do  their  duty.  How  is  the  revising 
barrister  ?  He  comes  down  once  a  year ; 
he  knows  nobody  in  the  district ;  does  not 
know  how  much  people  are  worth,  or  any- 
thing else  about  them ;  and  if  he  has  a 
party  bias,  as  he  probably  will  have,  being 
appointed  by  one  party. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN — He  is  appointed 
by  both. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— He  is  appointed 
by  the  party  in  power.  When  he  comes 
down  to  the  polling  district,  how  will  the 
list  be  made  up  ?  The  revising  barrister 
will  probably  get  his  information  from  the 
Conservative  manipulator  of  the  polling 


district.  He  will  get  fiom  him  the  list  of 
names  that  ought  to  go  on — that  is  in 
addition  to  the  names  which  are  upon 
the  assessment  roll ;  and  I  imagine  it  will 
be  found  to  be  an  exceedingly  difficult 
thing  to  put  on  the  name  of  any  liberal 
voter  which  does  not  appear  on  the  as- 
sessment roll.  It  will  be  an  exceedingly 
difficult  thing  to  get  the  names  of  Liberal 
voters  on  income  franchise  in  provinces 
where  there  is  no  income  tax,  as  in 
Nova  Scotia,  upon  the  voters*  list. 

Going  back  to  the  general  question,  I 
do  not  think  that  the  arguments  advanced 
by  the  hon.  member  from  Ottawa  and  the 
hoa  member  firom  DeLanaudiere  have 
been  met  at  all.  These  two  hon.  gentle- 
men laid  down  this  principle,  and  I  think 
it  is  a  perfectly  sound  principle,  that  legis- 
lation which  affects  the  large  mass  of  the 
population  as  this  legislation  does, 
and  which  is  not  asked  for  by  anybody, 
for  which  there  are  no  petitions,  and  for 
which  there  has  been  no  demand  by 
public  meetings,  is  to  be  regarded  with  sus- 
picion, that  it  is  prima  fade  bad  and 
objectionable.  We  have  never  heard  of 
any  petition  for  this  Bill,  or  that  there 
have  been  any  resolutions  passed  in  favor 
of  it  before  its  introduction  \  and  therefore 
I  take  it  that  this  measure  is  one  that  the 
public  did  not  call  for,  and  which  is  to  be 
looked  at  by  the  public  with  suspicion.  It 
is  perfectly  true  that  under  the  British 
North  America  Act  we  have  a  right  to 
pass  this  Bill ;  but  there  are  a  number  of 
things  we  have  a  right  to  do  under  the 
the  British  North  America  Act  which  we 
do  not  do,  and  there  are  numbers  of  pro- 
visions in  the  Act  which  are  worded  in 
the  same  way  as  the  provision  with  res- 
pect to  a  Dominion  franchise  is  worded, 
and  which  have  been  let  run  on  for  a 
long  time  without  being  interfered  with. 
There  are  several  of  those  provisions  in  the 
Act 


Hon.   Mr.   KAULBACH- 
they? 


-What  are' 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  feel 
called  upon  to  read  a  great  number,  but  I 
shall  read  some,  and  I  may  say  that  the 
very  next  section  to  the  41st  section  shows 
how  accurate  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
DeSalaberry  was  as  to  the  question  which 
arose  between  him  and  the  hon.  gentle- 
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man  from  Amherst.     The  42nd  section  of 
the  British  North  America  Act  says  : 

**  For  the  first  election  of  members  to  serve 
in  the  House  of  Commons  the  Governor^ 
General  shall  cause  writs  to  be  issued  by 
such  persons,  in  such  forms  and  addressed  to 
such  returning  officers  as  he  thinks  fit,  &c." 

If  it  was  the  intention  of  the  framers  of 
the  Confederation  Act  that  the  franchises 
existing  in  the  provinces  at  the  time  of 
confederation  should  cease  to  be  the 
franchise  after  that  election,  the  provision 
would  have  been  worded  in  the  same  way. 
Then  section  47  says  : — 

**  Until  the  Parliament  of  Can  ad  a  otherwise 
provides,  in  case  of  the  absence  from  any  reason 
of  the  Speaker  from  the  chair  of  the  House  of 
Commons  for  a  period  ol  48  consecutive  hours, 
the  House  may  elect  another  of  its  members 
to  act  as  Speaker,  and  the  member  so  elected 
shall  during  the  continuance  of  such  absence 
of  the  Speaker  have  and  execute  all  the 
powers,  privileges  and  duties  of  Speaker." 

There  are  scores  of  provisions  worded 
in  that  way. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— And  some  of 
them  have  been  acted  upon. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Some  of  them 
have  and  some  of  them  have  not  been 
acted  upon ;  and  it  is  not  necessary  to  act 
upon  them  at  all.  Here  is  the  fact,  that 
we  have  worked  under  this  system  since 
1867,  and  there  has  been  no  serious  com- 
plaint made  of  the  working  of  the  system. 
We  have  had  no  petitions  asking  that  the 
system  be  changed,  and  it  has  not  been 
attempted  to  be  shown  that  there  was  any 
serious  objection  to  it.  The  only  com- 
plaint made  has  been  the  sort  of  complaint 
we  have  heard  to-night  from  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Amherst  that  the  revisors 
are  sometimes  partizan.  We  know  that 
the  revising  barrister  will  be  always 
partizan,  except  where  he  is  a  county 
judge. 

Hon.  Mr.  CARVELL—Do  not  except 
the  county  judge  please. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Well,  I  shall. 
We  must  remember  that  it  is  natural  to 
suppose  that  the  legislature  of  a  province 
would  know  better  what  franchise  suited 
that  province  than  the  Parliament  of  the 
Dominion. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER 


Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN— Or  the  Govern- 
ment of  that  province. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  legislature 
knows  best  what  suits  the  people  of  the 
province.  My  hon.  friend  seems  to  think 
that  that  is  rather  absurd.  Hon.  gentle- 
men will  remark  that  when  the  leader  of 
the  Government  introduced  this  Bill  in 
the  other  Chamber,  he  did  not  speak  on 
it  for  three  quarters  of  an  hour  or  half  an 
hour  as  the  leader  of  this  house  did  ;  he 
spoke  for  8  minutes,  and  the  only  reason 
he  gave  the  House  for  introducing  the 
measure  was  that  uniformity  was  desirable ; 
and  now  we  find  that  towards  the  close 
of  the  discussion  that  uniformity  has 
been  broken  through  altogether.  We  find 
that,  driven  by  the  logic  of  facts,  finding 
that  if  the  principle  of  uniformity  were 
carried  out  the  Bill  would  probably  result 
in  serious  injury  to  the  Government  in 
certain  provinces,  the  Minister  decided 
that  they  would  give  up  the  sole  reason 
for  introducing  the  measure,  as  far  as 
Prince  Edward  Island  and  British  Colum- 
bia are  concerned.  If  the  Government 
have  recognized  the  fact  that  the  legisla- 
tures of  those  provinces  know  better  what 
suited  them  than  the  Dominion  Govern- 
ment do — 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Or  the 
Dominion  members. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  contend  that  as 
long  as  a  province  is  represented  here  by 
a  certain  number  of  members,  the  legisla- 
ture can  be  trusted  with  deciding  by  whom 
they  are  to  be  elected.  Supposing  there 
was  something  in  the  argument  as  to  re- 
visors in  the  various  provinces,  I  think  the 
course  which  the  Minister  of  Justice  indi- 
cated that  he  would  have  preferred,  might 
have  been  adopted,  and  we  might  have 
left  the  franchise  with  the  several  provin- 
ces, and  the  Dominion  Government 
might  have  appointed  officers  to  revise 
lists.  I  do  not  see  myself  that  that  would 
have  been  necessary  ;  because  in  the  pro- 
vince of  Ontario,  as  to  which  the  greatest 
complaint  is  made — in  fact  it  is  the  only 
province  as  to  which  complaint  is  made 
— in  that  province,  at  the  present  time, 
the  county  judges  are  the  court  of  appeal 
from  the  revisors.  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Ottawa  has  called 
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attention  to  the  fact,  and  it  is  a  very  im- 
portant fact,  that  in  the  United  States,  the 
greatest  and  most  successful  Republic 
that  the  world  has  yet  seen,  they  have  had 
every  since  the  declaration  of  Indepen- 
dence the  same  system  that  we  have  found 
to  work  so  satisfactorily  here  since  Con- 
federation. It  has  been  said  by 
some  hon  gentlemen  in  this  House,  and 
it  is  one  of  the  reasons  given  outside 
for  the  introduction  of  this  measure  that 
we  should  have  a  franchise  of  our  own. 
That  is  a  narrow-minded  sort  of  argument 
If  we  do  not  find  the  need  of  a  franchise 
— if  we  find  the  lists  are  properly  made  up 
now,  and  do  not  feel  the  want  of  a  fran- 
chise of  our  own,  why  should  we  have  it  ? 
You  might  as  well  provide  that  each  mem- 
ber should  be  provided  with  a  rattle ;  there 
would  be  just  about  as  much  common 
sense  in  the  provision.  My  hon.  friend 
from  British  Columbia  is  making  some  in- 
articulate sounds  behind  me ;  but  that  hon. 
gentleman  and  his  friends  have  taken  care 
that  the  benefits  of  this  Bill  should  not  be 
applied  to  British  Columbia,  and  they  have 
taken  care  also  that  the  Indian  who  is 
looked  upon  as  being  such  an  addition  to 
the  voting  power  of  the  older  Provinces 
shall  not  vote  in  the  Pacific  Province  :  and 
I  do  not  think  it  lies  in  the  mouth  of  hon. 
gentlemen  from  that  province  to  say  any- 
thing against  our  opposition  to  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— I 
am  very  sorry  for  the  exception  myself. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Then  I  am  very 
sorry  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  not  a 
little  more  weight  in  the  councils  of  his  party. 
As  to  this  one  argument  which  has  been 
advanced  ii!  favor  of  the  Bill — the  argu- 
ment of  uniformity — 1  think  it  is  something 
like  what  the  crater  of  Vesuvius  was  found 
to  be  by  the  hero  of  "  Used  Up," — there 
is  nothing  in  it  There  is  nothing  in  this 
plea  of  uniformity.  First  we  have  British 
Columbia  and  Prince  Edward  Island  ex- 
cepted, so  that  the  uniformity  is  broken 
there.  Then  we  have  the  tribal  Indians 
enfranchised  in  the  eastern  provinces,  while 
the  same  Indians  are  not  enfranchised  in 
Manitoba  and  British  Columbia.  The  truth 
is  there  is  less  uniformity  now  than  before ; 
because  before,  in  each  of  the  provinces 
there  was  one  firanchise :  now  there  will  be 
two  franchises  in  each  province,  and  in 


British  Columbia  and  Prince  Edward  Is- 
land there  will  be  three  franchises ;  because 
taking  Prince  Edward  Island,  you  will  have 
in  that  province  for  the  local  elections 
manhood  sufTrai^e ;  then  for  the  Dominion 
elections  you  will  have  a  body  of  voters 
who  are  21  years  of  age  at  the  time  this 
Bill  goes  into  operation,  and  they  will  be 
entitled  all  their  lives  to  vote ;  then  you 
will  have  a  third  class  who  will  come  of 
age  after  the  passage  of  this  bill  who  will 
not  have  the  right  to  vote  unless  they  have 
property.  There  are  three  franchises  in 
those  provinces,  in  Ontario  you  have  two 
voters'  lists  made  up  on  almost  the  same 
basis  ;  (or  in  some  cases  the  qualification 
differs  by  only  $50.  The  franchise  in  Ontario 
is,  contrary  to  what  has  been  stated  by  the 
hon,  gentleman  from  Amherst  and  by 
the  leader  of  the  Government,  more 
liberal  than  that  embodied  in  this  Bill. 
The  law  which  is  in  force  there  now,  and 
which  would  be  the  law  that  would  govern 
the  Dominion  elections  if  we  did  not  pass 
this  Bill  is  more  liberal  and  gives  the 
franchise  to  more  people  than  this  Bill 
does.  There  is  a  difference  in  some  cases 
of  $100,  and  in  others  of  $50.  The  Bill 
which  we  have  before  us  requires  a  real 
estate  qualification  in  a  city  of  $300.  Under 
the  Ontario  law  it  is  only  $200.  The 
income  franchise  in  Ontario  is  $250 ; 
under  this  Bill  it  is  $300,  and  so  on  ;  and 
the  same  thing  applies  in  the  other  pro- 
vinces. In  Nova  Scotia  there  will  not  be 
a  very  great  difference  between  the  two 
franchises,  but  there  will  be  a  great  deal 
of  confusion  to  the  ordinary  voter,  who  has 
not  time,  and  is  not  enough  interested  in 
politics  to  look  after  his  rights.  One  of 
the  results  of  this  system  will  be  that  the 
revising  barrister  will  do  away  with  the 
necessity  for  the  employment  of  any  soli- 
citor for  the  conservative  candidate,  and 
the  liberal  party  will  have  to  employ  a 
solicitor  of  their  own  to  look  after  the 
interests  of  their  party.  It  is  an  exceed- 
ingly clever  move  to  make  the  country 
pay  for  the  legal  business  of  conservative 
candidates  throughout  the  Dominion,  while 
the  liberal  candidates  will  have  to  pay  for 
their  own  solicitors.  I  do  not  care  to  dwell 
at  this  hour  of  the  night  on  the  confusion 
that  will  be  caused  in  the  minds  of  the 
electors  in  other  ways  by  the  existence  of 
those  two  lists,  confusion  which  will  be 
the  greater  on  account  of  the  close  resem- 
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blance  of  the  franchises.  There  is  one 
subject  which  has  not  been  adverted  to  by 
anyone  in  the  discussion  here,  and  that  is 
the  vast  expense  that  the  working  out  of 
this  Bill  is  going  to  involve.  We  cannot 
sappose  that  the  revising  barrister  will  be 
paid  less  than  $500  for  his  services,  because 
no  barristei  of  any  weight  or  respectability 
at  all  would  undertake  the  duties  for  any 
less  sum  than  that — in  fact  it  is  putting  it 
too  low  altogether.  Then  the  revising 
barrister  is  to  have  a  permanent  clerk,  and 
a  bailifif;  and  one  cannot  suppose  that  the 
expenditure  will  not  exceed  $1,000  for 
each  constituency.  In  this  way  the  annual 
cost  of  the  machinery  of  this  Bill  will  be 
something  not  less  than  a  quarter  of  a 
million  of  dollars  a  year — nearly  as  much 
as  a  session  of  Parliament  used  to  cost  a 
few  years  ago ;  and  when  one  thinks  of  the 
very  little  substantial  good  that  is  to  be 
got  out  of  the  passing  of  the  Bill,  he  cannot 
help  feeling  that  a  quarter  of  a  million  of 
•dollars  is  altogether  too  much  to  pay  for  it 
There  is  another  circumstance  which  hon. 
gentlemen  supporting  this  Bill  have  left  out 
of  sight,  that  is  the  fact  that  the  right  to 
make  up  the  lists  of  the  persons  who  shall 
vote  is  taken  away  from  the  people  who 
have  had  it  for  a  great  many  years,  and 
who  still  have  it  in  every  English-speaking 
country  in  the  world  There  is  no  English- 
speaking  country,  and  I  think  hardly  any 
free  country  in  the  world  where  the  lists 
of  voters  are  not  made  up  in  the  first 
instance  by  officers  selected  by  the  people, 
or  officers  selected  by  representatives  of 
the  people ;  but  this  Bill  proposes  to  take 
that  right  away  from  the  people.  It  is 
not  for  the  people  to  say  now  who  are  to 
select  their  representatives;  it  is  the 
Government  of  the  day  who  take  to  them- 
selves the  right  to  say  who  shall  elect  the 
representatives.  It  would  be  a  much 
shorter  way,  perhaps,  if  the  Premier  were 
to  select  the  members  himself,  it  would 
save  a  great  deal  of  expense  and  trouble. 
These  are  some  of  the  objections  that 
have  struck  me  as  applying  to  the  Bill 
generally  without  reference  at  all  to  its  de- 
tails. As  to  the  Bill  itself,  anyone  can  see  on 
looking  into  it  that  it  is  a  very  complicated 
measure,  and  will  require  a  great  deal  of 
study.  It  will  require  a  good  deal  of 
study  from  a  lawyer  or  a  legislator  before 
he  will  understand  it,  and  it  will  be  a 
complete  puzzle  to  the  ordinary  elector. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER. 


I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to  say  anything 
as  to  the  Indian  question,  because  I  think 
the  Indian  should  be  just  in  the  same 
position  as  the  white  maa  We  make  no 
distinction  as  to  color  between  the  n^ro 
and  the  white;  and  I  do  not  think  we 
should  make  any  distinction  between 
Indians  and  whites ;  and  I  call  attention 
to  the  fact  that  in  Ontario  the  Indians  are 
placed  in  exactly  the  same  position  as 
whites.  I  find  there,  amongst  the  persons 
qualified  to  vote : — 

*'  All  ladiaDB  or  persons  with  part  Indiaii 
blood,  who  have  been  duly  eofranchised,  and 
all  unenfranchised  Indians  or  persons  with 
part  Indian  blood  who  do  not  participate  in 
the  annuities,  interest,  moneys  or  rents  of  a 
a  tribe,  band  or  body  of  Indians,  and  do  not 
reside  among  Indians,  subject  to  the  same 
qualifications  in  other  respects,  and  to  the 
same  provisions  and  restrictions  as  other 
persons  in  the  electoral  district" 

That,  it  seems  to  me,  is  as  much  as  any 
Indian  has  a  right  to  ask.  If  those  In- 
dians who  are  so  eloquently  described  by 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Niagara  are  all 
that  he  pamts  them,  why  is  it  that  they  are 
kept  in  tutelage  by  the  Government  under 
the  Indian  Act?  Will  the  Government 
enfranchise  these  men  and  give  them  a 
right  to  buy  and  sell  and  make  contracts, 
to  sue  and  be  sued  ?  If  they  do  then  the 
Indians  would  have  the  right  to  vote  under 
the  Ontario  Statute ;  but  until  that  time, 
while  they  are  treated  as  children  in  the 
eye  of  the  law,  they  should  not  be  treated 
as  grown  men  for  the  purpose  of  voting 
The  Indian  now  enjoys  immunities  from 
execution  and  so  on ;  and  in  return  for 
that  he  is  deprived  of  the  right  to  vote. 
If  he  chooses  to  assume  the  responsibilities 
of  a  white  man,  he  should  be  allowed  the 
right  to  vote,  and  he  then  has  a  vote  in 
Ontario.  One  thing  that  must  strike  one 
in  looking  over  the  Bill  is  that  there  is  no 
principle  running  through  it  at  all.  The 
franchise  is  not  based  upon  land  ;  we  find 
land  and,  we  find  income,  we  find  relation- 
ship to  persons  who  own  land ;  but  per- 
sonal property  does  not  seem  to  confer  a 
vote  except  in  the  form  of  income.  As  to 
to  the  revising  barrister,  enough  has  been 
said  by  gentlemen  who  have  gone  before 
me.  I  only  say  that  you  will  search  the 
records  of  all  the  free  countries  in  the 
world  without  finding  any  precedent  for 
this  revising  barrister.  In  England  the 
revising  barrister  in  Middlesex  is  appointed 
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by  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  England  ;  in 
other  counties  he  is  appointed  bv  the  Sen- 
ior Judge  of  Assize,  and  is  appointed  only 
for  one  year. 

Hon.  Mr.  GOWAN— They  are  con- 
tinued from  year  to  year  during  good  be- 
havior, and  practically  it  is  for  life. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  is  as  a  rule 
If  a  judge  appoints  a  revising  barrister  this 
year,  and  he  does  his  duty  properly  he  is 
reappointed  next  year,  but  still  his  tenure 
is  from  year  to  year,  and  he  is  appointed 
by  the  judge  and  not  by  the  Government. 
I  might  mention  that  in  one  case  at  any 
rate,  the  revising  barrister — Beales  I 
think  was  his  name — was  not  reappointed, 
because  he  had  been  taking  an  active  part 
in  politics,  and  was  known  to  be  a  strong 
partizan;  and  his  services  were  discontinued 
when  the  year  ended  There  is  one  mat- 
ter to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Am- 
herst referred  and  which  I  have  overlooked 
He  referred  to  the  Statute  passed  in  the 
year  1882.  It  was  an  amendment  intro- 
duced in  the  Senate  to  the  redistribution 
Bill.  I  thought  myself  at  the  time  it  was 
one  of  the  most  objectionable  Acts  ever 
perpetrated  by  the  Senate.  The  redistri- 
bution Bill  of  1882  did  not  deal  with  the 
franchise  at  all ;  it  simply  dealt  with  the 
boundaries  of  electoral  districts,  and  this 
amendment  which  my  hon.  friend  read 
was  introduced  in  this  Chamber  for  the 
express  purpose  of  carrying  the  county  of 
Halifax  for  the  Conservative  candidates. 
I  might  mention  that  it  was  successful ; 
that  if  it  had  not  been  for  that  amendment 
made  here  in  the  Senate,  the  county  ot 
Halifax  would  at  the  election  of  1882, 
have  returned  one  Conservative  and  one 
Liberal  member — that  there  were  enough 
railway  votes  given  to  one  of  the  Conser- 
vative members  to  secure  his  return.  I 
want  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  facts  about  the  Nova  Scotia  statutes. 
The  Minister  said  that  in  the  provinces 
they  kept  continually  altering  the  fran- 
chise. I  may  say  that  this  year  1885,  is 
the  first  time  that  any  serious  alteration 
has  been  made  in  the  franchise  of  Nova 
Scotia  since  1863.  In  1871  an  Act  was 
passed  by  the  legislature  of  Nova  Scotia, 
entitled  "An  Act  to  secure  the  In- 
dependence of  the  House  of  Assembly," 
and  that  that  Act  disqualified  employes 


'^  in  the  Post  Office,  the  Custom  House, 
the  Inland  Revenue  Department,  the 
Lighthouse  service,  on  the  Government 
railroads,  in  the  Crown  Land  office,  or  the 
local  Public  Works  and  Mines." 

It  has  been  customary  to  disqualify 
civil  servants.  Until  very  recently,  in 
England,  the  civil  servants  were  disquali- 
fied from  voting,  and  the  tide  of  that  Nova 
Scotia  Act  indicates  its  object.  It  was  for 
the  purpose  of  securing  the  independence 
of  the  House  of  Assembly.  Hon.  gentle- 
men, will  remember  that  at  that  time  im- 
portant matters  were  being  discussed  be- 
tween the  Dominion  Government  and  the 
province,  and  the  object  was  to  prevent 
officers  of  the  Dominion  Government  from 
mfluencing  the  elections  to  the  Local 
Assembly  ;  and  as  to  the  railway  officials, 
I  think  there  was  no  doubt  as  to  the 
necessity  of  this  measure,  because  I  know 
that  on  one  occasion — in  1870  or  187 1 — 
tiie  railway  employts  of  Halifax  went  to 
the  polls  in  a  body,  ana  it  was  perfectly 
natural  that  the  Local  Legislature  should 
disfranchise  those  men  because  their  vote 
was  not  a  free  vote. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ— Did  they  vote  by 
ballot? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  vote  by 
ballot  at  provincial  elections  was  intro- 
duced in  1870,  I  think,  and  at  Dominion 
elections  in  1874.  There  was  just  one 
matter  that  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Niagara  laid  some  stress  on,  and  I  think 
that  it  deserves  to  be  mentioned.  The 
hon.  gentleman  said  that  Mr.  Mowat's  re- 
distribution bill  of  this  year  was  a  gerry- 
mandering bill.  I  have  paid  some  little 
attention  to  the  discussion  on  that  matter, 
and  I  do  not  think  it  has  ever  been  estab- 
lished that  there  was  anything  very  unfair 
about  Mr.  Mowat's  redistribution  bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  CARVELL— Of  course  not. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— -I  am  going  to 
give  an  authority  on  that  point  I  notice 
that  the  Toronto  Week  which  is  generally 
supposed  to  be  a  fairly  impartial  paper — 
at  least  it  was  during  the  winter — said  at 
the  time  this  measure  was  before  the 
Local  Legislature,  or  just  after  the 
measure  had  passed,  that  it  could 
not    be     fairly    looked    upon    as    be- 
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ing  an  unfair  or  partizan  measure. 
I  take  the  opinion  of  the  Week  in  prefer- 
ence to  the  opinion  of  gentlemen,  no 
matter  how  well  informed,  who  have  very 
strong  political  feelings.  I  think  we  shall 
only  be  doina:  our  duty  if  we  save  a  great 
deal  of  money  to  the  country,  a  very  large 
annual  expenditure,  and  if  we  leave  the 
provinces  the  power  which  they  have 
exercised  ever  bince  Confederation  and 
exercise  fairly  as  well  as  one  can  see,  they 
having  returned  Conservative  majorities 
to  the  House  four  times  out  of  five.  I 
think  it  is  exceedingly  ungrateful  on  the 
part  of  the  Conservative  Government  to 
undertake  to  treat  so  badly  the  people 
who  have  treated  them  so  well. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Although 
the  hour  is  late  I  wish  to  reply  to  the 
remarks  of  some  of  my  hon.  friends.  The 
hon.  member  from  Halifax  thinks  it  is  not 
right  to  "  treat  so  badly  "  those  who  have 
treated  the  Government  so  well.  I  agree 
with  him,  but  I  do  not  see  that  there  is 
anything  unfair  about  this  Bill.  Not  a 
man  is  disfranchised  by  it,  not  even 
in  British  Columbia  or  Prince  Edward 
Island  All  those  who  enjoy  the  franchise 
now  will  still  have  it,  and  in  every  way 
there  will  be  an  improvement.  Therefore 
I  cannot  see  why  my  hon.  friend  says  that 
anybody  is  treated  unfairly  by  this 
measure.  If  there  is  any  subject  which  is 
peculiarly  within  the  power  and  province, 
and  belongs  specially  to  the  House  of 
Commons  it  is  one  of  this  character,  and  we 
should  be  careful  before  we  attempt  to 
change  this  Bill.  We  may  give  it  a  fair 
criticism,  but  if  there  is  anything  which 
belongs  peculiarly  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons on  which  they  have  chiefly  to  deter- 
mine, it  is  a  Bill  of  this  kind  I  think 
the  representatives  elected  by  the  people 
are  the  best  judges  of  the  franchise  which 
they  ought  to  have.  We  find  that  after 
devoting  two  months  to  the  discussion  of 
this  measure  in  the  other  branch  of  Par- 
liament, out  of  those  who  voted  upon  it 
only  thirty-five  of  the  whole  House  support- 
ed the  motion  for  the  three  months'  hoist. 
Therefore  I  hold  that  this  Bill  is  not  only 
one  peculiarly  belonging  totheother  branch 
of  Parliament  and  therefore  one  which  we 
should  be  slow  to  amend,  but  the  opinion  ex- 
pressed by  the  representatives  of  the  people 
in  that  Chamber  has  been  very  strongly  in 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER. 


its  favor,  and  the  Bill  has  been  passed  by 
such  a  large  majority  that  I  think  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  ought  to  hesitate 
before  he  moves  the  six  months'  hoist,  or 
endeavor  by  any  means  to  destroy  ils 
usefulness  and  effective  working,  and  deny 
the  franchise  to  tens  of  thousands  of  the 
wealth-producing  people  of  this  country. 
As  regards. civil  rights  and  the  basis  of  the 
franchise  for  the  local  legislature,  we  do 
not  attempt  to  interfere  with  it  We  say 
the  franchise  for  the  Local  Legislature  is 
with  the  province.  Provincial  legislatures 
ignore  municipal  boundaries,  and  so  do  we 
provincial  boundaries.  In  the  same  way 
the  basis  of  representation  in  the  Dominion 
House  of  Commons  should  rest,  as  our 
constitution  declares  it  rests,  with  the 
Parliament  of  Canada,  and  we  should 
recognize  no  provincialism  or  provincial 
bounds  in  a  matter  of  this  kind  I  know 
that  the  people  of  the  Dominion  have  been 
surprised  that  the  Dominion  Government,, 
that  the  Parliament  of  Canada,  have  so 
long  deferred  exercising  the  rights  of 
franchise,  the  fountain  of  law  and  order 
which  belong  to  them,  and  the  root  of 
government,  a  matter  wholly  within  the 
purview  and  authority  of  the  Dominion 
Parliament — that  we  should  be  content  to 
let  the  local  government  legislate  for  us* 
In  one  province  a  man  may  now  be  disfran- 
chised who,  in  another,  would  have  a  vote^ 
it  seems  unreasonable  on  the  face  of  it^ 
and  justice  and  common  sense  dictate 
and  the  great  mass  of  the  people,  through 
their  representatives,  say  that  we  should 
have  a  uniform  franchise.  It  is  quite 
evident  to  my  mind,  and  it  cannot  be 
denied  or  doubted  that  the  framers  of  the 
constitution  intended  that  this  power 
should  be  in  and  exercised  by  the  Dom- 
inion Parliament — that  the  representatives 
elected  to  this  Parliament  should  make 
the  franchise  and  provide  the  machinery 
by  which  members  of  the  House  of 
Commons  should  be  returned ;  other- 
wise  the  British  North  America  Act 
would  not  have  so  declared  it,  and  it 
would  not  have  gone  on  the  statute  book 
in  such  emphatic  terms,  and  it  is  only,  as 
the  hon.  member  from  Amherst  has  re- 
marked, because  it  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary that  we  should  take  at  first  the 
existing  machinery  in  the  different  prov- 
inces by  which  the  members  oi  the  first  Par- 
liament held  after  confederation  could  be 
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elected ;  and  before  such  parliament  as- 
sembled how  could  it  exercise  the  rights 
possessed  under  the  Confederation  Act  to 
fix  its  own  franchise?  The  provinces, 
therefore,  were  allowed,  of  necessity,  not 
to  fix  the  franchise  for  Dominion  elections, 
but  the  first  House  of  Commons  was  to  be 
returned  by  the  franchises  then  existing. 
But  what  do  we  find  ?  Not  only  does  the 
Confederation  Act  confer  the  right  on 
this  Parliament,  but  we  find  immedi* 
ately  after  the  Union  the  framers  of 
the  constitution  who  came  here  to 
carry  it  into  operation  as  the  representatives 
of  the  people,  recognized  that  right  at  the 
very  first  meeting  of  Parliament  We  find 
in  the  first  speech  from  the  Throne  after 
the  union,  amongst  the  subjects  mentioned 
is  a  firanchise  bill  for  the  Dominion.  The 
hon.  gentleman  from  DeSalaberry  says 
that  it  never  was  intended  by  the  framers 
of  the  constitution  that  this  subject  should 
be  taken  out  of  the  hands  of  the  local 
legislature :  yet  here  is  the  fact,  the  indus- 
putable  fact  to  ihe  contrary,  fhat  in  the  first 
speech  from  the  Throne  delivered  after 
the  union  our  right  to  fix  the  franchise  for 
the  Dominion  is  recognized,  and  a  bill  for 
that  purpose  is  foreshadowed,  and  was  in- 
troduced in  1869;  and  again,  I  think  it 
was  introduced  in  1870,  when,  although  it 
was  discussed,  no  definite  action  was  taken 
upon  it  We  find  at  that  time  it  was 
not  made  a  party  measure  ;  our  right  to  it 
and  the  necessity  for  itwere  not  questioned. 
The  desirability  of  uniformily  in  the  fran- 
chise was  recognized  by  all  parties,  and  it 
was  not  considered  to  be  a  party  measure 
at  all.  Both  parties  recognized  the  right 
and  not  only  the  right  but  the  duty  of  this 
Parliament  to  fix  a  franchise  for  themselves. 
I  quote  the  language  of  the  then  leader  of 
the  Opposition,  Mr.  Mackenzie,  and  I  will 
also  show  that  the  present  leader  of  the 
Opposition  endorsed  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  and  thatbothrecognked  the  right  which 
we  possess  and  our  duty  to  legislate  thereon. 
I  may  state  also  as  a  fact  that  the  late 
Senator  Brown,  in  his  crgan  the  Globe^  Ihen 
censured  tfee  Government  of  the  day  for 
not  having  passed  a  bill  of  this  kind  and 
condemned  the  delay.  Therefore  I  say 
not  only  has  the  right  been  conferred  upon 
us  by  the  constitution  but,  the  moment 
Parliament  met  to  legislate  here  under 
the  constitution,  that  right  was  recognized 
and  acted  on  ;  and  not  as  a  party  question 


but  as  a  matter  on  which  the  Dominion 
Parliament  should  legislate  and  as  to  which 
all  parties  were  agreed.  In  the  speeches 
from  which  I  am  about  to  quote  there  was 
no  denial  of  the  principle  that  there  should 
be  a  uniform  franchise.  It  was  admitted 
and  recognized  by  everyone  at  that  day, 
and  it  was  never  advocated  by  anyone  on 
either  side  that  each  province  should  con- 
tinue to  be  allowed  to  fix  whatever  fran- 
chise it  pleased  for  the  election  of  members 
to  the  Dominion  House  of  Commons.  The 
chief  details  of  the  Bill,  which  was  then 
proposed,  were  very  like  those  of  the  Bill 
now  before  us.  The  Hon.  Mr.  Mackenzie 
was  then  leader  of  the  Opposition,  and 
these  are  his  words  :  "  When  the  Minis- 
ter of  Justice  first  introduced  the  Bill,  he 
said  it  was  not  a  party  measure,  and  the  Op- 
position were  quite  ready  to  treat  it  in  that 
way."  The  Hon.  George  Brown,  in  the 
Globe  fiit  organ  of  the  Liberal  party,  on  1 5th 
March,  1870,  said  :  "There  is  no  doubt 
that  a  judicious  election  law  is  very 
much  needed  "  j  and  in  the  same  paper, 
on  2oth  May,  1872,  Mr.  Brown  com- 
plained and  censured  the  Government 
for  its  failure  to  push  the  Franchise 
Bill  to  its  second  reading,  and  stated 
there  was  no  excuse  for  the  delay. 
I  ask  hon.  gentlemen  opposing  this 
Bill,  how  these  facts,  and  the  utterances 
of  the  Liberal  leaders,  accord  with  their 
assertions  here  this  evening :  that  it  was 
never  intended  that  this  Parliament  should 
deal  with  the  franchise  ?  They  know  well, 
as  everybody  knows,  that  for  years,  ever 
since  Confederation,  a  franchise  bill  has 
been  talked  of  in  Parliament  and  out  of 
Parliament,  and  all  the  main  features  of 
the  Bill  have  been  for  years  before  the 
country.  We  find  Mr.  Blake,  the  present 
leader  of  the  Opposition,  also  saymg,  in 
the  Parliament  of  1870  : — 

"  They  were  all  agreed  as  to  the  necessity 
of  an  Electoral  Act,  and  however  much  he 
might  oppose  some  of  the  details  of  the  mea- 
sure he  had  no  idea  of  opposing  the  second 
reading." 

We  find,  as  I  said,  the  present  leader  of 
the  Opposition,  then  a  leading  member  of 
the  Opposition  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, admitting  the  principle  of  the  Bill 
and  approving  of  it,  and  we  find  at  the 
same  time  that  when  the  Bill  did  not  pass 
but  was  delayed,  the  Hon.  George  Brown 
published  articles  in  his  newspaper,  the 
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Globe^  in  1870  and  1872,  approving  of  a 
franchise  measure  and  saying  it  was  very 
much  needed,  and  urging  that  a  Bill  of 
that  nature  should  be  passed.  It  was  well 
known  that  the  present  leader  of  the 
Government  favored  establishing  a  uni- 
form franchise  for  the  Dominion.  Not 
only  that,  but  for  the  last  two  or  three 
years  we  have  had  a  Franchise  Bill  before 
the  country,  and  if  the  people  were  opposed 
to  a  measure  of  that  kind  we  would  have 
had  both  Houses  flooded  with  petitions 
against  it,  for  we  know  how  cheaply  the 
Opposition  can  get  them  up.  But  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Halifax,  as  well  as 
all  others,  has  failed  to  show  that  there  is 
any  hostile  feeling  in  the  country  to  this 
measure.  Had  there  been  such  a  feeling 
my  hon.  friend  would  have  been  the  first 
to  fan  the  flame  of  discontent.  He  has 
been  down  to  Nova  Scotia  since  the  in- 
troduction of  the  measure  and  he  has 
failed  to  find  any  feeling  in  that  Province 
hostile  to  the  Bill.  In  fact  we  all  feel 
down  there,  every  Nova  Scotian,  every 
fisherman  feels,that  in  passing  this  measure 
Parliament  is  conferring  a  boon  upon  the 
people.  It  is  extending  the  franchise  to 
tens  of  thousands  of  the  wage-earners  of 
the  country,  the  men  who  make  the 
wealth  and  build  up  the  prosperity  of  the 
country.  Instead  of  injuring  the  people 
this  Bill  extends  the  franchise  everywhere 
to  the  laboring,  wealth-producing  people, 
so  that  every  man  who  deserves  the  name  of 
a  man  will  be  given  the  right  to  vote.  The 
vagrants  and  tramps  only  will  be  excluded. 
I  can  easily  understand  why  the  Opposi- 
tion here,  who  refused  when  in  power  to 
grant  any  incentive  to  labor  in  the  coun- 
try; who  would  even  now  deprive  the 
working  classes  of  those  industries  which 
give  them  employment;  who  would 
have  them  beggared  as  they  had  been 
beggared  by  the  policy  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment— I  can  understand  why  the  Oppo- 
sition when  they  find  every  industry  in  the 
country  active  and  the  laboring  classes 
praising  the  policy  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment which  enables  them  to  obtain  a  fair 
day's  pay  for  a  fair  day's  work — I  can 
understand  why  the  Opposition  here  should 
fear  the  result  of  extending  the  franchise 
to  those  men  whom  they  kept  in  pauper- 
ism and  bondage  during  the  five  years  that 
they  held  the  reins  of  power.  They  may 
well  fear  and  tremble  at  the  consequences 
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of  passing  this  Act  which  would  enable  the 
farmers'  sons  as  well  as  the  industrious 
masses  of  the  cities  to  express  their  views 
at  the  polls  and  declare  who  shall  repre- 
sent them  in  Parliament  Now  what  class 
of  people  should  be  excluded  ?  Why  do  we 
find  gentlemen  opposed  to  this  bill  ?  Is 
the  franchise  too  high  or  is  it  too  low? 
We  find  some  gentlemen  from  Quebec  ex- 
pressing the  opinion  that  it  is  rather  too 
extended,  and  preferring  real  estate  as  the 
basis,  while  on  the  opposition  side  of  the 
House  they  do  not  venture  to  say  that  it 
is  either  too  contracted  or  too  expanded 
What  industrial  class  in  this  country  has 
not  been  favored  by  this  bill  ?  Are  they 
not  all  alike?  I  would  go  further  than 
this  Bill  extends,  and  approve  of  manhood 
suffrage  with  residence  and  registry.  I  be- 
lieve it  it  the  purest  franchise  you  can  get 
under  all  the  circumstances.  In  rural 
districts  I  think  it  is  the  right  suffrage : 
but  there  are  certain  tramps  and  vaga- 
bonds always  to  be  found  in  large  towns 
who  ought  not  to  have  the  suffrage, 
and  if  it  were  not  for  that  class  I  would 
freely  and  willingly  go  for  an  extension  of 
the  suffrage  to  all  residents  with  registry, 
being  men  of  full  age.  Now  I  have  shown 
what  you  all  know,  that  not  only  was  this 
right  given  to  us  under  our  constitution, 
but  that  it  has  been  recognized  from  the 
very  first  meetmg  of  the  Parliament  of 
Canada  and  the  principle  of  a  uniform 
franchise  for  the  whole  Dominion  has  been 
admitted  at  all  times  not  by  one  party  only 
but  by  all  parties  in  the  Dominion.  It  is 
only  now,  when  the  Opposition  fear,  and 
rightly  fear,  the  consequences  of  giving  such 
an  extended  franchise  that  they  desire  to 
obstruct  legislation  and  to  defeat  the  will  of 
the  people  expressed  through  a  very  large 
majority  of  their  representatives  in  the 
other  House.  As  the  hon.  member  fi'om 
Amherst  remarked,  it  cannot  be  said  for  a 
moment  that  the  Government  here  are 
afraid  to  go  to  the  same  people  who  re- 
turned them  at  the  last  election.  Not  a 
man,  by  this  Bill,  is  to  be  disfranchised 
who,  at  last  election,  voted,  but  we  are 
also  extending  the  franchise  to  tens  of 
thousands,  to  those  who,  under  the  policy 
of  this  Government,  a  paternal  policy, 
have  qualified  themselves  to  vote  under 
this  Bill,  who  have  acquired  sufficient 
property  and  earn  sufiScient  wages  co  en- 
able them  to  vote.  As  r^ards  the  Indians 
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I  will  say  nothing :  I  think  the  hon. 
member  from  Niagara  showed  us  so  fully 
and  in  such  an  admirable  speech,  what 
their  rights  are,  that  we  must  all  be  con- 
vinced that  we  should  be  the  last  to 
trample  upon  them  and  deprive  them  of 
any  rights  which  they  can  demand.  We 
have  taken  from  them  their  property,  and 
deprived  them  of  their  natural  mode  of 
living ;  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  are  op- 
posed to  this  Bill  would  like  to  keep  them 
in  bondage  instead  of  encouraging  them 
to  become  good  citizens  and  to  take  a 
share  in  the  privileges  and  duties  of  citi- 
zenship. As  regards  the  revising  barris- 
ters, my  hon.  friend  says  there  is  no 
necessity  for  them  in  Nova  Scotia.  I 
will  ask  him  to  refer  to  the  proceedings  in 
the  Nova  Scotia  Legislature  when  the  new 
franchise  was  introduced  there.  We  had 
on  that  occasion  even  members  of  the 
Government  declaring  that  the  present 
assessment  was  inefficient  and  bad,  and 
that  they  could  not  approve  of  it.  If  the 
hon.  gentleman  will  look  back  over  the 
fyles  of  the  papers,  he  will  find  that  mem- 
bers of  the  Government  in  the  House  ad- 
mitted that  the  assessment  system  was 
faulty,  that  it  was  to  a  large  extent  unsat- 
isfactory :  that  may  not  have  been  the 
word  used,  but  it  conveys  what  was 
meant,  and  they  unsparingly  condemned 
the  present  revising  system — that  it  was 
not  at  all  satisfactory.  We  know  that  un- 
der the  local  laws  the  revisers  and  assess- 
ors are  generally  selected  by  violent  parti- 
ran  councillors  for  party  purposes.  We  know 
that  under  the  municipal  system  there  is  a 
great  incentive  to  elect  councillors  who  will 
control  the  electorate.  For  that  object 
great  excitement  is  got  up,  and  were  it 
not  for  that  fact  the  best  men  would  be 
returned  ;  but  instead  of  returning  the 
best  men,  violent  partizans  are  returned 
who  will  appoint  such  men  as  will 
carry  out  the  wishes  of  the  party  to  which 
they  belong,  and  generally  most  rabid 
politicians  are  appointed  as  assessors  and 
revisors.  Is  this  Parliament  to  be  con- 
trolled by  such  a  system  as  that?  The 
hon.  member  from  Halifax  says  if  such  a 
thing  happens  In  one  county,  it  is  counter- 
balanced by  some  other  man  m  another 
county,  who  will  act  on  the  other  side  the 
other  way.  Is  that  an  argument  why  the 
the  will  of  the  people  should  not  be  pro- 
perly expressed  at  the  polls;  that  two 


wrongs  shall  make  a  right ;  that,  because 
the  lists  are  not  properly  made  out  in 
one  county,  the  evil  is  to  be  counter- 
balanced by  a  corresponding  evil  on  the 
other  side  in  an  adjoining  county? 
That  is  the  argument  that  he  made 
here.  I  cannot  help  dwelling  on  it — it  is 
monstrous,  that  although  in  one  county 
by  the  improper  exercise  of  their  duties 
by  revisers  and  assessors,  a  wrong  man 
may  be  returned  for  Parliament,  partizan 
officers  in  the  next  county,  on  the  other 
side,  may  make  up  for  it  I  ask  hon. 
gentlemen  to  pause  and  consider  if  such 
machinery  should  be  the  basis  of  respon- 
sible government  by  a  parliamentary  ma- 
jority. That  shows  that  the  whole  system 
is  had,  and  when  he  attempts  to  compare 
such  irresponsible  revisers  with  men  who 
will  be  appointed  under  this  Act,  men 
selected  from  one  of  the  highest  profes- 
sions in  the  country  ;  men  who  must  and 
will  be  appointed  because  of  their  fitness 
for  the  position  :  the  hon.  gentleman  fails 
to  appreciate  the  value  of  this  measure. 
Those  men  are  responsible  for  their  acts, 
and  besides,  there  is  an  appeal  from 
their  decision  not  only  on  matters  of  fact 
but  on  matters  of  law,  so  that  I  do  not 
know  of  any  greater  guards  and  checks 
that  can  be  made  and  thrown  around  this 
Bill  to  perfect  it  and  to  prevent  it  from 
being  used  in  a  partizan  manner.  A  bar- 
rister who  wants  to  live  by  his  profession 
and  be  respected  in  a  country  cannot  act 
as  a  partizan  when  he  takes  an  office  like 
this.  He  knows  that  if  he  performs  his 
duties  faithfully  and  honestly,  his  office 
will  be  continued  as  long  as  he  is  able  to 
perform  his  duties.  He  is  as  independent 
as  a  judge  on  the  bench,  and  is  as  quali- 
fied as  a  judge  on  the  bench  for  the  posi- 
tion he  holds ;  and  I  am  surprised  that  my 
hon.  friend,  occupying  the  position  he 
does  as  a  member  of  the  bar,  should 
have  made  such  a  remark  that  the 
men  appointed  as  revising  barristers 
would  be  appointed  for  partizan  purposes, 
would  always  be  paitizans,  and  they  would 
act  as  partizans  as  long  as  they  held  that 
position.  I  am  surprised  that  the  hon. 
gentleman,  knowing  as  he  does  or  ought 
to  know  the  dignity  and  standing  of  the 
profession  in  Nova  Scotia,  should  say  that 
any  man  could  be  found  in  the  pro- 
fession that  would  act  in  the  way  he 
charges.     If  we  take  the  act  referred  to 
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by  my  hon.  friend  from  Amherst,  passed 
by  the  local  legislature,  we  will  find  that 
ts  whole  scope  and  object  was  against,  and 
that  it  disfranchises,  not  men  voting  for 
themselves,  but  men  who  vote  for  Domi- 
nion elections.  They  attempted  in  that 
legislature  to  control  the  representation  in 
the  Dominion  Parhament,  as  well  as  in  the 
Local  Assembly,  and  it  is  no  wonder  that 
this  Parliament,  urged  by  public  senti- 
ment, should  have  stepped  in  to  counter- 
act such  an  abuse  of  the  rights  and  privi- 
leges of  Parliament  Read  this  Bill  with- 
out party  prejudice,  as  everyone  should 
do,  and  then  it  would  not  fail  of  con- 
vincing everybody  that  it  is  designed 
to  secure  the  purity  of  our  elections,  and 
its  cost  is  not  to  be  weighed  against  the 
securing  of  such  a  boon — the  return  to 
parliament  of  the  people's  choice.  I  un- 
derstand in  some  of  the  other  provinces — I 
am  thinking  of  Ontario — the  reform  party 
continue  m  power,  by  skill  in  manipulating 
and  framing  of  franchises,  and  with  the 
undisguised  object  of  interfering  with  the 
Dominion  Parliament,  and  bringing  it 
into  accord  with  their  own  views  and 
wishes.  I  do  not  desire  further  to  occupy 
the  time  of  the  House  at  this  late  hour, 
but  I  have  failed  as  yet  to  find  any 
reasonable  or  valid  argument  in  opposi- 
tion to  this  Bill.  The  hon.  gentleman 
from  DeLanaudiere,  it  seemed  to  me,  telt 
so,  as  he  was  forced  to  construct  and  set 
up  an  image,  for  the  purpose  of  knocking 
it  down  again.  Three-fourths  of  his 
speech  was  with  regard  to  woman  suff- 
rage, which  is  not  thought  of,  which  is  not 
in  the  Bill,  and  to  which  nobody  had 
referred.  I  have  seen  children  playing 
hard  in  building  up  a  snow-man  for  the 
purpose  of  knocking  it  down  again. 
It  is  an  illustration  of  the  course  of  the 
hon.  gentleman,  who  set  up  a  fancy  of  his 
own  simply  to  knock  it  down.  As  regards 
the  expense  of  the  machinery  to  carry  out 
this  Bill,  I  cannot  conceive  that  it  is  going 
to  be  anything  like  what  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Halifax  and  the  other  obstruct- 
ers  of  this  Bill  say  it  is.  The  revising 
barrister  takes  the  last  electoral  list  of  the 
constituency,  and  if  that  is  not  to  be  had 
he  takes  the  last  assessment  roll.  He 
does  not  manufacture  the  first  list ;  but  he 
ukes  the  old  one,  and  to  that  he  adds 
the  names  of  the  voters  qualified  under 
this   Bill,  on  the  information  he  receives, 
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The  list  is  then  open  for  correction  and, 
if  necessary,  revision  in  court  After  the 
first  voters'  list  is  perfected  there  is  very 
little  to  be  done  year  after  year  in  revising 
or  correcting  it,  and  I  cannot  see  or 
believe  that  in  that  there  will  be  the  ex- 
pense that  my  hon.  friend  refers  to.  Hon. 
gentlemen  have  not  been  able  to  attack 
this  Bill  or  to  show  that  any  class  of  peo- 
ple have  been  wronged  or  that  any  parly 
who  has  been  hitherto  entitled  to  the 
franchise  will  be  deprived  of  it  Every 
man  in  Prince  Edward  Island  who  now 
has  a  vote  will  bold  his  vote.  We  are 
not  doing  our  duty  as  representatives  of 
the  people  in  this  independent  branch  of 
the  Legislature  if  we  do  not  give  what  the 
constitution  not  only  intended  but  did  give 
to  the  people  of  this  country,  and  which 
they  directly  demand  through  their  mem- 
bers. If  the  constitution  intended  that 
this  parliament  should  regulate  the  fran- 
chise— which  it  expressly  does — no  one  can 
deny  that  we  would  be  acting  in  a  tyranni- 
cal manner,  in  fact  we  would  be  acting  at 
the  tip-t6p  of  our  powers  if  we,  whose 
seats  are  not  affected,  interfered  with  the 
expressed  wish  of  the  people  as  declared 
by  their  representatives,  not  by  a  close  vote, 
but  comparatively  by  an  immense  majority 
in  Parliament  assembled,  in  a  matter  which 
purely  affects  their  own  seats.  I  say  it 
would  be  monstrous  for  a  body  like  this, 
under  such  circumstances,  to  interfere 
with  their  constitution  and  peculiar  rights 
and  privileges  in  that  way,  and  if  we  did 
so  I  should  not  be  surprised  at  it  creating 
such  a  storm  of  indignation  throughout 
the  country  as  to  sweep  us  out  of  existence. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— What  about  the 
Scott  Act  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  do  not 
know  what  the  Scott  Act  has  to  do  with 
it,  but  I  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that,  as 
to  the  petitions  sent  in  against  the  Scott 
Act,  the  men  who  signed  them  were  as 
numerous  as  those  who  petitioned  in  favor 
of  it ;  and  the  Commons  i^  much  divided 
on  it ;  and  as  to  ihe  opposition  to  this 
Bill,  the  people  everywhere  laugh  at  the 
obstruction  tactics  of  hon.  gentlemen, 
knowing  that  under  responsible  govern- 
ment the  majority  rule,  and  are  respon- 
sible to  the  people,  not  to  the  Opposition, 
the  minority.     The  Opposition  not  only 
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criticised  this  act  of  the  Government, 
which  they  have  a  right  to  do,  but  they 
deliberately  obstructed  the  business  of 
Parliament  and  the  ordinary  affairs  and 
duties  of  Parliament.  Such  a  position 
was  never  contemplated  by  our  constitu- 
tion ;  but  instead  of  gaining  popularity  by 
such  conduct  they  have  lessened  them- 
selves in  public  estimation  by  avowed 
obstruction,  and  instead  of  adding  to 
their  weight  and  strength  they  have  only 
shown,  by  their  opposition  to  this  Bill, 
that  they  are  conscious  of  their  weakness 
and  dare  not  approach  the  intelligent 
people  of  this  country  under  a  pure  fran- 
chise bill  and  ask  for  a  commendation  of 
their  conduct.  It  is  now  so  late  in  the 
evening  that  I  think  it  would  be  wearying 
the  House  if  I  went  over  the  very  large 
number  of  notes  I  have  on  my  desk,  taken 
of  the  speeches  of  those  who  preceded  me. 
I  think  hon.  gentlemen  will  he  satisfied  if 
I  leave  this  subject  now.  I  say  again  that 
there  has  never  been  a  bill  before  Parlia 
ment  that  received  more  of  my  cordial 
approval  than  the  measure  now  before  us. 
As  far  as  possible  we  should  do  away  with 
provincialism  in  Dominion  politics.  It  is 
a  matter  in  which  we  ought  to  have 
uniformity.  I  always  advocated  one  fran- 
chise, and  it  is  a  reproach  to  the  Govern- 
ments of  the  country  which  have  allowed 
this  want  of  uniformity  so  long  to  exist. 
As  far  as  I  have  listened  to  the  gentlemen 
opposed  to  this  Bill  they  have  not  shown 
us  that  it  is  too  wide  or  too  contracted, 
they  are  not  united  on  any  grounds  of 
attack  and  they  cannot  attack  it  upon  any 
reasonable  ground.  They  merely  contend 
that  because  for  a  number  of  years  we  have 
allowed  this  privilege  to  remain  in  the 
hands  of  the  Local  Legislatures  (who,  we 
say,  abused  it,)  that  we  should  allow  it  to 
continue  there,  and  that  the  revising  bar- 
rister is  sure  to  be  a  partizan.  This  Bill 
should  be  sustained  by  the  unanimous  vote 
of  this  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— The  hon. 
gentleman  who  has  just  resumed  his  seat 
attempted  to  make  a  strong  point  by 
attacking  the  hon.  member  from 
DeLanaudiere.  He  tried  to  make  it 
appear  that  the  hon.  gentleman  had  set  up 
a  kind  of  Nebuchadnezzar's  image, 
with  feet  of  clay — a  gaudy  image  with  all 
kinds  of  curious  materials  worked  into  it 
D3 


— but  for  my  part  I  could  not  see  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Lunenburg  brought 
forward  any  valid  argument  to  prove  the 
indictment  he  laid  against  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  DeLanaudiere.  It  seems  to 
me  that  he  failed  altogether  in  his 
attempt  to  identify  that  hon.  gentleman 
with  a  broken-down  argument.  The 
Minister  of  Justice  in  introducing  the 
Bill  made,  as  I  thought,  a  very  becoming 
speech,  very  much  so  indeed.  It  was  a 
very  quiet,  and  no  doubt  a  very  conclusive 
speech  in  the  opinion  of  hon.  gentlemen 
who  are  of  his  stripe  of  politics;  but  I 
cannot  say  that  when  the  hoa  gentleman 
had  finished,  he  had  reconciled  any 
prejudices  which  existed  in  my  mind 
against  the  Bill — on  the  contrary  he 
seemed  to  strengthen  them,  when  I  came 
to  understand  that  a  gentleman  of  his 
&;reat  experience  and  ability  had  so  very 
little  strong,  sound,  convincing  argument 
to  produce  in  support  of  the  Bill.  He 
enlarged,  as  severed  gentlemen  have  done 
since,  upon  the  beauty  of  the  principle  of 
uniformity.  Certainly,  uniformity  is 
beautiful  under  some  conditions  and 
under  some  circumstances.  The  hon. 
gentleman  spoke  also  of  the  beauty  of 
symmetry.  We  acknowledge  that  also, 
but  I  myself  am  not  of  the  opinion  that 
this  is  a  subject  on  which  uniformity 
under  all  circumstances  can  be  attained 
Setting  aside  for  a  moment  the  case  of  the 
electoral  franchises  in  British  Columbia 
and  Prince  Edward  Island  where  it  has 
been  abandoned,  the  principle  of  uni- 
formity can  hardly  be  enforced  in  a 
country  of  such  enormous  dimensions, 
and  such  diverse  capabilities  as  this 
Dominion  of  ours.  Unless  there  can 
be  also  a  uniformity  ot  values  it  is 
almost  impossible  to  say  that  there 
can  be  a  uniformity  of  franchise. 
A  dollar,  for  instance,  commands  more 
labor  on  the  shores  of  the  Atlantic,  in  the 
eastern  provinces,  than  on  the  shores  of  the 
Pacific,  and  if  it  were  not  so,  would  there 
be  such  abundant  room  for  the  employ- 
ment of  Chinese  labor  as  there  is  now  ? 
and  yet  this  principle  of  uniformity  with- 
out reference  to  the  value  of  money,  or  of 
property,  or  men,  and  general  conditions 
of  things,  is  insisted  upon  throughout  the 
country.  The  hon.  gentleman  and  his  col- 
leagues had  so  little  confidence  in  their  own 
darling  principle  of  uniformity  that  they 
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actually  let  it  slip  through  their  6ngers. 
When  the  pinch  came,  they  found  that 
that  principle  of  the  Bill  was  so  offensive 
to  at  least  two  of  the  provinces  of  the 
Dominion  that  they  had  at  once  to 
abandon  it,  and  away  it  went.  The  hon. 
gentleman,  I  think,  in  introducing  this 
measure,  spoke  of  the  dissatisfaction  which 
existed  at  the  reduction  of  the  franchise 
in  some  of  the  provinces,  and  denied  that 
any  plan  existed  by  which  the  Govern- 
ment could  derive  any  special  advantages 
from  the  introduction  of  this  Bill ;  but  I 
do  think  that  one  conversant,  as  that 
hon.  gentleman  is,  with  law,  and  with 
constitutional  rights,  and  with  everything 
that  becomes  a  tree  man,  should  not  have 
lost  sight  altogether  of  the  recognized  right 
— ^recognized  in  amongst  every  English- 
speaking  community — that  once  a  free 
man,  a  man  is  always  a  free  man ;  that  in 
one  way  only  can  he  be  deprived  of  his 
rights  as  a  free  man,  and  that  is  if  he  dis- 
graces himself,  that  is,  if  he  is  found 
guilty  of  bribery  and  corruption,  and  I 
know  of  no  free  man,  who,  having 
honestly  used  his  privileges,  has  ever 
been  deprived  of  those  privileges  by  the 
vote  of  Parliament  If  any  such  example 
does  exist,  1  should  like  to  know 
by  whom  and  when   it   was   introduced. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— In  the 
Legislature  of  Nova  Scotia;  there  was 
manhood  suffrage  in  Nova  Scotia,  and  it 
was  afterwards  restricted.  I  was  returned 
in  1863  under  manhood  suffrage,  and  the 
next  election  after  that,  it  was  on  assess- 
ment. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL—There 
is  a  case  in  point. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  do  not 
know  whether  Joseph  Howe  was  living  at 
that  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— He  was. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  do  not 
think  he  could  have  been  a  party  to  the 
destruction  of  that  franchise.  If  he  was 
he  was  in  opposition  to  all  his  written  and 
spoken  sentiments. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY—The  Hon.  Joseph 
Howe  was  the  author  of  that  Bill  that  took 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE. 


away  manhood  suffrage.     I  was  in  Parlia- 
ment myself  at  the  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— WiU  the 
hon.  gentleman  say  there  was  no  reason 
for  this  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  will  not  dis- 
cuss it 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— It  is  quite 
possible  that  those  men  who  had  enjoyed 
the  electoral  franchise  in  Nova  Scotia  had 
in  some  way  disgraced  themselves.  It  may 
be  that  they  were  guiltv  of  bribery  and 
corruption,  and  I  for  one  would  be  most 
reluctant  to  insult  the  memory  of  such  a 
man  as  Howe  by  admitting  for  one  moment 
that  he  could  have  been  guilty  deliberately 
of  depriving  men  of  the  electoral  franchise 
who  had  been  guilty  of  no  crime,  and 
unless  some  better  authority  can  be  pro- 
duced to  demonstrate  beyond  the  possi- 
bility of  a  doubt  that  such  is  the  case  I 
shall  continue  incredulous. 

Hon.  Mr.  CARVELL— The  member 
from  Amherst  and  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Lunenburg  notwithstanding. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— Yes. 
However  I  may  have  a  little  more  to  say 
upon  that  point  yet  We  have  had  the 
merits  of  the  revising  barrister  discussed, 
and  I  think  from  the  Minister  of  Justice 
down,  throughout  his  whole  supporters 
here,  we  have  had  hon,  gentlemen  insisting 
on  the  great  excellence  of  this  scheme  for 
allowing  the  appointment  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  revising  barrister,  who  is  to 
decide  upon  the  franchises  of  those  who 
are  to  return  their  supporters  to  this  Par- 
liament. Perhaps  no  hon.  gentleman  went 
further  in  this  regard  than  did  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Amherst.  He  went  to 
great  lengths  in  affirming  the  beauty  and 
excellence  of  the  system,  and  I  think  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  last  spoke  indulged 
in  no  little  emphatic  declamation  as  to 
the  impossibility  of  any  man  who  is  a  bar- 
rister in  Nova  Scotia  so  far  forgetting 
himself  as  to  allow  political  influence  to 
have  any  effect  on  his  decisions  in  his 
court.  All  I  can  say  in  that  regard  is 
that  I  would  be  the  last  man  in  the  world 
to  cast  any  reflection  upon  any  of  those 
honorable  professions.     We  were  accus- 
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tomed  in  the  country  from  which  I  come 
to  call  theirs  one  of  the  three  learned  pro- 
fessions, and  they  enjoyed  certain  privi- 
leges which  other  professions  did  no^  and 
we  always  looked  upon  them  as  being  men 
of  the  highest  honor  and  highest  integrity ; 
but  I  do  not  say  that  the  legal  profession 
is  immaculate.  It  was  held  here  a  few 
days  ago  that  men  of  another  learned  pro- 
fession (the  medical)  were  not  to  be  trust- 
ed with  certain  duties  which  were  allotted 
to  them  with  reference  to  another  act  of 
Parliament,  and  it  was  almost  decided — 
in  fact  I  think  it  went  to  the  vote  here — 
whether  or  not  a  medical  gentleman 
should  be  tried  for  certain  offences  before 
two  justices  of  the  peace.  We  had  a 
division  in  this  House  the  other  day  upon 
that  very  point  Now  I  say  prima  fade 
we  had  as  much  right  to  expect  the  gentle- 
men of  the  medical  profession  to  be  im- 
maculate and  irreproachable  in  this  and 
all  other  matters  as  the  gentlemen  of  the  bar. 
I  think  that  the  members  of  the  three  learn- 
ed professions  should  be  held  as  highly 
honorable  and  untainted  men  ;  but  unfort- 
unately the  way  the  world  goes  at  present 
you  can  hardly  venture  to  claim  that  of  any 
profession  ;  and  we  know  besides  this  that 
governments  will  appoint  men  of  that 
sort  to  positions  who  are  in  favor  of  their 
own  views.  In  this  matter  confidence  is 
essential,  and  the  people  whose  rights 
those  barristers  are  charged  with,  having 
no  voice  in  their  appointment,  will  have 
very  little  confidence  in  their  decisions. 
The  Minister  of  Justice  spoke  of  voters 
going  before  a  court  constituted  as  the 
court  is  under  this  Bill  as  quite  an  easy, 
everyday  affair  for  the  residents  of  an 
electoral  district ;  but  I  do  not  think  if 
that  is  really  his  opinion,  and  I  presume 
it  is,  that  he  is  very  familiar  with  the  way 
the  ordinary  countryman  thinks  upon  an 
event  of  this  sort.  The  establishment  of 
his  vote,  and  the  giving  of  his  vote,  are 
important  events  in  that  man's  life.  Per- 
haps he  may  be  very  reluctant,  if  he  is  a 
man  of  retiring  habits  and  thoughts,  to  go 
before  the  public  and  establish  the  fact 
that  he  is  worth  so  much  money,  and  that 
he  is  entitled  to  his  vote.  He  has  very 
little  hesitation  indeed  about  going  before 
a  body  of  his  own  neighbors  who  are 
acquainted  with  his  circumstances,  and 
who  are  men  of  integrity  in  whom  he  has 
confidence. 


Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— He  has  only  to 
show  that  he  is  worth  enough  to  qualify 
him.  He  need  not  show  how  much  he  is 
worth,  or  what  is  the  actual  value  of  his 
property. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— The  fact 
remains,  that  generally  a  voter  has  no 
difficulty  and  no  hesitation  about  going 
before  a  court  of  which  he  has  a  voice  in 
the  selection,  the  personnel  of  which  he 
is  acquainted  with,  and  on  whose  integrity 
he  can  rely.  He  can  go  before  a  court  of 
that  kind  with  confidence  and  slate  his 
case  with  confidence.  He  does  not 
require  legal  advice.  He  can  plead  his 
case  with  confidence  himself;  but  when 
you  send  down  from  Ottawa,  or  from  any 
other  place,  a  barrister  of  whom  he  knows 
nothing,  and  whom  he  is  inclined  to  sus- 
pect because  he  is  appointed  by  the  Govern- 
ment, and  he  knows  that  the  Government 
want  1-)  have  a  majority  in  his  district 
— I  say  that  that  man  has  good  reason  for 
hesitating  before  appearing  before  such  a 
court,  and  for  not  having  confidence  in 
such  a  court.  I  am  not  going  to  insist 
upon  the  fact  that  upright  barristers  may 
not  possibly  be  appointed.  There  are 
barristers,  and  barristers;  and  there  are 
some  upon  whose  character  no  blemish 
can  be  cast,  but  there  are  others  who,  with- 
out any  blemish  on  their  characters,  are 
simply  partizans,  and  there  is  nothing  in 
this  bill  to  prevent  the  Government  from 
appointing  a  partizan.  I  believe  myself 
that  it  is  the  very  object  of  this  Bill  I 
believe  the  very  point  insisted  upon  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Ottawa  is  the  real 
and  unjust  one — that  the  very  object  of 
this  Bill  is  to  put  the  matter  strongly  under 
the  control  of  the  Government. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— No, 
no,  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— The  hon. 
gentleman  says  •*  no,  no,"  but  I  will  tell 
him  a  lesson  I  have  learned  during  the 
time  I  have  been  in  public  life.  I  did  not 
commence  my  political  education  perhaps 
quite  so  early  as  the  hon.  gentleman  did. 
1  had  gray  hairs  before  I  entered  upon 
politics ;  but  I  took  good  care  to  study  the 
question  as  closely  as  I  could  and  to  con- 
sult the  best  authorities.  I  have  always 
made  it  my  study  in  framing  legislation 
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here  that  we  should  anticipate  that  the 
parties  against  whose  action  we  are  about 
to  guard  are  disposed  to  break  the  law. 
We  are  to  suppose  that  those  barristers 
will  not  be  immaculate  men,  but  that  they 
will  be  just  the  contrary,  and  if  we  do  our 
duty  here  we  will  put  it  beyond  the  power 
of  any  such  men  to  do  any  mischief  what- 
ever. That  is,  I  conceive,  the  first  grand 
principle  of  legislation  which  every  gentle- 
man ought  to  apply  to  each  law  as  it  comes 
before  this  body.  We  ought  to  hold  that 
instead  of  men  being  disposed  to  observe 
the  law,  that  they  will  be  disposed  to  break 
the  law  and  to  take  advantage  of  it  in  every 
way  they  possibly  can ;  and  therefore  it 
should  be  our  endeavour  to  place  no 
temptations  in  their  way,  or  opportunity 
to  do  mischief  in  the  position  in 
which  they  are  placed.  It  seems  to  be 
inevitable  that  if  you  put  a  man  in  a  cer- 
tain position  of  trust  you  expose  him  to 
this  temptation,  and  I  say  it  is  unwise,  and 
unstatesmanlike  to  do  so.  Have  we  not 
the  experience  of  the  Mother  Country  to 
guide  us  in  this  matter  ?  There  are  gen- 
tlemen in  this  House  sitting  all  around  me 
as  far  advanced  in  life  as  I  am  myself,  who 
must  still  have  a  keen  recollection  of  the 
passing  of  the  first  Reform  Bill ;  and  I 
can  recollect  the  first  voters  list  being 
posted  up  against  the  parish  church  doors 
as  provided  by  that  law.  I  can  recollect 
the  revising  barristers  appointed  by  the 
judges  of  the  Courts  of  Assize,  i)erforming 
the  very  duties  which  we  are  now  about 
to  place  in  the  hands  of  the  nominee  of  the 
Government ;  and  yet  with  all  this  experi- 
ence available  for  us,  the  experience  that 
this  plan  devised  by  Brougham  and  Rus- 
sell, and  Althorp  affords — this  plan  which 
has  met  the  approval  of  the  men  who  have 
had  registered  voters'  lists  for  50  years  and 
more,  is  set  at  naught  and  considered 
worthless  by  the  Government  of  Canada. 
I  think  it  is  a  matter  of  regret  that  any 
attempt  of  this  kind  should  have  been 
made.  We  have  had  this  Bill  three  years 
before  the  legislature,  and  the  suspicions 
of  the  people  respecting  it  have  been  lulled 
to  sleep  by  the  length  of  time  it  has  been 
allowed  to  remain  on  the  tables  of  Parlia- 
ment without  action  having  been  taken 
upon  it.  I  did  not  myself  believe  at  the 
commencement  of  the  session  that  it  would 
be  proceeded  with.  It  was  not  at  all 
generally  believed  or  thought  of  that  any 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE. 


part  of  the  labors  of  this  session  would  be 
in  connection  with  the  Franchise  Bill 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— My 
hon.  friend  is  mistaken  there. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  may  be 
wrong,but  such  is  my  belief,  that  when  hon. 
gentleman  met  here  this  year  they  thought 
the  session  would  be  a  very  short  one,  and 
that  certainly  could  not  be  the  case  if  they 
knew  that  a  Bill  of  this  kind  was  to  be 
brought  up. 

Hon.  Mr.  CARVELL— We  are  not 
taken  by  surprise  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— No,  not 
at  all.  I  would  for  a  moment  detain  the 
House  by  comparing  the  complicated 
machinery  of  this  Bill  with  the  simplicity 
of  the  system  that  prevails  in  Prince 
Edward  Island.  There  we  have  no  revis- 
ing courts ;  every  man  of  21  years  of  age 
who  has  performed  his  statute  labor  or 
paid  commutation  for  it,  is  competent  to 
vote  at  elections.  Here  is  the  question 
decided  in  the  most  simple,  uniform  and 
inexpensive  way.  That  it  worked  well 
and  favourably  is  clear  from  the  fact  that 
it  has  been  at  least  30  years  in  operation 
in  our  province. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB — You  are  a  very 
exemplary  moral  people  there. 

Hon,  Mr.  KA  U  LB  ACH— Honest 
farmers. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— They  are 
not,  I  think,  any  more  exemplary  than 
other  people  are;  but  it  seems  to  me — 
replying  to  the  remark  which  has  just  been 
cast  across  the  floor  at  me — that  if  the 
people  elsewhere  are  immoral  we  ought 
to  make  some  effort  to  improve  them.  If 
it  be  so  that  there  is  a  large  portion  of  the 
population  of  Canada,  of  the  older  pro- 
vinces, who  are  unfit  to  exercise  the 
electoral  franchise,  someone  is  to  blame 
for  that.  Either  you  have  neglected  their 
education,  or  you  have  neglected  them  in 
some  other  way ;  otherwise  there  ought  to 
be  no  large  proportion  of  the  people  in 
such  a  country  as  Canada  who  are  unfit 
to  exercise  the  franchise.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  the  hon.  gentleman,  who  is  so 
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exceedingly  well  read  and  learned,  and 
who  picks  up  everything  that  can  bear  on 
political  questions,  has  sometime  or  other 
thought  of  the  remark  of  Mr.  Lowe  on 
the  passing  of  the  Reform  Bill  in 
i860,  "These  are  our  masters,  come  let 
us  educate  them  !"  Have  we  done  that 
in  Canada  ?  If  we  have,  there  is  no  reason 
to  be  afraid  of  the  town  population  j  if  not 
we  have  been  remiss  in  our  duty.  It  is 
true  that  there  are  a  few  foreigners  im- 
ported as  immigrants  but  their  numbers 
are  small,  and  it  not  unfrequently  happens 
that  they  are  amongst  the  best  people  we 
have,  and  if  occasionally  there  are  a  few 
mauvaise  sujets  amongst  them,  that  you 
must  expect  to  find  in  any  community,  and 
their  numbers  would  be  insignificant 
compared  with  the  number  of  voters  that 
manhood  suffrage  would  bring  to  the  polls. 

Hon,  Mr.  POWER  called  attention  to 
the  fact  that  it  was  midnight  and  sug- 
gested that  the  debate  should  be  adjourned. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE  moved  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  12  o'clock 
(midnight). 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa^  Friday^  July  loth  188^- 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THE  PRINTING  OF  PARLIAMENT. 

EIGHTH  report   OF  THE  COMMITTEE. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ,  from  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee on  the  Printing  of  Parliament,  pre- 
sented their  eighth  report.  He  said  :  I 
beg  to  say  that  it  is  not  expected  that  this 
report  w&l  be  taken  into  consideration, 
as  in  the  other  House  it  has  been  sent 
back  to  the  Committee  for  reconsidera- 


tion.    I  move  that  the  report  be  taken 
into  consideration  on  Monday  next. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

THE  FRANCHISE  BILL. 

second   READINa 

The  order  of  the  day  having  been  called 
for 

BesumiDg  debate  on  the  Hod.  Mr.  Scott's 
motion  in  amendment  to  the  Hon.  Sir  Alex. 
Campbell's  motion  for  the  second  reading  of 
Bill  (103)  respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise* 
viz. : — *•  That  the  said  Bill  be  not  now  read  a 
second  time  but  that  it  be  rend  a  second  time 
this  day  six  months." 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE  said:  It 
will  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House 
that  in  the  course  of  my  remarks  yesterday 
evening  I  had  occasion  to  allude  to  cer- 
tain changes  in  the  electoral  law,  and  I 
stated  my  impression  that  there  was  no 
instance  on  record  of  the  abolition  of  a 
body  of  freeholders,  whereupon  my  hon, 
friend  from  Amherst  interrupted  me  by 
saying  there  was  such  an  instance  in  Nova 
Scotia,  and  I,  perhaps  very  improperly 
and  hastily,  declined  to  accede  to  his 
statement.  In  fact  I  expressed  my  in- 
credulity. On  consideration  I  am  not 
now  surprised  to  find  that  my  hon.  friend 
is  a  little  offended  with  my  statements 
All  I  have  to  say  is  that  for  any  re- 
marks of  mine  which  had  the  effect  of 
offending  the  hon.  gentleman  1  am  heartily 
sorry,  and  I  am  ready,  and  most  willingly 
without  any  arri^re  pens^e  withdraw  them, 
and  I  do  so  with  the  greater  readiness  and 
satisfaction  because  I  have  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  ascertaining  that  the  hon.  gentle- 
man himself,  in  his  place  in  the  Nova  Sco- 
tia Parliament,  opposed  the  abolition  of 
the  franchise  referred  to,  with  all  the  ability 
in  his  power,  and  for  that  reason  I  can 
easily  understand  that  all  the  facts  of  the 
case  are  very  firmly  impressed  on  his  mind, 
and  therefore  with  my  hon.  friend's  permis- 
sion I  ask  him  to  accept  this  explanation  of 
the  rudeness  I  committed  last  evening. 

It  may  be  in  the  recollection  of  the 
House  that  last  night,  before  the  adjourn- 
ment, I  was  contrasting  the  great  simplici- 
ty of  the  electoral  franchise  which  had  ex- 
isted so  many  years  in  Prince  Edward  Is- 
land, with  that  which  it  is  sought  to  esta- 
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blish  by  this  Bill,  and  I  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Niagara  had  made  some 
suggestion  across  the  floor  which  led  me 
to  say  that  perhaps  Ontario  was  somewhat 
to  blame  if  she  was  afraid  to  trust  the 
people  with  manhood  suffrage  or  anything 
approaching  thereto — that  perhaps  she  had 
not  fully  educated  her  people.  That  may 
be  so  or  not ;  I  simply  refer  to  it  for  the 
purpose  of  taking  up  the  thread  of  my  ad- 
dress. Perhaps  the  most  incisive  and 
most  formidable  speech  which  was  made 
on  the  question  was  that  of  the  hoiL 
gentleman  from  Niagara.  He  stated  very 
positively  and  in  very  sirong  incisive  lan- 
guage, several  propositions.  There  was 
one  to  this  effect,  that  the  action  of  the 
Opposition  in  another  place  had  been  very 
unusual  and  very  uncalled  for ;  that  a  de- 
liberate attempt  was  made  by  the  minority 
to  choke  down  the  majority  ;  and  that  the 
action  of  the  Opposition  had  actually 
caused  a  paralysis  of  the  public  business, 
and  he  also  told  us  that  the  Opposition 
would  have  gained  more  by  tem 
perate  and  reasonable  opposition  than 
has  already  been  gained.  These  are 
some  very  positive  and  very  precise 
statements,  but  unfortunately  for  the 
hon.  gentleman's  argument  he  made  an- 
other statement  which  is  entirely  opposed 
to  the  former,  so  that  if  one  class  of  asser- 
tions is  correct  the  other  must  be  wrong. 
He  made  this  statement  also  that  every 
one  of  the  amendments  to  the  bill  was 
agreed  to  in  caucus  before  the  bill  was 
brought  down. 

Hon.  Mr  PLUMB— No  ;  decidedly 
not 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— Does  the 
hon.  gentleman  say  he  did  not  make  that 
statement  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Not  in  that 
form. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— Will  the 
hon.  gentleman  be  kind  enough  to  cor- 
rect me  if  I  am  wrong. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  did  not  say  be- 
fore the  bill  was  brought  down,  because 
that  would  have  been  an  absurdity.  I 
said  during  the  progress  of  the  bill  and  in 
anticipation  ;  and  I  said  if  the  gentlemen 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE. 


who  were  opposing  it  had  opposed  it  in 
the  ordinary  manner  of  a  constitutional 
opposition  they  would  have  got  all  their 
amendments  that  they  wanted,  and  would 
have  got  them  without  the  necessity  of 
detaining  Parliament  for  two  or  three 
months. 

Hon.  Mr-  HAYTHORNE— Did  not 

the  hon.  gentleman  say  that  these  amend- 
ments to  the  bill  had  been  agreed  to  in 
caucus  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Certainly. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— Is  that 
statement  compatible  with  the  previous 
one  to  which  I  have  called  the  attention 
of  the  House  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB — I  do  not  see  any 
discrepancy. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  say  they 
are  not  I  say  if  the  one  statement  is 
correct  the  other  cannot  be  correct 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Of  course  the 
hon.  gentleman  knows  enough  about  par- 
liamentary matters  to  be  aware  that  I 
would  not  be  expected  to  know  exactly 
what  passed  in  a  caucus  of  the  House  of 
Commons  that  I  did  not  attend,  but  I  say 
that  is  the  statement  which  has  been  given 
to  me,  and  I  only  give  it  as  far  as  I  know, 
and  I  also  say  that  the  two  statements  are 
not  at  all  incompatible. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— The  hon. 
gentleman's  zeal,  on  this  occasion,  rather 
carried  away  his  discretion.  I  thought  at 
the  time  that  the  lion,  gentleman  was 
somewhat  indiscreet  in  referring  to  trans- 
actions that  occurred  in  a  party  caucus  at 
all.  I  have  always  understood,  myself, 
that  the  proceedings  in  caucus  are  gene- 
rally held  to  be  confidential,  and  when 
the  hon.  gentleman  made  that  statement  I 
saw  at  once  that  it  was  utterly  incompati- 
ble with  the  fact  that  the  Reform  party  in 
the  other  House  had  made  a  factious 
opposition,  which  is  ceitainly  not  the 
case.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  had  listened 
attentively  to  the  address  of  the  hon. 
member  who  spoke  from  the  seat  behind 
him  (Mr.  Bellerose)  he  would  cer- 
tainly    have    heard      that    gentleman's 
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opinion  of  the  amended  Bill  as  contrasted 
with  the  Bill  as  brought  in.  That  hon. 
gentleman  expressed  his  satisfaction  with 
the  improvements  in  the  Bill,  so  far  as  it 
went,  but  he  said  it  was  still  one  he  could 
not  support.  It  must  be,  I  think,  a  very 
small  matter  for  congratulation  to  the 
Government  to  see  that  some  highly  inde- 
pendent members  among  their  ustud  sup- 
porters are  dropping  quietly  away  from 
them  on  this  occasion.  It  shows  the 
inherent  badness  of  this  Bill,  and  I  think 
if  the  hon.  gentleman  had  bestowed  that 
attention  on  the  address  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  DeLanaudiere  which  it 
deserved  he  would  hardly  have  spoken  in 
the  way  he  did  of  the  action  of  the  Oppo- 
sition in  the  House  of  Commons.  As  for 
that  statement  of  his  that  the  Opposition 
would  have  gained  more  by  reasonable 
and  temperate  criticism  than  they  have 
gained  as  it  is,  all  I  can  say  is  it  is  not  too 
late  now  to  give  those  additional  advan- 
tages which,  he  says,  we  might  have 
gained  by  more  temperate  language  and 
language  more  satisfactory  to  his  party 
and  friends.  If  there  is  anything  held 
back,  it  is  not  too  late  to  give  it  to  us :  let 
us  have  it  by  all  means.  I  felt  it  necessary 
to  express  my  opinion  upon  those  parts 
of  the  hon.  gentleman's  speech,  because 
he  himself  certainly  put  about  as  much 
force  into  them  as,  I  think,  he  is  capable 
of,  and,  no  doubt,  he  did  good  service  to 
his  friends,  and  to  the  Bill  itself.  His 
speech  was  an  able  and  powerful  one,  but 
I  think  there  is  an  answer  to  that  part  of 
it  at  all  events.  But  there  is  another 
portion  of  the  hon.  gentleman's  speech  to 
which  I  can  refer  with  unmixed  satis- 
faction. I  listened  with  great  pleasure  to 
the  hon.  gentleman's  statement  respect- 
ing the  Indians  of  Canada.  It  was  a  most 
interesting  and  gratifying  statement,  and 
all  I  can  say  is  it  was  only  impaired  by 
the  last  remark  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
made  on  that  subject  After  having  told 
us  to  what  degree  of  civilization  the  In- 
dians on  these  reserves  had  reached,  and 
having  told  us  of  their  successful  agricul- 
ture, of  their  beautiful  and  well  furnished 
houses,  of  their  tasteful  music,  of  their  ac- 
acquirements  in  the  arts,andin  other  ways — 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— They  have  two 
splendid  brass  bands  ;  they  play 
splendidly. 


Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  was 
just  about  to  refer  to  their  taste  for  music, 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  informed  us  o£ 
Having  asserted  that  these  men  were  fully 
fit  to  exercise  the  rights  of  free  men,  he 
admitted  at  once  that  there  was  one  point 
on  which  they  could  not  be  trusted  as 
other  men  are — ^that  is  they  could  not,  if 
I  understood  him,  be  trusted  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  their  own  affairs ;  that  in 
money  matters  they  could  not  be  trusted 
to  look  after  their  own  interests  \  that  in 
point  of  fact  they  still  require  a  trustee 
I  think  that  these  are,  if  not  the 
ipsissima  verba  which  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman used,  the  tenor  of  his  re- 
marks about  the  Indians.  I  say  they 
were  exceedingly  satisfactory  and  in- 
teresting but  they  lack  one  thing — 
they  lack  the  important  point  that 
these  Indians,  civilized  as  they  were 
described  in  all  other  respects,  were  not 
able  to  take  care  of  their  own  property. 
It  seems  to  me  that  it  is  almost  blameable 
in  a  party  that  have  been  in  power  so 
many  years  as  this  Government  have 
been,  to  allow  these  Indians  to  remain  in 
this  highly  civilized  state  without  doing 
anything  for  them.  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  remains  of  these  nations  of  Indians 
which  have  arrived  at  this  pitch  of  civiliza- 
tion should  have  come  to  their  friends  in 
Parliament  to  be  emancipated  from  all 
thraldom ;  that  they  should  have  been 
admitted  into  the  comity  of  colonies  and 
made  a  real  part  of  the  Dominioa  That 
I  think  was'  the  natural  course  to  pursue, 
and  had  that  course  been  pursued  four  or 
five  years  ago,  and  had  those  Indians  been 
living  amongst  us  showing  that-  they  were 
competent  and  willing  to  take  part  in  the 
government  of  the  country  and  to  share 
in  the  responsibility  of  citizenship,  as 
white  men  do,  then  we  could  very  fairly 
and  properly  have  expressed  our  willing- 
ness to  adopt,  as  free  men  among  ourselves, 
those  who  are  willing  to  share  our 
responsibility;  but  as  I  say,  and  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  informed  us,  these  Indians 
lack  one  important  feature  which  was  to 
qualify  them — that  is,  that  they  could  not 
take  care  of  their  own  affairs ;  that  they 
needed  a  trustee  yet,  and  if  so,  that  man 
must  exercise  great  influence  on  their 
thoughts,  feelings  and  actions  in  the  crisis 
of  a  general  election.  I  am  assuming 
that  the  Indian  of  Ontario  generally  is  as 
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described  by  the  hon.  gentleman.  I  am 
not  going  to  gainsay  that  fact  at  all ;  I  am 
not  personally  acquainted  with  that  sub- 
ject,  but  I  know  in  our  own  province  the 
Indians  are  very  different  indeed  to  the 
Ontario  Indians  as  described  by  the  hon. 
gentleman.  I  have  been  brought  in  con- 
tact with  Indians  in  Prince  Edward  Island 
officially  in  the  course  of  my  political 
life,  and  I  know  they  were  always  a  source 
of  the  greatest  anxiety  to  the  Govern- 
ment We  always  felt  that  the  treatment 
of  the  Indians  was  a  chronic  trouble, 
that  with  the  best  intentions  our 
views  were  almost  invariably  defeated 
The  Aborigines  Protection  Society  of 
London  had  purchased  an  island  for  those 
people.  Before  that  we  had  nothing  in 
the  shape  of  a  reserve  on  Prince  Edward 
Island,  but  when  this  society  became 
aware  of  their  position  they  purchased  an 
bland  off  the  north  shore  of  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island,  and  it  was  vested  in  the  Lieu- 
tenant Governor  and  President  of  Execu- 
tive Council  as  Trualees.  It  was  the  in- 
tention and  wish  of  the  Government  and 
Legislature  of  that  Province  for  years  to 
induce  men  to  do  what  the  hon.  gentle- 
mian  says  the  Indian  of  Canada  has  done. 
I  am  speaking  now  of  events  which  oc- 
curred years  ago,  and  I  am  sorry  to  admit 
that  our  efforts  have  been  so  comparative- 
ly unsuccessful,  for  I  fear  it  is  the  case  in 
the  Island  Province  that  there  are  very 
few  if  any  Indians  to  whom  it  would  be 
justifiable  to  commit  so  important  a  trust 
as  the  elective  franchise.  For  myself  I 
may  say  that  I  have  known  but  one  in  that 
province  whom  I  should  consider  compe- 
tent to  exercise  this  privilege.  Neverthe- 
less, I  do  think  that  the  statement  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  made  is  highly  inter- 
esting and  at  the  proper  time  and  place  it 
might  be  put  to  an  exceedingly  useful 
purpose.  I  wish  to  refer  to  an  episode  in 
this  debate  in  which  Lord  Salisbury  and 
Mr.  Gladstone's  names  were  introduced  in 
connection  with  the  statement  made  by 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Ottawa.  I  think 
some  misapprehension  prevails  there.  My 
hon.  friend,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  in  speak- 
ing of  Lord  Salisbury  and  Mr.  Gladstone, 
referred  not  to  the  revising  officer  but  to 
the  redistribution  Bill,  and  if  I  mistake 
not  also  I  had  called  the  hon.  gentleman's 
attention  to  the  subject  not  many  days 
before,  contrasting  the  happy  way  in  which 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE. 


the  English  Government  and  Parliament 
had  carried  into  eflfect  a  gigantic  redistri- 
bution Bill,  with  what  is  known  in  Canada 
as  the  gerrymandering  Bill.  Here  in  Ca- 
nada, Ontario  became  entitled  to,  I  think, 
four  additional  members,  and  in  order  to 
find  them  suitable  constituencies  the 
whole  province  was  cut  up  and  broken 
into  shreds,  and  a  very  bad  impres- 
sion was  raised  throughout  the  Dominion 
that  all  this  had  been  done  with 
an  object.  It  is  not  the  time  or  place  to 
debate  that  at  present ;  I  simply  want  to 
put  this  matter  on  its  right  footing.  The 
hon.  gentleman  referred  to  the  action  of 
the  Imperial  Parliament  and  Government 
upon  this  question,  and  I  will  read  a  few 
lines  which  show  the  kind  of  spirit  in  which 
that  re-adjustment  was  carried  out  in  the 
old  country  and  what  the  rival  parties 
thought  of  the  manner  in  which  it  had 
been  done.  On  June  9th,  the  Tinus  wrote 
upon  it  in  this  manner,  referring  to  the 
opmion  expressed  the  day  before  by  Lord 
Salisbury.     The  Times  says : — 

**  It  would  be  unjust  to  attribute  the  com- 
paratively easy  passage  of  the  Bill  throueh 
both  Houses  of  ParliameDi  solely  to  the 
agreement  arrived  at  beforehand  between  the 
leaders  of  the  two  great  parties.  This  agree- 
ment applied  only  to  principles,  and  the  Bill 
is  essentially  a  matter  of  detail.  For  the 
adjustment  of  these  details  with  skill, 
impartiality  and  success,  infinite  credit  is  due 
to  the  members  of  the  boundary  CommipsioDy 
to  whose  labors  a  high  tribute  was  justly  paid 
by  Lord  Salisbury  yesterday.  *He  never 
knew  a  public  body,*  he  said,  *  which  per- 
formed so  difficult  a  task  in  so  short  a  time 
and  with  such  general  satislaction ; '  and 
this  judgment  will  be  endorsed  by  all  compe- 
tent pohticians  without  distinction  of  party.*' 

Now,  I  think  it  must  be  admitted  that 
we  did  not  conduct  these  affairs  in  Canada 
with  the  same  spirit  of  fairness  and  success 
in  which  a  much  larger  undertaking  was 
conducted  in  Great  Britain.  This  is  a 
point  which  I  wish  to  bring  to  the  notice 
of  the  House  and  explain  the  posiuon 
which  was  taken  by  my  hon.  friend,  a 
position  which  I  think  is  unassailable.  I 
have  heretofore  been  speaking  principally 
of  remarks  which  occurred  in  the  course 
of  this  debate.  I  wish  to  make  a  few 
remarks  now  with  reference  to  the  position 
of  Prince  Edward  Island  as  to  this  measure. 
It  is  well  known  to  this  House — the  House 
indeed  has  reason  to  know— that  the 
Island  has  enjoyed  for  a  number  of  years  a 
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franchise  nearly  equal  to  manhood  suff- 
rage. Every  man  Tvho  arrives  at  21  years 
of  age  and  has  performed  statute  labor  in 
the  vicinity,  or  paid  the  commutation 
equivalent  to  it,  is  entitled  at  the  next  elec- 
tion to  vote,  whether  for  members  of  the 
Local  Legislature  or  for  members  of  the 
Dominion  Parliament  I  think  it  must 
have  been  about  the  year  1874  or  1875 
that  a  Bill  was  brought  into  Parliament  re- 
specting the  Election  law  by  the  Macken- 
zie Government.  That  law  required  the 
existence  of  registration  courts.  It  ap- 
pears that  in  all  parts  or  the  Dominion  ex- 
cept Prince  Edward  Island  such  courts  al- 
ready existed,  but  in  the  Island  we  had 
none.  Our  franchise  required  none,  and 
we  were  happily  without  them,  but  the 
Government  of  the  day  were  unwilling  to 
establish  courts  at  the  expense  of  the  Do- 
minion in  the  Island,  because  they  said — 
and  I  dare  say  very  properly — that  it  would 
be  used  as  a  precedent  for  charging  the  ex- 
pense of  registration  courts  all  over  the 
Dominion  on  the  Dominion  treasury,  and 
for  that  reason  they  refused  to  bear  the- 
cost  of  establishing  registration  courts  in 
the  Island.  Meantime  the  local  Govern- 
ment had  given  a  sort  of  undertaking  that 
such  courts  should  be  established:  but 
some  delay  occurred  in  establishing  them, 
and  meanwhile  the  Bill  passed  through  the 
other  Chamber  and  came  up  here  with  a 
clause  which  disfranchised  a  large  number 
of  voters  in  Prince  Edward  Island.  It 
directed  that  in  any  election  until  regis- 
tration courts  should  be  established  the 
electorate  should  be  that  of  the  legislative 
council  of  the  Island,  which  was  a  body 
voting  upon  an  estate  valued  at,  I  think, 
;£'2oo  old  currency.  But  still  it  would 
have  had  the  effect  of  excluding  a  very 
large  number  of  voters.  Since  that  time 
some  changes  have  occurred  in  the  Sena- 
tors from  the  Island  :  one  gentleman  who 
sat  amongst  us  for  a  number  of  years  has 
since  been  appointed  Lieutenant  Governor 
of  the  Island.  He  was  not  content  to  al- 
low this  disfranchisement  to  take  place.  I 
am  not  sure  myself  whether  another 
hon.  gentleman  who  still  sits  amongst 
us  was  not  foremost  in  the  same 
cause.  For  my  own  part,  I  know  that  I 
was  absent  in  another  place  at  the  time, 
but  returning  here  and  finding  the  state 
of  affairs  I  gave  all  the  support  I  could  to 
these  senators  who  were  endeavoring  to 


prevent  the  disfranchisement  of  the  Island 
voters.  Accordingly  an  amendment  to 
that  clause  was  moved  in  this  House,  and 
I  recollect  well  the  arguments  that  were 
made  upon  it  Many  hon.  members  were 
opposed  to  the  principle  of  universal  or 
manhood  suffrage,  but  they  said  :  "  In  this 
case  we  find  men  of  all  parties  agreeing — 
men  who  had  acted  as  leaders  of  the  Op- 
position and  men  who  had  acted  as  lead- 
ers of  the  Government  united  to  demand 
protection  for  these  voters."  It  is  not  at 
all  surprising  to  find  that  the  House  im- 
mediately coincided  with  that  view.  The 
amendment  was  carried  ;  the  bill  was  sent 
down  to  the  House  of  Commons  and 
came  back  with  the  amendment  accepted. 
That  is  a  simple  and  concise  history  of  the 
Island  question  as  it  occurred  here  some 
ten  years  ago.  We  find  the  Government 
adopting  and  acting  upon  the  very  princi- 
ple which  I  contended  for  yesterday,  that 
once  a  freeman  a  man  is  always  to  be  a 
freeman,  unless,  indeed,  he  forfeits  his 
privileges  by  bribery  or  corruption  in 
some  iorm  or  other.  They  recognized  this 
and  actually  consented  to  break  through 
their  darling  principle  of  uniformity  sooner 
than  incur  the  responsibility  which  would 
have  attended  the  breaking  up  of  the  fran- 
chise as  existing  m  Prince  Edward  Island. 
I  must  say,  hon.  gentlemen,  and  I  must  ex- 
press my  opinions  clearly  about  this,  that 
it  seems  to  me  the  Government  had  a  very 
mean  appreciation  of  the  feelings  and  princi- 
ples of  the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island 
when  they  thought  to  satisfy  them  with  such 
a  trifle  as  this,  in  lieu  of  the  liberal  fran- 
chise which  they  had  before.  Did  the 
Government  think  to  satisfy  them  with 
enjoyment  during  their  lives  of  a  franchise 
which  they  could  not  transmit  to  their 
sons,  and  which  any  stranger  who  might 
come  to  settle  amongst  them  could  not 
share  ?  It  seems  to  me  they  must  have 
formed  the  meanest  opinion  of  the  people 
of  Prince  Edward  Island,  and  let  me 
tell  hon.  gentlemen  such  an  opinion  is 
altogether  undeserved  ;  for  although  I  am 
not  a  native  of  that  island  and  shall  always 
entertain  a  warm  feeling  for  the  place  of 
my  birth,  yet  that  is  the  place  in  which  I 
have  expended  my  life's  labour,  and  the 
people  there  I  know  have  the  very  highest 
sense  of  honor  on  a  matter  of  this  sort, 
and  you  cannot  deprive  them  or  their 
sons  of  such  a  privilege  and  expect  that 
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these  men  will  sit  down  content  under 
such  a  stigma.  Hon.  gentlemen  might 
have  learned  a  lesson  from  the  representa- 
tives of  that  island  in  the  other  House. 
The  member  for  Queen's  was  willing  to 
take  all  he  could  from  the  Government, 
but  still  desiring  to  get  something  better 
he  deserted  his  party  and  voted  with  the 
opposition  on  the  amendment  moved  by 
the  hon.  member  from  King's  county. 
For  this  I  give  him  all  praise :  he  acted  like 
an  honorable  soi^  of  the  soil  as  all  these 
gentlemen  did.  There  are  men  here  like 
myself  who  have  lived  their  lives  there  and 
reared  their  families  on  the  island  and  feel 
very  much  in  the  same  way.  We  do  not 
want  to  see  any  man  there  deprived  of  any 
right  he  enjoyed,  and  which  he  hoped 
and  believed  he  would  transmit  along 
with  his  property  to  his  sons  and  relations. 
I  claim,  therefore,  that  those  concessions, 
so  called,  although  they  involve  a  breach 
of  the  uniform  principle,  are  very  inade- 
quate concessions  to  the  people  ot  Prince 
Edward  Island,  with  which  they  are  not 
at  all  likely  to  be  contented.  I  intend, 
on  the  third  reading  of  this  Bill,  to  move 
an  amendment  as  nearly  as  possible  identi- 
cal with  that  which  was  moved  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  and  supported 
by  all  the  island  members,  without  refer- 
ence to  party,  and  I  shall  claim  of  this 
hon.  House  that  they  shall  do  on  the 
third  reading  of  this  Bill  what  the  Senate 
did  some  ten  years  ago,  when  they  saved 
the  franchise  of  Prince  Edward  Island 
from  only  temporary  destruction :  this  is 
permanent  destruction.  We  do  not  know 
the  hour  or  day  that  the  danger  we 
once  incurred  shall  be  permanent. 
This  is  a  far  greater  danger,  but  be 
it  great  or  small  what  I  say  is  this,  that 
it  is  the  duty  of  all  members  of  Parlia 
ment,  and  all  patriotic  men  to  watch  and 
guard  their  political  rights  and  privileges 
with  the  greatest  care  and  caution.  Let 
me,  while  I  am  on  this  subject,  refer  to  a 
few  illustrations  from  English  history. 
Looking  at  the  pages  of  Sir  Thomas 
Erskine  May,  I  have  read  with  the  great- 
est interest  what  he  has  said  of  the  origin 
of  English  liberties.  I  wish  my  treacher- 
ous memory  would  enable  me  to  give 
those  sentences  without  reference  to  the 
paper  before  me,  but  I  am  obliged  to  con- 
fess that  my  memory  is  not  perhaps  what  it 
has  been  in  former  years :  so,  perhaps  the 
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House  will  pardon  me  ^ile  I  read  a  few 
sentences  from  the  pages  of  Sir  Thomas 
Erskine  May.     He  says  : — 

**  That  EnglisbmeQ  have  been  qualified  for 
the  enjoyment  of  political  freedom,  is  mainly 
due  to  those  ancient  local  inatitatione  by  whicn 
they  have  been  trained  to  self  government.'' 

"  The  afikirs  of  the  people  have  been  admin- 
istered, not  in  Parliament  only,  but  in  the 
vestry,  in  the  town  council,  the  board  meet- 
ing, and  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions. 
England  alone,  among  the  nations  of  the 
earth,  has  maintained  for  centuries  a  consti- 
tulional  r-olity ;  and  her  libortieci  may  be  as- 
cribed, above  all  things  to  Ler  free  local 
institutions ! '' 

"Since  the  days  of  their  Saxon  ancestors, 
her  sons  have  learned  at  their  own  gates, 
the  duties  and  responsibilities  of  citizens." 

*'  Associating,  for  the  common  good,  thej 
have  become  exercised  in  public  amirs." 

''Thousands  of  small  communities  have 
enjoyed  the  privileges  of  self  government, 
taxing  themselves,  through  their  representa- 
tives for  local  objects;  meeting  for  discussion 
and  business,  ana  animated  by  local  rivalries 
and  ambitions." 

These  are  the  terms  in  which  Sir 
Thomas  Erskine  May  speaks  of  the  origin 
of  British  freedom,  and  just  so  long  as  this 
freedom  was  carefully  watched  and  guar- 
ded and  preserved,  just  so  long  it 
remained  intact :  but  when  the  time  came 
that  wealth  and  business  and  other  causes 
led  men  to  delegate  to  others  the  powers 
which  their  forefathers  had  exercised  in 
person,  these  liberties  came  to  be  less 
carefully  watched  than  they  ought  to  have 
been  and  the  consequence  was — ^as  we 
have  most  of  us  read  in  our  histories — that 
this  boasted  municipal  freedom  which  was 
the  nurse  and  guardian  of  English  liberty 
had  dissappeared  almost  entirely,  and  had 
become  a  nest  of  corruption  in  the  days  of 
the  Stuarts  and  further  along  indeed  up  to 
our  own  time.  Those  municipal  institu- 
tions which  in  early  Saxon  times  had  been 
the  seats  of  liberty  had  in  our  times  be- 
come the  seats  of  corruption.  And  how 
did  this  come  about  ?  Simply  by  relaxing 
this  watchfulness  which  if  it  had  been  pre- 
served would  have  saved  those  institutions 
from  ruin.  I  ask  hon.  gentlemen  is  not 
this  a  lesson  for  ourselves  if  we  admit  for 
a  moment  that  these  municipal  privileges 
of  ours,  these  noble  enfranchisements 
should  be  interfered  with  by  a  Government 
measure  of  this  kind,  but  can  we  say  we 
are  content  to  allow  the  Government  to 
establish  a  court  for  the  registration  of 
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voters  among  ourselves,  a  thing  we  can  do 
better,  more  cheaply,  and  more  satisfactor- 
ily to  ourselves  in  every  way — if  we  admit 
this,  we  admit  at  once  the  commencement 
of  this  insidious  destruction  which  befell 
the  English  municipalities.  Hon.  gentle- 
men know  perfectly  well  that  amidst  the 
municipal  corruption  of  many  of  our  cities 
there  remained  no  voters  at  all.  There 
was  a  mayor  and  aldermen  and  perhaps 
a  common  council  and  they  carried  on 
all  the  municipal  affairs.  When  these 
bodies  required  renewal,  by  death  or 
resignation  of  any  of  their  members,  the 
appeal  was  not  to  the  people,  but  to  the 
rest  of  the  body,  and  the  rest  of  the  body 
elected  men  like  themselves ;  and  thus 
this  state  of  things  was  perpetuated — the 
very  same  danger  that  my  hon.  friends  are 
warning  the  Government  of  in  this  Bill.  We 
say  there  is  a  danger  in  this  Bill  of 
perpetuating  the  majority  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  we  warn  you  against  doing 
anything  which  may  have  the  effect  of 
perpetuating  in  that  body  any  dominant 
party.  Are  we  right  or  are  we  wrong  ? 
Have  we  reason  or  precedent  on  our 
side  ?  Does  not  our  history  confirm  this 
statement?  Can  it  be  denied  for  one 
moment  ?  I  perhaps  may  find  it  answered 
because  I  was  rather  shortly  stopped 
yesterday  in  making  a  bold  assertion,  but 
I  believe  it  is  the  case  that  scarcely  any 
country  possesses  this  unbroken  municipal 
franchise.  I  know  that  in  Hungary  the 
patriotic  Kossuth  claimed  that  the  same 
system  remained  in  his  country  and  had 
kept  liberty  alive  all  those  years  up  to  a 
recent  period,  and  there  is  some  shadow 
of  it  existing  there  still  even  up  to  this 
time 

Hon.  Mr  PLUMB— It  prevails  in 
Russia. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  believe 
it  prevailed  in  Switzerland  too,  but  that 
was  owing  perhaps  more  to  the  inaccessible 
situation  of  that  country  than  to  any 
other  cause.  They  gained  their  liberties  ; 
how  ?  By  constant  watchfulness.  But, 
dropping  ancient  history  and  foreign 
history,  let  us  speak  of  our  own. 
What  has  happened  here  in  Canada? 
Did  not  the  Dominion  the  other  day 
pass  her  eighteenth  birthday,  and  has 
she  not,I  may  say  without  danger  of  contra 


diction,  fairly  well  performed  all  the  duties 
of  a  nation  during  that  time  ?  She  has  put 
down  foreign  invasions — met  them  on  her 
own  borders,  and  within  her  own  territor- 
ies, and  defeated  them.  Has  she  not 
quelled  rebellion  ?  She  has,  but  yet  I 
think  we  have  to  look  to  a  much  earlier 
period — 2i  period  much  further  back  in 
the  history  of  the  British  colonies  to 
understand  the  important  point  how  it  is 
the  love  of  liberty  has  sprung  up  amongst 
us,  and  how  it  has  been  nurtured,  and  how 
it  has  grown.  To  understand  all  this,  I 
think,  we  must  look  back  to  the  earlier 
history  of  our  British  colonies — in  speak- 
ing of  one  we  must  speak  of  them  all. 
No  doubt  the  Mother  Country  gave  to 
most  of  her  colonies  as  much  if  not  more 
freedom  than  she  herself  possessed.  She 
gave  us  representative  institutions,  some- 
times interrupted  by  nominated  councils 
for  a  time  ;  but  there  was  always  an 
appeal  to  the  people  themselves  j  liberties 
were  not  abrogated  by  any  insidious  acts 
of  the  Government  appointed  by  the  peo- 
ple. Their  liberties  were  increasing  rather 
than  diminishing  yearly,  and  such  is  the 
process  going  on  through  all  the  colonies. 
I  know  that  in  my  own  province  we 
battled  for  a  hundred  years,  that  some- 
times we  contended  against  the  operation  of 
the  proprietary  tenure  of  land,  sometimes 
for  representative  institutions,  and  finally 
obtained  them.  The  British  Government 
gave  us  all  that  she  had  to  give — all  she 
knew  at  that  time.  Since  then  there  has 
been  a  great  development  of  what  we  now 
understand  as  Parliamentary  government 
in  England,  but  I  think  it  has  not  reached 
further  than  it  has  here.  Here  we  are 
quite  as  jealous  of  our  liberties  and  our 
constitutional  government  as  they  are  in 
the  Mother  Land,  and,  I  think,  it  is  to 
this  struggle  for  parliamentary  government 
— for  parliamentary  responsible  govern- 
ment— that  we  owe  the  great  love  of  liberty 
which  prevails  throughout  this  Dominion, 
and  it  is  to  that  love  of  liberty,  that 
high  estimation  and  regard  in  which  our 
rights  and  liberties  are  held,  that  we  must 
look  to  obviate  the  evil  effects  of  this  Bill 
should  it  become  law.  I  have  to  tender 
ray  thanks  to  the  House  for  the  great 
patience  with  which  they  have  listened  to 
my  remarks,  I  am  aware  thaj  for  some 
cause  or  other  unknown  to  me,  there  is  a 
desire  that  a  division  should  take  place  on 
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this  Bill  this  evening,  and  I  am  not  will* 
ing  to  incur  the  denunciations  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Niagara,  who  might  think, 
perhaps,  I  am  becoming  factious  in  my 
oppositicn  and  unnecessarily  tedious  in 
my  remarks.  So  I  will  endeavor  to  draw 
them  to  a  close.  Some  apprehension 
perhaps  exists  on  the  part  of  gentlemen 
who  form  the  Opposition  in  and  out  of 
Parliament,  that  the  tendency  of  this  Bill 
is  dangerous ;  that  it  is  one  which  will 
place  much  parliamentary  power  at  the 
disposal  of  the  present  Government,  and 
thus  maintain  them  permanently  in  office, 
and,  I  believe,  there  is  danger  of  that ; 
but  I  deduce  another  conclusion  from  it 
different  from  that  which  some  people  do. 
I  draw  conclusions  rather  favorable  to  the 
advancement  of  reform  principles.  I  be- 
lieve, myself,  that  the  Government  and 
their  friends  began  to  be  aware  of  the  cer- 
tain advance  of  reform  jfrinciples  in  the 
country ;  that  they  began  to  get  rather 
fearful  as  to  whether  they  would  be  able 
to  maintain  their  position,  and  hence  this 
Bill  which  has  been  kept  hanging  over 
Parliament  and  the  country  for  three 
years,  and  now  it  is  found  that  a  crisis  has 
arrived,  and  that  action  must  be  taken  if 
they  are  to  preserve  their  position.  While 
hon.  gentlemen  are  reduced  to  that  last 
resource,  I  say  go  on  and  make  your  in- 
tentions known  to  the  country,  and  you 
will  find  that  your  expectations  will  be 
disappointed  ;  that  the  people  see  through 
and  through  your  design  and  will  defeat 
this — I  was  going  to  say  illegitimate  ob- 
ject :  I  do  not  think  the  term  would  be 
altogether  inappropriate — this  illegitimate 
object  at  the  polls.  I  shall  say  a  few 
words  before  I  conclude  respecting  the 
farmer's  son  franchise.  It  seem3  to  me 
that  that  franchise  is  not  altogether  so 
worthy  of  praise  as  some  hon.  gentlemen 
have  thought.  It  contrasts  very  unfavor- 
ably with  the  position  of  farmers'  sons 
in  my  own  province,  as  regards  their 
obtaining  votes.  There  they  obtained 
the  vote  without  reference  to  the 
farm  at  all,  and  without  reference 
to  the  father ;  but  by  this  Bill  as  it  stands, 
the  farmer  must  qualify  the  son  or  sons, 
and  if  it  is  not  of  sufficient  value,  however 
competent  the  sons  may  be,  they  can  not 
become  qualified  from  that  source.  The 
man  has  labored  on  his  father's  farm  all 
his  life  ;  he  may  become  a  very  estimable 
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character  in  the  community,  but  may 
have  very  little  money,  and  if  he  has  to 
look  to  the  farm  for  qualifications  he  may, 
in  many  instances,  look  in  vain.  He  may 
even  be  disappointed  when  he  comes  to 
obtain  this  expected  franchise  from  the 
farm.  It  may  turn  out,  (m  inquiry,  that 
the  farm  was  not  of  the  value  anticipated. 
It  may  be  intrinsically  of  the  value  re- 
quired, but  the  owner  may  not  be  in  full 
possession  of  it.  He  may  possibly  have 
never  paid  for  it,  or  it  is  encumbered,  and 
although  the  sons  be  perfectly  competent 
under  this  law  to  become  voters,  they  are 
disappointed  This  is  a  great  objection  to 
it  You  make  the  enfranchisement  of  the 
farmer's  sons  depend  on  the  value  of  the 
farm,  whereas  the  enfranchisement  of  the 
sons  should  depend  upon  their  own  fitness 
for  the  position.  So  much  has  already 
been  said  upon  the  revising  barrister 
clauses  that  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary 
to  go  into  it  any  further.  I  have  a  decided 
objection  to  the  system.  I  always  regret 
to  see  the  direct  actions  of  governments  in 
affairs  which  can  be  managed  in  another  way. 
It  seems  to  me  that  if  the  Government 
had  followed  the  English  precedent,  and 
allowed  their  revising  barristers — if  they 
were  determined  that  they  would  have 
revising  barristers — to  be  appointed  by  the 
judges  of  the  Supreme  Court  in  their 
respective  provinces,  they  would  then 
have  carried  with  them  the  confidence  of 
the  people,  and  I  think  no  reflection  could 
then  have  been  cast  upon  those  gentlemen 
on  the  score  of  their  appointment. 
Whether  they  are  actually  fit  for  the  duty, 
whether  they  are  altogether  candid  and 
fair  or  not,  suspicion  will  always  attach  to 
them,  and  it  is  a  very  objectionable  thing 
that  suspicion  should  attach  to  any  judge. 
An  hon.  gentleman  on  the  other  side  of 
tha  House  (Mr.  Plumb),  speaking  upon 
this  point,  told  us  that  there  was  an 
appeal  against  the  judge,  an  appeal 
to  Parliament ;  that  a  judge  who  miscon- 
ducted himself  could  be  removed  on  an 
appeal  to  Parliament.  This  is  a  very 
good,  a  very  safe,  a  very  wholsome 
regulation  as  regards  a  criminal  or  common 
law  judge  ;  but  I  venture  to  suggest  that 
it  is  a  veiy  improper  and  unsuitable  ar- 
rangement when  it  relates  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  political  judge.  Hon.  gentlemen 
know  perfectly  well,  and  no  one  knows 
better  than  the  Minister  of  Justice,  that 
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the  action  of  Parliament  both  in  Canada 
and  Great  Britian  for  many  years  past  has 
been  to  remove  all  such  cases  out  of 
Parliament  and  to  place  them  before  the 
courts.  Why  ?  Because  they  recognized 
the  principle  that  men  cannot  act  in- 
dependently and  fairly  in  cases  where 
they  are  themselves  concerned;  and 
when  an  appeal  comes  before  Parliament 
in  the  shape  of  a  petition  for  the  removal 
of  such  a  judge,  that  is,  in  fact  an  election 
case — when  such  a  case  as  that  comes 
before  Parliament  we  say  at  once  that 
Parliament  is  incompetent  to  judge  it 
fairly.  That  principle  has  been  recogn  ized 
over  and  over  again  in  Great  Britain,  and 
it  has  been  recognized  in  Canada  as  well, 
where  we  had  for  many  years  past  removed 
all  such  cases  before  the  courts,  and  have 
derived  the  greatest  benefit  and  satisfac- 
tion from  doing  so.  I  therefore  attach 
little  importance  to  the  liability  of  the 
revising  barrister  or  judges  to  Parlia- 
mentary appeal.  I  am  sorry  to  have 
detained  the  House  as  long  as  I  have 
done,  knowing  the  anxiety  of  hon.  gentle- 
men to  proceed  with  this  business;  I 
therefore  tender  you  my  thanks  for  your 
courtesy,  and  resume  my  seat. 

Hon.  Mr.  GOWAN— I  feel  that  it  is  a 
great  pleasure  to  take  part  in  this  debate, 
seeing  that  it  has  been  conducted  from  the 
first  and  throughout  with  a  spirit  of  fairness 
and  calmness  that  perhaps  does  not  always 
find  a  place  even  in  this  Assembly.  I  was 
greatly  gratified  to  hear  the  hoa  gentleman 
from  Queen's  county  speak  in  the  terms 
in  which  he  did  of  the  Minister  of  Justice, 
as  I  am  sure  every  hon.  member  in  this 
House  was  also.  The  spirit  of  fairness 
and  of  candor  which  seems  to  be  a  part, 
the  very  essence  of  his  nature  on  all  sub- 
jects the  Minister  of  Justice  deals  with, 
quite  assures  me  that  the  remarks  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  made  were  entirely 
deserved,  and  find  an  echo  in  the  heart  of 
every  hon.  gentleman  in  this  House.  If 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Queen's  county 
will  permit  me  to  say  as  much,  I  think 
he  himself  is  conspicuous  for  much  that  he 
attributed  to  the  hon.  Minister  of  Justice. 
I  have  never  heard  him  speak  in  a  way 
that  did  not  commend  itself  to  me  as  the 
honest  utterance  of  a  man  of  strong  con- 
victions, willing  to  do  justice  to  the  argu- 
ments of  those  who  are  opposed  to  him, 


and  desirous  of  reaching  truth.  I  am  not 
bold  enough  to  stand  up  for  the  purpose 
of  answering  the  remarks  that  have  been 
made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Queen's 
county.  I  would  not  dare  venture  to 
break  a  lance  with  him,  knowing  how  ex- 
pert he  is  in  all  matters  of  debate,  and 
what  a  vast  amount  of  knowledge  he  brings 
to  bear  on  every  subject  he  touches  ;  but 
there  are  one  or  two  points  that  he  referred 
to  upon  which  I  would  venture  to  say  a 
word.  He  referred  with  great  admiration 
to  some  recollections  of  his  early  life  in 
connection  with  the  revising  barrister  sys- 
tem which  prevails  at  home,  and  he  refer- 
red with  great  admiration  to  Lord 
Brougham  a  great  and  noble  man,  and 
seemed  to  convey  the  idea  that  this  mea- 
sure was  not  exactly  in  accordance  with 
the  principles  that  Lord  Brougham  advo- 
cated and  maintained  throughout  his 
whole  public  life.  I  might  venture  to  say, 
with  regard  to  myself,  that  I  am  also,  and 
have  been  ever  since  I  could  reason,  an 
humble  admirer  of  Lord  Brougham,  and  in 
1843,  ^t  ^^^  t^n^c  when  I  was  appointed  to  a 
new  District,  and  when  it  became  the  duty 
of  the  judge  to  appoint  the  seals  for  the 
courts  over  which  he  presided,  I  ventured 
to  take  a  new  departure,  and  the  seal  de- 
sign I  gave  for  my  courts  was  the  head  of 
Lord  Brougham,  and  to  this  day  that  seal 
is  still  in  use  in  the  courts  over  which  I 
formerly  presided.  As  I  feel  as  warmly 
attached  to  the  memory  of  that  great  man, 
and  as  I  as  fully,  perhaps,  adopt  the  prin- 
ciples and  views  advocated  by  him  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Queen's,  I  may  ven- 
ture to  point  out  to  him  wherein  I  think 
he  has  perhaps  misconceived  the  effect  of 
this  measure.  Lord  Brougham  was  not  in 
favor  of  centralization — complete  central- 
ization ;  neither  was  he  in  favor  of  decentral- 
ization, and  of  the  two  he  regarded  more 
evils  were  likely  to  arise  from  the  system 
of  complete  decentralization  than  from  the 
system  of  centralization.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Queen's  will  recollect  that  at 
the  time  of  that  very  important  debate 
connected  with  the  tribunals  which  are 
now  all  over  England  and  Ireland,  under 
the  county  coiirt  system.  Lord  Brougham 
entered  very  fully  into  the  question,  and 
spoke  of  the  evils  arising  from  the  multi- 
plicity of  jurisdictions  which  prevailed  all 
over  the  British  Isles  :  numerous  courts 
with  separate  jurisdictions    managed  by 
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agents,  not  acting  upon  uniform  princi- 
ples, and  inaugurated,  many  of  them,  upon 
the  vote  of  municipalities.  The  system 
that  he  devised,  the  county  court  system, 
was  intended  to  remedy  that  evil,  and  at 
the  same  time  it  avoided  the  evils  on  the 
other  hand  that  arose  from  complete  cen- 
tralization. Now,  I  shall  presently  show, 
and  the  main  object  of  my  speaking  on 
this  occasion  is  to  point  out  from  actual 
knowledge  ot  the  practical  working  for 
many  years  where  evils  arise,  under  the 
present  system  for  the  preparation  of 
voters*  lists  in  Ontario,  ^nd  I  think  that 
the  parallel  between  the  courts  that 
existed  at  the  time  the  county  court 
system  was  devised  in  England,  and  the 
various  bodies  or  agencies  that  now  exist, 
for  the  purpose  of  preparing  voters'  lists 
in  Ontario — perhaps  the  best  system  in 
any  Province,  is  perfectly  correct  Upon 
that  point,  therefore,  I  do  not  think  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  Irom  Queen's  County 
can  invoke  the  opinion  of  Lord  Brougham 
as  being  at  all  opposed  to  the  measure 
now  before  the  House,  for  it  has,  I  think, 
the  advantage  of  reasonable  decentraliza- 
tion, without  the  disadvantage  of  the 
ramification  and  detail,  which  is  a  weak- 
ness in  itself,  and  under  which  last,  the 
duties  are  scarcely  ever  efficiently  and 
properly  performed  There  was  another 
point  upon  which  the  hon.  gentleman  for 
Queen's  dilated,  and  I  thought  perhaps  a 
little  ungraciously.  It  was  in  respect  to 
Prince  Edward  Island  and  the  concession 
of  the  Government — not  departing  from 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  for  they  have  not 
departed  from  the  principle  of  it — but  in 
making  that  concession  which  will  secure 
to  the  men  of  the  day  the  privileges  of 
the  franchise  which  they  now  enjoy.  I  ad- 
mit that  the  Bill  would  have  been  more  sym- 
metrical if  it  had  not  been  modified  to 
that  extent;  but  it  does  not  affect 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  at  all  It  is 
a  measure  which  enlarges  existing  rights, 
and  does  not  disfranchise  anyone.  The 
concession  I  repeat  does  not  touch 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  The  whole  basis 
of  this  measure  was  to  enlarge  the  fran- 
chise to  give  to  those  who  had  it  not  the 
right  to  vote,  to  embrace  every  one  who 
could  fairly  be  embraced,  and  therefore  it 
would  not  be  in  accordance  with  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  if  these  men  in  British 
Columbia  and  Prince  Edward  Island  who  | 
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already  have  the  franchise  were  deprived 
of  ity  but  it  is  certainly  not  an  inconsistent 
thing  to  say  that  we  will  preserve  the  fran- 
chise to  the  men  of  to-day,  but  will  not 
allow  the  principle  of  the  Bill  to  be  inter- 
fered with.  We  will  save  existing  rights* 
and  say  in  the  language  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  used,  once  a  free  man  al- 
ways a  free  man — they  have  preserved  to 
those  free  men  the  right  and  privileges 
they  enjoy,  but  they  have  still  retained  the 
principle  of  the  Bill.  I  think  it  is  in  Vir- 
ginia that  letters  are  attached  to  the  names 
of  distinguished  families — F.  F.  V. — 
"  first  family  in  Virginia,"  I  believe  is  the 
meaning  of  it  It  will  be  something  if 
certain  persons  in  Prince  Ekiward  Island* 
will  be  able  to  attach  to  their  names  L.V. 
P.E.L,  that  is  "life  voters  of  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island."  The  hon.  gentleman  from 
DeLanaudiere  touched  upon  one  or  two 
points  that  greatly  interested  me,  and  I 
was  exceedingly  gratified  with  his  very 
able  dissertation  on  one  branch  of  the 
subject  I  entirely  agree  with  him.  Of 
course  the  hon.  gentleman  had  the  right 
to  enter  upon  the  subject,  but  whether  it 
was  necessary  to  do  so  at  such  length  was 
another  question,  but  I  may  say  upon  that 
point  as  well  as  upon  the  question  of  man- 
hood suffrage  I  entirely  agree  with  him. 
The  main  point  he  seemed  to  dwell  upon 
was  that  this  action  was  uncalled  for  except 
pressing  reasons  for  it  prevailed.  Now  it 
is  the  part  of  wise  legislators  and  wise 
Governments,  not  to  wait  until  the  evil 
arises  but  to  anticipate  the  possibility  of 
an  evil  arising  and  guard  against  it  I  will 
suppose  a  case  in  which  the  evil  might  at 
once  arise,  which  I  am  sure  would  arouse 
thehon.  gentleman  from  DeLanaudiere  into 
a  perfect  frenzy  of  feeling.  We  will  suppose 
in  Ontario,  for  example,  that  the  legislature 
forgetful  of  what  is  a  right  in  my  opinion, 
enacted  that  no  one  should  be  allowed  to 
vote  except  he  could  read  intelligently 
in  the  English  language  certain  clauses 
in  the  British  North  America  Act 
In  my  part  of  the  country  there  is  a 
very  large  settlement  of  French  Canadians 
and  many  of  them  are  incapable  of  utter- 
ing a  word  in  English,  and  certainly  they 
cannot  read  the  English  language.  I  can 
imagine,  if  such  a  matter  as  that  arose,  the 
hon.  gentleman  with  all  the  vivacity  of  his 
race,  and  all  the  energy  of  his  nature 
getting  into  a  perfect  frenzy  of  indignation 
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as  I  myself  might  do  if  in  Lower  Canada 
it  was  enacted  that  no  one  should  have  a 
right  to  vote  except  he  could  speak  and 
write  in  tho  French  language.  I  would 
consider  that  exceedingly  unfair  towards 
the  people  who  speak  my  own  language, 
and  I  would  be  perhaps  quite  as  indignant 
as  the  hon.  gentleman.  That  is  a  remote 
contingency,  and  I  only  mention  it  inci- 
dentally ;  it  is  not  at  all  likely  to  occur ; 
but  suppose  female  suffrage  introduced  in 
any  province  what  would  the  hon.  gentle- 
man with  his  strong  feeling  on  the  subject 
think?  Why  of  course  he  would  feel 
•strongly  and  express  himself  strongly  on 
that  point,  and  I  rejoice  with  him  that  that 
clause  was  not  persevered  in  as  it  appeared 
in  the  original  Bill,  but  I  mention  it  to 
show  that  although  strong  reasons  may  not 
exist  at  present  the  danger  if  not  immedi- 
ate may  be  pending. 

My  hon.  friend  from  the  city  of  Halifax 
spoke  upon  the  subject  of  the  Bill,  and  as 
he  always  does  spoke  with  a  great  deal  of 
acuteness  and  entered  very  fully  into  some 
points.  My  hon.  friend,  is  as  I  may  say, 
the  analyst  of  the  Opposition,  His  power 
of  analysis  is  very  great,  and  his  observation 
is  quick,  and  he  has  on  various  occasions 
rendered  essential  services  not  merely  in 
Government  measures  but  in  measures 
introduced  by  private  members  in  analyzing 
bills  that  were  submitted  here  and  discover- 
ing defects  that  existed.  Itisa  very  important 
function  of  the  Opposition,  no  doubt,  to 
criticise  every  measure,  and  it  is  a  very 
important  thing  to  have  men  capable  of 
doing  so.  But  when  my  hon.  friend,  if  he 
will  permit  me  to  call  him  so,  comes  to 
deal  with  Government  measures  he  re- 
minds one  very  much  of  a  naturalist  who 
has  a  new  creature — some  new  insect  to 
examine.  He  places  it  in  a  strong  light 
under  a  powerful  microscope,  and  he  dis- 
covers everything  in  connection  with  it 
and  is  able  to,  and  does,  examine  it  with 
the  most  minute  care.  That  being  the 
case,  my  hon.  friend  possessing  the  power 
and  the  ability  to  deal  with  matters  in  that 
way,  I  think  it  is  saying  a  great  deal  for 
this  Bill  that  he  was  able  to  urge  so  little 
against  it.  He  had  very  little  to  say  on 
the  subject  He  left  the  bill  almost  un- 
touched except  upon  one  point — I  mean 
any  material  point — and  on  that  point  I 
venture  to  say  he  was  mistaken.  His 
reference  was  to  the  government  of  the 


United  States.  It  is  true  as  he  says  that 
the  United  States  have  adopted  the  fran- 
chise in  several  states  instead  of  making  a 
uniform  franchise  for  the  election  of  all 
federal  officers,  but  he  fails,  I  think,  to  per- 
ceive the  difference  between  this  Domin- 
ion and  the  United  States.  Canada  does 
not  stand  in  the  same  relation  to  the  prov- 
inces as  the  federal  government  of  the 
United  States  does  to  the  several  states. 
There  the  rights  are  delegated  by  the  states 
to  the  Central  Government:  under  our 
constitution  the  converse  of  the  propo- 
sition is  true— the  Crown  with  us  is  supreme^ 
and  power  not  delegated  remains  with  the 
Dominion.  Therefore  the  argument  he 
would  draw  from  the  United  States,  prac- 
tice I  think  is  not  well-founded  seeing 
the  condition  of  things  is  different. 
The  subject  of  this  Bill  has  now  been  for 
a  long  time  before  the  public.  There  has 
been  great  divergence  of  opinion  as  to 
what  the  franchise  should  be,  and  for  the 
last  eight  weeks  or  more  the  measure  has 
occupied  the  time  of  the  Commons. 
There  was"  a  sound  of  revelry  by  night,'*" 
and  my  hon.  friend  from  Ottawa  would 
be  disposed  to  say,  not  that  **  music  arose 
with  its  voluptuous  swell,"  but  with  its 
"  patriotic  swell."  He  believes  the  whole 
thing  was  a  patriotic  effort.  Whatever 
was  patriotic  in  it,  I  think,  was  shared  by 
those  who  supported,  as  well  as  those  who 
opposed,  the  measure.  A  struggle,  in 
which  physical  endurance  was  the  promi- 
nent feature,  has  been  played  out  to  the 
close.  It  was  not,  I  thought,  a  very 
edifying  spectacle,  but  I  suppose  it  may 
have  Its  uses  as  both  parties  have  resorted 
to  the  expedient  at  different  times.  There 
were  intervals,  however,  in  which  the 
voice  of  reason  was  heard,  and  much 
light  thrown  upon  the  subject  I  am,  I 
confess,  unable  to  see  that  a  perfectly 
just  franchise,  scientifically  accurate,  is 
attainable ;  the  most  that  can  be  hoped 
for  is  an  approximate  estimate  of  social 
value  on  the  basis  of  property,  and  pos- 
sibly educated  intelligence.  So  far  as  I 
am  capable  of  judging  I  believe  that  the 
franchise  provided  for  in  the  Bill  before 
us,  if  not  theoretically  perfect,  will  be 
found  suitable  to  the  condition  of  things 
throughout  the  Dominion  at  large,  and 
embrace  substantially  all  to  whom  the 
right  should  be  entrusted.  But  this 
branch  of  the   Bill  has  been  fully  and 
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somewhat  exhaustively  discussed  both  in 
the  House  of  Commons  and  by  the  public 
press  of  the  country,  and  I  certainly  do 
not  feel  equal  to  cast  any  additional  light 
on  the  point  I  purpose  confining  the 
few  remarks  which  I  shall  venture  to 
make  to  one  branch  of  the  subject  with 
which  I  have  some  acquaintance — the  pre- 
paration of  the  voters'  list — with  this 
I  have  been  familiar  from  its  inception  till 
the  latter  part  of  1883.  The  revising  bar- 
rister's clauses  have  been  bitterly  assailed 
by  opponents  of  the  measure,  and  warmly 
supported  by  the  Government  and  its 
supporters,  so  also  by  the  Opposition 
press  and  the  papers  that  supported  the 
Government.  I  have  not  seen  the  subject 
discussed  by  independent  public  writers, 
and  I  do  not  recollect  a  single  instance  of 
a  lawyer,  not  a  pronounced  party  man, 
writing  for  or  against  these  clauses.  Much 
said  on  both  sides  struck  me  as  strongly 
colored  by  party  prejudice,  and  not  over- 
conspicuous,  in  all  cases,  for  an  earnest 
seeking  after  truth.  I  wish  to  point  out 
some  defects  inherent  in  the  present  sys- 
tem of  preparing  the  voters'  lists  in 
Ontario,  where  more  attention  has  been 
given  to  legislation  on  the  subject  than  in 
any  other  Province  in  the  Dominion,  and 
although  the  Hon.  Mr.  Mowat  has  labored 
for  years  to  make  it  as  complete  and  as 
perfect  as  possible,  I  think  it  is  not  what 
it  might  be,  not  what  I  believe  it  will 
become  under  the  proposed  change.  I 
think  the  honorable  the  Attorney-General 
for  Ontario  is  entitled  to  great  credit  for 
his  able  and  persistent  efforts  in  this 
direction,  and  though  not  agreeing  with 
him  on  several  public  matters  I  entertain 
a  very  warm  respect  for  him.  Of  his  ear- 
nestness and  ability  as  a  public  man  there 
can  be  no  doubt.  I  venture  to  say,  how- 
ever, that  the  system  which  prevails  in 
Upper  Canada,  intended  for  Domin- 
ion purposes  to  be  replaced  by 
the  provision  of  this  Bill,  is  defective, 
and  I  say  this  after  several  years' experi 
ence  and  using  my  best  efforts  to 
secure  the  proper  working  of  the  voter's 
list  law  in  Ontario.  The  best  that 
was  possible  with  the  machinery  has 
been  accomplished,  perhaps.  Yet  I  can- 
not but  think  that  if  Mr.  Mowat  felt  he 
could  operate  on  lines  where  science  was 
supreme,  he  would  have  probably  placed 
on  the  statute  book  clauses  very  similar  to 
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those  Revising  Barristers'  clauses  so  much 
objected  to.  It  probably  occurred  to  Mr. 
Mowat  that  the  work  of  preparing  the 
voters'  list  being  of  merely  a  ministerial 
character  and  not  judicial,  he  could  not 
constitutionally  require  it  to  be  done  by  the 
local  judges,  they  being  under  the  con- 
stitution appointed  by  the  general  Govern- 
ment for  the  performance  of  duties  of  a 
judicial  character,  and  there  certainly 
being  no  undertalung  or  liability  on  their 
part  to  perform  business  of  a  non-judicial 
character.  Or,  if  he  concluded  that  the 
judges  might  possibly  make  no  objection 
to  do  the  work  as  commissioneis  under 
an  act  of  the  Legislature,  he  may  have  felt 
that  it  would  be  an  unreasonable  thing  to 
impose  such  a  large  addition  to  their 
w6rk  without  paying  them  for  it  by  an 
addition  to  their  salary.  But  this  the 
province  could  not  constitutionally  do. 
These  considerations,  especially  the  latter, 
may  have  operated  with  him,  for  Mr. 
Mowat  has  always  been  very  considerate 
towards  the  county  judges,  and  did  every- 
thing he  could  to  benefit  their  condition 
within  constitutional  limits.  These 
difficulties  do  not  prevail,  at  all  events  to 
the  same  extent,  in  legislation  by  the 
Dominion ;  possibly  there  may  be  some 
question  about  the  first,  requiring  judges 
to  do  the  non-judicial  work.  But  the  first 
minister  has  guarded  against  difificulty  in 
this  connection  by  keeping  the  office  of 
Revising  Barrister  distinct  As  to  the 
second,  providing  for  payment  of  the  extra 
work  there  would  be  no  difficulty, 
and  I  fancy  few  of  the  judges 
would  hesitate  to  undertake  it  if 
a  proper  allowance  was  made  The 
present  system  of  preparing  voters'  lists  is 
not  a  thing  in  itself,  originally  a  graft  upon 
the  municipal  assessment  law,  it  so  remains, 
that  is,  information  collected  and  designed 
for  one  purpose  is  used  for  another  and 
different  one,  and  the  numerous  officers 
engaged  in  the  work  are  not  appointed  by 
or  directly  amenable  to  the  Province.  In 
Ontario  between  1400  and  1500  subordin- 
ate officers  are  so  employed — assessors 
and  municipal  clerks.  It  is  obvious  that 
with  a  system  requiring  so  many  agents 
the  want  of  consistency  in  administration 
is  an  evil  inseparable  from  it — ^the  differ- 
ences introduced  by  the  various  degrees 
of  knowledge,  prejudice,  intelligence,  or 
care  of  the  agents  must  be  infinite,  and  a 
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very  cursory  acquaintance  with  the  work- 
ing will  supply  abundant  proof  of  what  I 
say — nor  is  much  improvement  to  be 
looked  for.  I  have  been  familiar  with  it 
from  the  commencement  till  some  two 
years  ago,  and  spared  no  pains  to  instruct 
and  advise  clerks  and  assessors  in  respect 
to  their  duties.  By  preparing  yearly  and 
circulating  printed  suggestions  and  instruc- 
tions to  these  officers,  pointing  out  errors 
which  came  under  my  notice  from  time  to 
time,  as  well  as  by  addresses,  at  the  instance 
of  the  County  Council,  to  officers  person- 
ally. Mine  was  a  large  jurisdiction,  some 
95  or  ICO  officers,  and  the  work  was  as 
well  or  better  done  than  in  other  jurisdic- 
tions in  the  Province.  But  mistakes  were 
of  constant  occurrence.  The  same  mis- 
takes often  repeated  year  aftter  year,  and 
with  all  the  pains  taken.  I  am 
safe  in  saying  there  was  no  voters'  list 
entirely  correct  and  complete.  Errors 
9rept  in  in  an  unaccountable  way.  The 
defects  of  the  system,  in  addition  to  the 
general  objections  I  have  referred  to,  were 
due  to  the  constant  changes  in  officials 
and  their  imperfect  remuneration.  And  I 
may  add,  the  selection,  in  some  cases, 
of  agents  whose  chief  recommendation 
was  that  they  were  active  politicians. 
Assessors  and  clerks  are  subjected  to 
yearly  appointments;  they  have  no  cer- 
tainty of  tenure,  and  are  without  the 
stimulus  which  the  permanent  officer  has, 
to  acquire  an  accurate  knowledge  of  all 
the  details  of  duty.  And  they  are  insuffi- 
ciently paid ;  indeed  the  vicious  method 
prevails  in  many  municipalities  of  putting 
up  the  office  for  tender  and  giving  it  to  the 
person  undertaking  to  do  it  at  the  lowest 
rate.  Anyone  familiar  with  an  assessors  duty 
will  know  that  considerable  time  and  travel, 
especially  in  the  townships,  are  required  to 
secure  the  proper  information,  and  great 
care  and  attention  needed  in  placing  every 
necessary  detail  upon  the  assessment  roll, 
and  for  this  work  $20  is  often  the  whole 
allowance  to  the  assessor,  the  average  re- 
muneration probably  not  exceeding  $75. 
And  so  it  is  with  municipal  clerks  who 
are,  except  in  a  few  cases,  not  paid  more 
than  half  what  their  services  are  worth  ; 
and  they,  in  addition  to  the  general  duties 
of  their  office,  have  the  preparation  of  the 
voters'  lists  from  the  assessment  roll,  in- 
cluding the  alphabetical  arrangement  of 
the  whole,  the  causing  it  to  be  printed, 
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the  revision  of  the  printed  list,  and 
the  distribution-  thereof  when  printed 
My  views  on  the  subject  have  not  been 
recently  formed,  and  1  may  venture  to  read 
some  extracts  from  a  published  address  to 
assessors  which  shows  what  in  1877  I 
thought  on  the  subject 

'<  The  Asseesor  holds  one  of  the  most  re- 
sponsible offices  under  our  excellent  Munioi^ 
pal  system ;  his  duties  are  extensiye  and  im- 
portant, requiring  not  merely  great  care  and 
accuracy,  in  detail,  but  varied  knowledge  and 
sound  judgment  for  their  due  discharge. 
His  functions  are  not  merely  corporate — he  is 
one  of  the  many  agencies  employed  by  the 
Legislature  of  the  country  to  perform  certain 
duties  of  a  general  and  public  character. 

"The  importance  of  securing  competent 
men  to  fill  the  position  must  be  obvious  to  alK 
A  complete  and  reliable  Assessment  is  the 
only  fair  basis  for  taxation, and  the  work  of 
the  Assessor  is  also  the  material  from  which 
the  Voters'  Lists  are  formed,  and  serves 
various  purposes  in  connection  with  our 
educational  and  legal  systems.  As  to  what 
more  immediately  concerns  a  Municipality-^ 
if  the  work  of  Assessment  is  not  correctly 
and  well  done  it  may  expose  the  municipality 
to  law  suits  and  costs ;  and  imperfect  Assess- 
ments haxit  actually  caused  the  loss  of 
thousands  of  dollars,  in  loss  of  taxes,  to  more 
than  one  Municipality  in  the  County,  besides 
generating  difficulties  requiiing  years  to  over- 
come. 

**  With  knowledge,  therefore,  of  the  import^ 
ance  of  the  duties  and  the  serious  conse- 
quences that  result  from  careless  or  imperfect 
work  by  an  Assessor,  Municipal  Councillors^ 
custodians  of  the  public  interests,  are  bound 
to  sicure  good  and  suitable  men  for  the  work,, 
and  the  Council  that  fails  to  do  this  is  not 
acting  in  the  true  interests  of  the  constituency. 

•*  How  is  it  to  be  done  ?  i^>5<— By  hold- 
ing out  the  inducement  of  fair  and  reasonable 
wages,  i  he  fact  is,  that  Assessors,  as  a  rule,, 
are  poorly  paid  in  proportion  to  the  services 
rendered,  the  amount  and  character  of  the 
work,  and  the  responsibility  of  the  position. 
In  the  language  of  the  learned  Chief  Justice 
of  Ontario,  who  has  done  so  much  to  eluci- 
date the  Municipal  Law, — *  Poor  pay,  poor 

*  services,  is  the  general  rule  j  good  servants 

*  are  deserving  of  good  pay,  and  good  pay  ta 

*  good  servants  will  in  the  long  run  be  found 
'  to  be  true  economy.' 

**  Sec&nd-Ax  is  most  disastrous  to  a  muni- 
cipality to  be  constantly  changing  its  officers, 
particularly  the  Assessor.  It  requires  several 
years  to  gain  the  necessary  acquaintance  with 
the  particular  locality,  and  the  value  of  pro- 
perty therein  ;  and  proper  training  in  the 
work  of  this  office,  as  in  every  department  of 
business,  is  essential  to  a  safe  and  benefi. 
cial  discharge  of  the  duties.  Men  do  not 
bring  into  their  harvest  fields,  or  into  their 
workshops,  or  their  counting-houses,  un- 
trained men,  if  trained  men  can  be  had ;  and 
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as  skilled  labor  is  always  more  valuable  to 
the  employer,  it  should  command  higher 
wages.  When  a  Municipality  has  secured  a 
£0^  officer,  his  services  should  be  retained  so 
long  as  he  is  able  and  willing  to  do  his  work 
properly.  While  I  am  glad  to  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  a  word  in  favor  of  better  remunera- 
tion to  Assessors,  and  saying  it  in  the  pre- 
sence of  the  collective  wisdom  of  the  County, 
it  is  proper  that  I  should  add  that  however 
poorly  requited,  a  careless  or  imperfect  dis- 
charge of  duty  cannot  be  excused — the 
Assessor  accepting  office  does  so  with  his 
eyes  open,  the  obligation  to  perform  what  the 
law  requires  of  him  is  incurred  when  he  ac- 
cepts the  office." 

Now  it  may  be  said  that  there  is  an 
appeal  to  a  court  of  revision  from  the 
assessment.  But  this  court  is  composed  of 
the  municipal  officers  elected  annually,  an 
ever  changing  body  who  are  in  many  cases 
without  experience,  and  who  have  neither 
time  nor  in  many  cases  inclination  to  devote 
the  time  necessary  to  understand  their 
duties,  and  the  work  of  revision  is  conse- 
quently as  a  rule  done  in  a  most  perfunctory 
manner.  The  Legislature  of  Ontario  evi- 
dently saw  that  assessments  would  be  made 
upon  no  general  principles,  and  that  perfect 
reliance  could  not  be  placed  upon  them. 
Several  municipalities  would  be  pulling  in 
different  ways,  each  dealing  with  the  sub- 
ject from  its  own  standpoint,  with  preju- 
dices and  all  sorts  of  irregular  influences 
in  full  play.  To  correct  this  evil  so 
far  as  possible  the  legislature  gave 
an  appeal  to  the  local  judge.  I  re- 
collect an  appeal  of  this  kind  in 
which  the  judge  found  it  necessary  to  a 
just  equalization  to  increase  the  valuation 
from  eleven  millions  and  odd  to  fourteen 
Tnillions  and  odd,  adding  almost  one-third 
to  the  aggregate  equalization  by  the  county 
council.  The  duty  of  making  out  the 
voters'  lists,  arranging  in  alphabetical  order, 
printing,  issuing  notices,  etc  comes  to  the 
clerk  at  a  busy  season  of  the  year,  when 
he  has  numerous  other  duties  crowded  upon 
him,  and  the  time  given  him  to  do  the 
work  is  of  the  briefest  It  cannot  be  a 
matter  of  surprise,  therefore,  if  the  work  is 
imperfectly  done,  especially  in  the  case  of 
officers  who  have  had  little  experience. 
It  is  true  that  an  appeal  is  given  to  the 
County  Judge,  but  only  in  electoral 
districts  where  party  feeling  runs  high  is 
much  attention  paid  to  the  voters'  lists  till 
the  day  of  election  comes,  and  then 
errors    of   the    most    palpable  kind  are 
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discovered,  due  to  inattention  or  ignor- 
ance, or  possibly  in  some  cases  to  design. 
Now,  the  system  proposed  by  this  Bill  will, 
I  think,  cure  many  of  the  evils  inseparable 
from  the  present  system  and  be  a  great 
improvement  upon  it  You  will  have  un- 
der it  an  educated  professional  man,  one 
above  the  reach  of  improper  or  irregular 
influences,  to  prepare  the  lists  ;  an  officer 
alike  independent  of  the  Government  and 
the  public,  secure  in  his  position  so  long 
as  he  faithfully  and  efficiently  performs  the 
duties  of  his  office,  and  who  will  every 
year  be  acquiring  a  further  mastery  of  the 
subject :  one  who  will  be  guided  by  prin- 
ciple and  precedent  in  all  he  does.  In- 
stead of  a  perfect  army  of  imperfectly 
trained,  imperfectly  educated  agents  with- 
out fixity  in  office,  with  a  feeling  ever 
present  that  as  a  breath  has  made 
them,  so  a  breath  can  unmake, 
you  will  have,  comparatively,  a  few 
men  acting  as  revising  barristers, 
so  that  uniform  action  on  settled  princi- 
ples may  well  be  expected.  Besides  this 
the  body  of  revising  barristers  in  each 
province  will  have  an  opportunity  of  con- 
ferring together  and  discussing  questions, 
as  was  the  practice  under  the  Civil  Bill 
system  in  Ireland,  and  which  now  prevails 
amongst  the  County  Judges  in  Ontaria 
Moreover,  the  facilities  for  appeal  and 
correction  will  be  greatly  facilitated.  The 
political  parties  interested  will  be  better 
and  more  effectually  represented  before 
the  revising  barrister  than  could  probably 
be  the  case,  with  thirty  or  forty  courts  of 
appeal  at  no  definitely  fixed  date  for 
holding  court,  and  with  one  instead  of 
numerous  agents  to  refer  to  for  any  infor- 
mation that  might  be  necessary.  Yes,  I 
confidently  assert  that  under  the  system 
proposed  by  this  Bill,  political  parties  may 
be  conveniently  and  inexpensively  re- 
presented, more  so  than  they  pos- 
sibly could  be  under  the  existing 
law,  and  with  greater  assurance 
of  a  full  and  honest  list  Of  course, 
it  is  all-important  that  the  best  men  should 
have  inducements  held  out  to  accept  the 
position  of  revising  barristers.  And  with 
this  end  in  view  assurance  has  been  given 
that  where  circumstances  admit,  the 
county  judge  will  be  offered  the  appoint- 
ment I  take  it  that  will  be  the  general 
rule  acted  on,  though  there  may  ht  cases 
where,  from  the  age  of  die  judge,  the 
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requirements  of  the  judicial  business 
proper  in  the  jurisdiction,  or  the  condi- 
tion of  the  district,  it  would  be  inexpedient 
to  take  the  county  judge.  In  view  of  the 
judge  being  offered  the  position,  it  was 
important  that  the  tenure  should  be  dur- 
ing good  behaviour,  for  I  think  it  extremely 
probable  that  no  judge  would  accept  such 
an  office,  to  hold  office  at  the  pleasure  of 
the  Crown.  A  good  deal,  however,  has 
been  said  in  the  way  of  objection  to  such 
an  appointment,  and  leaving  it  to  the 
judges  to  name  officers  yearly  finds  favor 
in  some  quarters,  this  being  the  practice 
in  England ;  but  though  the  revising  bar- 
rister may  be  appointed  yearly  the  actual 
practice  is  to  continue  the  incumbent  in 
office  during  good  behaviour ;  so  that,  in 
England,  is  practically  the  tenure.  I  think, 
myself,  the  mode  proposed  by  the  Bill  is 
the  best,  and  I  cannot  understand  those 
who  wish  to  act  in  haruiony  with  the 
wishes  of  the  people,  as  expressed  by 
their  representatives  taking  a  different 
ground  in  Ontario.  From  the  first  insti- 
tution of  division  courts,  and  until  recently, 
4he  appointment  of  the  officers,  clerks  and 
bailiffs  was  vested  in  the  judges,  and 
these  officers  held  their  appointments 
during  pleasure  of  the  judge.  For  some 
40  years  I  myself  performed  that  duty, 
and  in  that  time  appointed  more  than  100 
officers,  some  of  whom  derived  an  income 
from  fees  greater  than  the  judge  who 
appointed  him  enjoyed  from  his  salary. 
Well,  all  that,  as  I  mentioned,  is  altered  by 
an  act  of  the  Provincial  Legislature,  and 
the  appointment  of  the  six  to  eight 
hundred  Division  Court  officers  is  now 
vested  in  the  Government  of  the  province. 
It  was  put  perhaps  not  unreasonably  in 
this  way,  that  as  the  Government  were 
responsible  for  the  efficiency  of  the 
tribunals,  it  was  only  right  that  they 
should  have  control  of  the  appointment  of 
officers.  If  my  memory  serves  me,  the 
Opposition  in  Ontario  professed  to  be  as 
fearful  as  the  Opposition  in  the  Government 
of  the  Dominion  now  professes  to  be,  that 
the  power  of  appointment  would  be 
abused  for  political  ends.  So  Yar  as  my 
observation  extends  I  have  seen  no  evi- 
dence of  this  in  Ontario,  and  I  feel  quite 
sure  that  the  Government  of  the  Dominion 
will  well  and  faithfully  discharge  their 
duties  in  the  appointments  to  the  more 
important  position  of  revising  barrister. 


And  the  contrast  is  altogether  in  favor  of 
what  is  now  proposed.  For  it  is  not  pro- 
posed to  reserve  the  power  of  removal  at 
will  to  the  Government  of  the  Doininion, 
as  was  in  Ontario  reserved  to  the  Govern- 
of  the  province  in  respect  to  Division 
Court  officers.  An  incredible  thing  has 
been  broadly  asserted  with  all  the  bitter- 
ness of  party  expression,  that  the  object 
of  the  Bill  was  to  enable  the  Government 
to  appoint  pliant  partizans  for  corrupt 
purposes,  and  wretched  creatures  would 
be  found  in  the  several  provinces  of  the 
Dominion  to  act  as  willing  tools  for  that 
nefarious  purpose.  I  do  not  think  I  state 
too  strongly  the  inference  of  what  was 
said — said,  I  must  think,  in  frenzy  of 
political  prejudice.  But  I  rannot 
see  how  a  reasonable  man,  not 
hurried  into  absurd  extremes,  could 
think  so.  If  the  Government  aimed 
at  any  such  thing  the  office  would  be  made 
at  pleasure,  but  the  thing  is  too  absurd  to 
dwell  upon.  I  have  entire  confideuce  that 
the  present  Government  will  make  the  best 
appointments  possible,  and  with  the  object 
of  securing  a  just  and  honest  administra- 
tion of  the  law;  and  I  will  go  further 
and  say  that  I  believe  if  the  present  Oppo- 
sition held  the  reins  of  Government 
to-morrow  their  Government  would  be  just 
as  incapable  of  acting  on  such  vicious 
principles.  What  hope  would  be  for  the 
future  of  the  country  if  our  public  men  were 
capable  of  such  conduct ;  inducing  a  judge 
sworn  to  the  faithful  discharge  of  his  duty 
to  violate  his  oath  and,  oblivious  to  every 
principle  of  manhood  and  Christian  duty, 
to  favor  a  political  friend  ?  Men  summon- 
ed to  the  Senate  are  reasonably  taken 
from  amongst  these  whose  views  are  in 
the  main  in  accord  with  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day,  and  because  of 
some  fitness  for  the  position,  will 
the  most  rabid  politician  contend 
(or  a  moment,  that  any  one  appointed  to 
this  Hon.  body  in  accepting  the  summons 
forfeits  the  right  to  think  for  himself  in  any 
measure  that  may  come  up,  or  surrender 
his  conscience  to  the  sway  of  party  however 
much  he  may  differ  from  his  party  on  the 
particular  case — of  course  not,  the  Senate 
could  in  such  case  have  no  attractions  for 
an  honest  man.  Yet  the  case  of  a  judge  is 
even  still  stronger,  and  yet  the  talk  I  have 
referred  to  presupposes  members  of  the 
bar  would  be  found  willing  to  sacrifice  all 
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that  a  mail  holds  dear  at  the  beck  and  nod 
of  a  Minister.  I  can  scarcely  bring  my 
mind  to  believe  that  anyone  seriously  enter- 
tains the  idea.  I  indignantly  repel  it  as  a 
gross  slander  upon  the  noble  profession  of 
which  I  have  the  honor  to  be  a  member. 
I  do  so  emphatically  in  the  case  of  the  bar 
of  Ontario,  and  I  speak  on  the  knowledge 
of  nearly  fifty  years.  At  the  close  of  the 
last  century  the  Law  Society  of  Upper 
Canada  was  established.  In  the  language  of 
the  Act  of  Incorporation  it  was  declared 
to  be  as  well  for  the  establishing  of  order 
amongst  themselves  as  for  the  purpose  of 
securing  to  the  Province  and  to  the  pro- 
fession a  learned  and  hon.  body  to  assist 
their  fellow  subjects  as  occasion  may  re- 
quire and  to  support  and  maintain  the 
constitution  of  the  Province — and  well  and 
nobly  have  these  objects  been  carried  out 
as  the  records  of  the  court,  the 
records  of  Parliament  and  the  political 
history  of  the  country  abundantly  proves. 
But  I  cannot  think  that  a  doubt  of  the 
honor  of  the  bar  has  permanent  place 
with  any.  Tis  true  very  bitter  things 
are  said  in  political  discussions,  and  some- 
thing of  the  prejudice  that  formed  itself 
into  a  maxim  1,900  years  ago,  with  a 
favored  race,  still  survives  amongst  poli- 
ticians, and,  can  anything  good  come  out 
of  Nazareth,  is  often  the  language  of  those 
politically  opposed  I  have  not  fallen  in 
with  anything  from  a  calm,  independent 
writer,  against  this  measure,  nor  have 
members  of  the  legal  profession,  who  are 
not  strong  politicians,  said  aught  against 
It.  But  I  have  read  a  good  deal  for  and 
against  it  by  the  latter  class.  I 
have  formed  my  own  independent  judg- 
ment— or  rather,  have  adhered  to  the 
opinion  I  formed  years  ago — ^that  it  was 
desirable  that  the  Parliament  of  Canada 
should  regulate  the  right  of  suffrage  for 
the  Dominion,  providing  for  the  qualifica- 
tion of  parliamentary  electors  the  appro- 
priate machinery  by  which  it  is  to  be 
evidenced  m  individual  cases.  I  very 
willingly  support  this  Bill  believing  it  to 
be  a  necessary  provision,  and  one 
that  should  have  found  a  place  on 
the  statute  book  years  ago.  I 
am  afi'aid  I  have  encroached  too  long 
on  the  patience  of  the  House,  but  I  was 
desirous  of  placing  deliberately  on  record 
my  views  on  the  subject.  Witih  regard  to 
the  power  of  the  Dominion  to  deal  with 
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the  subject,  there  can  be  of  course  no 
doubt  No  one  has  contended  that  the 
Bill  is  unconstitutional,  and  with  regard  to 
the  language  in  which  the  British  North 
America  Act  is  conceived,  the  hon.  mem- 
ber firom  Amherst  brought  that  out  very 
clearly.  The  plain  intimation  to  the  Par- 
liament of  the  Dominion,  was  to  legislate 
on  the  subject,  and  I  am  sorry  that  it  was 
not  done  years  ago,  and  before  the  bitter 
feeling  which  has  arisen  of  late  years  had 
entered  the  minds  of  the  people.  The 
expense,  no  doubt  stood  in  the  way.  It 
will  be  attended  with  considerabe  cost,  but 
people  must  pay  for  their  liberties  and 
work  would  not  be  efficiently  performed 
except  the  officers  who  performit  are  paid 
fairly  and  liberrally  for  what  they  do.  I 
have  no  doubt  the  judges  of  the  country 
will  accept  the  work  and  be  satisfied  with 
reasonable  remuneration,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  whatever  that  the  work  will  be 
better  done  than  it  is  done  to-day,  and  the 
only  difficulty  will  be  the  preparation  of 
the  first  lists ;  after  that  everything  will 
work  smoothly,  and  very  little  will  have  to 
be  done  by  the  judges  from  year  to  year, 
so  that  I  feel  in  this  measure  very  great 
and  necessary  improvements  will  be  made. 
I  again  thank  hon.  gentlemen  for  having 
listened  to  what  must  have  wearied  their 
patience. 

Hon.  Mr.  PAQUET  (in  French)— I 
shall  vote  with  great  pleasure  for  the  mo- 
tion of  my  hon.  friend  from  Ottawa,  and 
as  I  speak  in  a  language  which  is  not  un- 
derstood by  the  majority  in  this  House,  I 
shall  be  as  brief  as  possible.  The  position 
which  we,  from  the  Province  of  Quebec, 
occupy  in  this  House  on  a  subject  of  this 
kind  is  a  difficult  one.  We  have  also  to 
deal  with  a  measure  which  concerns  the 
other  Chamber  only.  The  members  of 
this  House  are  not  required  to  present 
themselves  before  the  electorate,  but  on 
the  other  hand  we  occupy  the  position  of 
moderators  between  the  Crown  and  the 
people.  I  hope  that  among  the  hon. 
members  of  this  House  none  will  be  found 
in  favor  of  universal  suffi-age  on  the  one 
side,  or,  on  the  other,  of  granting  special 
privileges  to  an  aristocratic  minority.  I 
regret  that  some  members  in  this  House, 
as  well  as  in  the  other  Chamber,  fail  to 
find  any  justification  for  our  opposition  to 
this  Bill,  and  have  gone  so  far  as  to  accuse 
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us  of  disloyalty  or  want  of  patriotism.  I 
say,  speaking  at  least  for  the  members  re- 
presenting the  province  from  which  I 
come,  that  such  an  assertion  is  a  caliramy. 
While  I  admit  that  those  who  oppose  us 
are  entitled  to  consideration,  I  hope  that 
they  will  respect  equally  the  position 
which  we  are  obliged  to  assume,  and  that 
they  will  refrain  from  impugning;  our  mo- 
tives. We  are  told  by  those  who  support 
the  BiU  that  we  have  no  good  reason  for 
our  opposition  to  the  measure — ^at  least, 
in  the  debate  yesterday  one  hon.  gentle- 
man stated  that  he  had  heard  up  to  that 
time  not  one  single  reason  to  justify  oppo- 
sition to  the  measure.  Will  those  hoa 
gentlemen  repeat  that  statement?  If 
there  is  no  ground  for  our  opposition  to 
the  Bill,  why  is  it  that  several  hon.  mem- 
bers, who  have  been  life-long  and  con- 
sistent Conservatives,  find  themselves 
forced  to  range  themselves  with  the  Lib- 
eral party  on  this  important  question? 
It  must,  indeed,  be  an  obnoxious  measure 
which  leads  to  such  a  result.  I  therefore 
feel  bound  to  tell  these  hon.  gentlemen 
that  we,  on  our  side,  have  ^et  to  learn  of 
any  necessity  for  establishmg  a  uniform 
franchise  for  the  Dominion,  the  tendency 
of  which  would  be  to  lead  to  a  legislative 
union.  The  Government  are  trying  to 
bring  about  legislative  union,  while  we,  on 
the  other  hand,  desire  to  maintain  the 
privil^es  which  we  enjoy  under  the  con- 
stitution. Under  the  Confederation  Act, 
the  Govemnient  possess  the  right  of  legis- 
lating in  this  direction  of  a  uniform  fran- 
chise, but  for  eighteen  years  they  have 
hesitated  to  introduce  the  system.  They 
tell  us  that  they  wish  to  imitate  the 
English  franchise,  that  this  measure 
is  based  on  the  English  system.  They 
seem  to  forget  that  there  is  no  analogy 
between  the  circumstances  of  the  two 
countries.  In  England  there  is  no  fed- 
eral pact  as  we  have  here.  They  possess 
a  legislative  union  ;  ours  is  a  federal  union. 
The  two  systems  are  different.  The  hon. 
member  from  DeSalaberry  argued  with 
great  force  yesterday  that  we  have  a  great 
many  tribunals  already,  and  that  this 
change  will  tend  to  increase  the  number, 
to  create  confusion  and  give  rise  to 
public  discontent  We  are  told  that  the 
main  reason  for  introducing  this  measure 
is  because  of  the  hostile  legislation  of 
some  of  the  local  legislatures.    The  Bill 


was  conceived  in  a  spirit  of  retaliation 
and  not  with  a  view  to  doing  justice.  I 
hope,  however,  that  in  this  honorable 
House  the  minority  will  not  have  to  look 
in  vain  for  justice.  One  source  of  diffi- 
culty which  is  likely  to  arise  under  this 
Bill  is  the  possibility  of  partiality  on  the 
part  of  the  revising  barrister.  Another 
great  objection  to  this  Bill  is  the  cost 
which  it  will  entail,  not  only  on  the 
country,  but  on  those  who  may  find  it 
necessary  to  appeal  from  the  decision  of 
the  revising  barrister.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Niagara  says  that  the  expense 
will  be  trifling,  but  he  must  bear  in  mind, 
that  under  any  circumstances  the  appel- 
lant, whether  he  succeeds  or  not,  will  have 
to  pay  the  costs  of  solicitors,  witnessess, 
bailiffs,  clerks  &c.  The  only  man  who 
will  have  no  such  expense  to  bear  will  be 
the  revising  barrister ;  he  will  be  free  from 
any  such  cost  whether  the  appeal  is  suc- 
cessful or  not.  Is  that  just  ?  Is  it  desir- 
able that  this  heavy  expenditure  should  be 
incurred  when,  under  the  present  system, 
the  municipalities  have  always  done  the 
work  of  preparing  the  lists  gratuitously  ? 
Has  any  one  ever  heard  of  the  electors  in 
any  part  of  the  country  petitioning  for  a 
measure  like  this  ?  No,  it  is  introduced 
simply  for  the  purpose  of  retaliation.  It 
will  involve  an  expense  to  the  country  of 
from  $250,000  to  ^300,000  a  year.  That 
is  a  very  considerable  sum,  and  it  would 
be  much  better  expended  if  applied  to  the 
extension  of  our  railways,  the  great  civiliz- 
ing agents  of  the  age,  the  re-patriation  of 
our  fellow  countrymen  who  have  gone 
to  other  lands,  or  at  least  towards  the 
establishing  of  a  permanent  force  in  the 
North" West  in  order  to  prevent  a  repetition 
of  such  disasters  as  have  occurred  there, 
and  are  still  fresh  in  the  public  mind,  and 
for  other  purposes,  such  as  fostering  agri- 
culture etc  We  are  told  that  uniformity 
in  the  electoral  franchise  is  necessary ;  yet 
an  exception  is  made  in  favor  of  two  of 
the  provinces.  No  exception,  however,  is 
made  in  favor  of  the  Province  of  Quebec, 
against  which  this  Bill  is  evidently  directed. 
It  would  be  better  to  say  at  once  that, 
after  eighteen  years  of  hesitation,  they  are 
now  bent  upon  despoiling  it  little  by  little 
of  its  privileges.  The  Premier  has  always 
been  in  favor  of  a  legislative  union,  and  he 
seems  determined  now  to  accomplish  his 
work.    The  Province  of  Quebec  is,  as  you 
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all  know,  differently  situated  from  any  of 
the  other  provinces  ;  it  occupies  an  except- 
ional position  and  enjoys  special  privileges, 
which  privileges  I  consider  are  endangered 
by  this  Bill.  Two  members  of  this  House, 
from  the  Province  of  Quebec,  gentlemen 
who  are  known  to  be  strong  Conservatives, 
have  found  it  necessary  to  rise  and  oppose 
this  measure.  The  hon.  member  for 
DeLanaudiere  (Mr.  Bellerose)  and  the  hon. 
member  for  DeSalaberry  (Mr.  Trudel,)  and 
several  others  have  taken  alarm,  and  have 
separated  themselves  from  their  life-long 
political  friends.  They  have  exclaimed 
"  Stop,  here  is  a  dangerous  measure  for 
our  province  ! "  In  the  other  House  the 
same  spectacle-  was  presented,  and  the 
reply  which  was  made  there,  and  which 
has  been  echoed  with  greater  emphasis 
here  by  the  hon.  member  from  Niagara,  is 
"This  is  obstruction."  We  are  told  that 
all  the  debating  and  criticism  which  took 
place  on  the  measure  in  the  other  House 
was  nothing  but  obstruction.  But  are 
those  who  raise  that  cry  really  sincere  ?  If 
the  delay  was  due  only  to  a  policy  of 
obstruction,  why  is  it,  that  after  the  Bill 
had  been  referred  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  in  the  House  of  Commons,  the 
Government  did  not  proceed  resolutely 
with  its  measure  ?  What  were  the  Govern- 
ment doing  during  nearly  eight  days  after 
the  Bill  was  reported  from  Committee? 
Nothing.  They  should  have  pressed  the 
legislative  work,  but  they  did  nothing  or 
next  to  nothing.  Even  if  the  Bill  had  not 
been  of  a  most  objectionable  character,  it 
would  have  been  a  strange  spectacle  indeed 
to  see  the  House  in  session  for  weeks  with 
little  or  no  business  before  it.  And  why 
was  this  ?  Because,  as  rumor  says,  (and  I 
think  well-founded  rumor)  it  was  necessary 
to  continue  the  Session  to  the  present  day 
in  order  that  the  two  Houses  might  be  in 
attendance  here  to  ratify  the  transactions 
which  Sir  Leonard  Tilley  has  made  in  the 
English  money  market,  on  his  return.  That 
is  why  the  Session  has  been  prolonged,  but  it 
suited  the  Government  better  to  publicly 
accuse  the  Opposition  of  prolonging  the 
session  by  pursuing  an  obstructive  policy, 
and  to  present  them  in  an  odious  light  to 
the  public  for  a  delay  which,  I  contend, 
was  inevitable,  owing  to  the  policy  of  the 
Government.  Many  members  of  both 
Houses  knew  that,  and,  of  course,  the 
Minister  of  Justice  above  all  others,  and 

Hon.  Mr.  PAQUET. 


knowing  it,  I  think  he  should  have  used 
his  influence  to  prevent  an  unfounded 
charge  being  made  against  the  Opposition. 
Do  they  call  that  fair  play  ?  I  leave  it  to 
the  hon.  member  from  Niagara  to  reply. 
He  is  generally  near  the  Minister  and  well 
instructed.  The  fact  of  having  succeeded 
in  eliminating  from  the  Bill  a  considerable 
number  of  objectionable  features  justified 
the  Opposition  in  their  energetic  action, 
unless,  as  we  are  informed  by  the  hon. 
member  from  Niagara,  those  objectionable 
clauses  were  inserted  in  the  Bill  for  the 
sole  purpose  of  giving  the  Government  the 
extreme  pleasure  of  striking  them  out 
afterwards.  I  leave  the  House  to  say 
what  they  think  of  such  an  argument. 

Hon.  Mr.  POIRIER  (in  French)— 
Although  the  House  is  anxious  to  termin- 
ate the  debate,  I  wish,  before  a  vote  is 
taken,  to  offer  a  few  words  in  explanation 
of  my  position  on  this  measure.  In  re- 
plying to  the  arguments  of  the  hon.  mem- 
ber from  LaValliere  (Mr.  Paquet),  I  will 
at  the  same  time  answer  those  of  the  hon. 
member  from  DeSalaberry  (Mr.  Trudel). 
They  have  contended  that  the  effect  of 
this  Bill  will  be  to  centralize  power  at 
Ottawa.  If  I  understand  the  Bill  pro- 
perly it  deprives  no  elector  of  the 
franchise ;  everyone  who  has  a  vote  to-day 
will  continue  to  have  a  vote  under  this 
Bill,  but  the  franchise  will  be  extended,  so 
far  as  the  election  of  members  to  the 
Dominion  Parliament  is  concerned. 
In  the  several  provinces  the  !  local 
legislatures  will  continue  to  fix  the  fran- 
chise for  local  elections;  this  Bill  does 
not  in  any  way  interfere  with  the  manage- 
ment of  local  affairs,  but  instead  of  muni- 
cipal officers  preparing  the  lists,  as  is  the 
case  now,  officers  will  be  appointed  by 
the  authorities  here  for  that  purpose. 
The  voters  here  will  be  the  same,  the 
principle  of  election  will  be  the  same ;  the 
only  difference  that  this  Bill  makes,  that  I 
can  see,  is  that  instead  of  having  the  lists 
prepared  by  municipal  organizations,  they 
will  be  prepared  by  our  own  officers. 
While  we  leave  to  the  provinces  all  the 
liberty  they  enjoy  to-day,  and  while  we  do 
not  interfere  in  the  slightest  degree  with 
their  rights,  I  cannot  see  any  reasonable 
ground  of  objection  to  the  measure,  and  I 
shall  vote  for  it  because  I  see  no  evidence 
in  it  of  any  tendency  to  centralization. 
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Parliament  has  never  conceded  the  right 
of  the  local  authorities  to  say  who  shall 
be  eligible  for  election  to  the  Dominion 
Parliament,  and  there  can  be  no  doubt 
that  it  is  equally  their  right  to  say  how 
members  shall  be  elected  to  the  House  of 
Commons.  The  system  which  has  been 
pursued  in  this  respect  hitherto,  has  been 
exceptional  I  do  not  know  of  one  soli- 
tary instance  in  which  a  legislative  body, 
possessing  a  right  such  as  this,  has  allowed 
other  bodies  to  exercise  it  for  them  for  a 
number  of  years.  It  is  an  anomaly  which 
hasbeeen  recognized  and  commented  upon 
by  leading  men  on  both  sides  of  politics  in 
this  country.  There  can  be  no  doubt 
that  the  privilege  exists  under  the  consti* 
tution,  and  the  House  of  Commons  simply 
exercises  the  privilege  now  which  it  should 
have  enjoyed  and  exercised  all  along, 
under  the  Confederation  Act.  That  it 
has  not  been  done  sooner  is  due  to  the 
fact  that  the  necessity  did  not  arise  until 
late  years.  The  Province  of  Nova 
Scotia,  with  a  view  to  injuring  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  here,  disfranchised  the 
employ^  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway  in 
their  Province.  Mr.  Mowat  gerryman- 
dered the  Province  of  Ontario  and  modi- 
fied the  electoral  laws  repeatedly  and  in 
such  a  way  as  to  create  confusion.  Under 
the  laws  of  the  Dominion  the  qualification 
for  members  is  uniform  through  the 
Dominion,  and  the  same  reason  exists  why 
the  franchise  should  be  uniform.  If  this 
law  had  for  its  object  the  perpetration  of 
injustice  upon  any  province — if  for 
example  it  refused  to  the  people  of  the 
Province  of  Quebec,  or  New  Brunswick, 
the  rights  which  are  accorded  to  every 
other  province,  it  should  meet  with  my 
opposition.  Though  I  represent  New 
Brunswick  in  this  House,  my  sympathies 
extend  also  to  the  Province  of  Quebec, 
and  I  should  vote  with  the  hon.  gentlemen 
who  represent  that  Province  here  if  I 
could  see  that  the  measure  in  any  sense 
or  degree  injuriously  affected  the  Province 
of  Quebec.  But  the  franchise  proposed 
by  this  Bill  disturbs  least  of  all  the  system 
which  prevails  in  that  Province  and  can 
have  no  injurious  effect  upon  its  people. 
There  is  less  change  in  the  Province  of 
Quebec  than  in  any  other  part  of  the 
Dominion  and  there  is  less  reason  there 
to  feel  any  alarm  because  of  this  measure. 
To  my  mind  this  Bill,  instead  of  injuring, 


will  prove  adecided  benefit  to  the  Province 
of  Quebec  We  have  the  Bill  condemned 
on  the  one  side  because  it  is  too  liberal, 
while  on  the  other  it  is  claimed  that  it  is 
not  liberal  enough.  Well,  I  think  we  will 
all  concede  that  the  House  of  Commons 
has  a  right  to  make  laws  of  this  kind  to 
suit  itself,  and  we  should  hesitate  before 
interfering  in  the  slightest  degree  with  a 
measure  which  is  so  exclusively  one 
pertaining  to  themselves.  I  hold  that 
it  would  be  indelicate  for  us  to  interfere 
with  the  decision  which  has  been  arrived 
at  in  the  other  chamber,  and  to  put  our 
veto  upon  it,  especially  when  it  is  strictly 
in  accord  with  the  right  conferred  upon 
them  by  the  constitution.  Even  Mr. 
Blake  and  Mr.  I^urier  admitted  in  their 
speeches  that  the  Bill  was  strictly  consti- 
tutional It  occupied  the  time  of  the  other 
House  for  two  months,  and  every  clause 
and  line  of  the  Bill  was  fully  discussed. 
Are  we  to  conclude,  under  these  circum- 
stances, that  the  representatives  ot  the 
people  in  ihe  other  Chamber  do  not  know 
what  they  require  for  themselves  ?  For  my 
part,  there  is  not  a  clause  of  the  Bill  with 
which  I  would  care  to  interfere,  and  there- 
fore I  shall  vote  for  the  Bill  as  it  stands 
and  oppose  any  and  every  amendment 
that  may  be  offered.  I  have  said  before, 
that  the  Bill  is  not  unfavourable  to  the 
Province  of  Quebec ;  it  will  not  only  re- 
tain its  present  electors,  but  it  will  increase 
their  number,  and  I  contend  that  Quebec 
will  derive  a  special  advantage  beyond  any 
which  the  Bill  confers  on  the  other  pro- 
vinces. As  we  all  know,  in  that  province 
there  are  very  large  families.  Under 
the  existing  law  only  the  father  votes,  while 
his  sons  living  with  him  do  not  exercise 
the  franchise.  Under  this  Bill,  not  only 
the  father  but  his  sons  will  exercise  the  fran- 
chise, and,  owing  to  the  fact  that  the  fami- 
lies are  so  large,  there  will  be  a  very  great 
increase  in  the  number  of  voters.  The 
same  applies  to  the  French -Acadians  of  the 
Lower  Provinces.  Under  the  circum- 
stances, I  think  it  is  the  Province  of  Que- 
bec that  is  most  favored  by  this  Bill,  and 
if  any  province  should  feel  itself  injured 
by  the  change  it  is  Ontario.  I  find  no 
fault  with  those  who  look  for  manhood 
suffrage.  I  would  even  advocate  it  for 
rural  districts  ,and  I  think  of  all  other  pro- 
vinces, the  Province  of  Quebec  should 
have  least  to  fear  from  such  an  extension 
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of  the  franchise.  They  are  a  wise  and 
conservative  population,  amongst  whom 
there  is  no  taint  of  socialism  or  nihilism, 
and  they  would  therefore  be  a  safe  popu- 
lation to  exercise  such  a  privilege. 
I  do  not  believe  in  so  frequently  bringing 
up  the  questions  of  socialism  or  radicalism 
in  a  land  like  ours.  The  tendency  of 
such  a  course  would  be,  were  our  popula- 
tion not  so  conservative  in  their  social 
principles  to  give  rise  to  the  very  evils  which 
we  deprecate.  The  hon.  gentleman  from 
De  Lanaudiere,  says  that  this  Bill  takes 
the  control  of  the  faniily  from  the  father. 
I  say  it  strengthens  the  influence  of  the 
family  instead  of  weakening  it,  because, 
for  instance,  a  family  consisting  of  a  father 
and  four  grown-up  sons  will  have  five  votes 
under  this  Bill,  whereas  at  present  they 
have  only  one.  Children  generally,  with 
rare  exceptions,  obey  their  fathers,  and 
by  this  law  you  offer  inducements  to  the 
boys  to  stay  at  home  with  their  parents. 
The  Bill  does  not  give  the  sons  a  share  in 
the  father's  property  except  for  political 
purposes,  and  therefore  cannot  place  them 
in  a  more  independent  position  as  mem- 
bers of  the  family.  I  say  the  Bill  is  a 
good  one  for  the  Province  of  Quebec,  and 
even  a  liberal  one.  It  extends  the  fran- 
chise, at  the  same  time  taking  precaution 
to  extend  it  mainly  amongst  the  agricul- 
tural population,  who  deserve  to  enjoy  the 
right  of  voting  for  candidates  for  the 
Dominion  Parliament.  An  agricultural 
population  is  one  which  can  safely  be 
entrusted  with  the  ballot ;  it  is  not  such  a 
people  that  abuses  the  privilege.  These 
are  my  principal  reasons  for  supporting 
the  measure — because  it  relates  especially 
and  exclusively  to  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  because  it  does  not  abridge  any  exist- 
ing right,  but  extends  the  franchise  to 
classes  who  ought  to  have  a  right  to  vote. 
The  only  consideration  which  could 
properly  justify  the  Senate  in  interfering 
with  this  Bill  would  be  if  the  provinces 
were  in  any  way  wronged  by  the  majority 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  or  if  in  our 
opinion  the  measure  were  in  any  way  un 
constitutional.  Neither  of  these  objec- 
tions being  alleged,  and  the  Bill  being  one 
peculiarly  affecting  the  House  of  Commons 
and  the  intimate  relations  of  members 
with  their  constituents,  there  is  no  occasion 
for  us  to  interfere.  Therefore,  I  repeat,  I 
shall  vote  for  the  Bill  as  it  stands. 

Hon.  Mr.  POIRIER 


The  Senate  divided  on  the  amendment, 
which  was  rejected  on  the  following 
vote  : — 
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The   Bill 

was  then  read  the  second 

time. 

LIQUOR  LICENSE  ACT  1883, 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

THIRD  READING. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (134),  "An 
Act  respecting  the  Liquor  License  Act 
1883." 

In  the  Committee, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— This 
is  a  Bill  consisting  of  one  clause  to  suspend, 
while  the  discussion  is  going  on  in  the 
courts  with  reference  to  the  legality  of 
the  clauses  referred  to  in  the  Bill,  the 
operation  of  certain  clauses  of  the  Act 
which  have,  in  the  meantime  at  all  events, 
been  pronounced  uUra  inres  by  the  court 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE, 
from  the  Committee,   reported  the  Bill 
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without  amendment,  and  it  was  then  read 
he  third  time  and  passed. 

CONSOLIDATED   MILITIA  ACT, 
1883,  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (152)  "An  Act 
to  amend  the  Consolidated  Militia  Act  of 
1883."  He  said— This  is  a  Bill  to  enable 
Her  Majesty  to  raise,  in  addition  to  the 
present  service,  an  active  militia  force 
which  may  be  any  number  of  men  not  ex- 
ceeding 1,000,  to  be  divided  into  such 
corps  as  Her  Majesty  may  from  time  to 
time  direct  So  far  as  I  have  been  able  to 
understand  from  the  Minister  of  Militia,  it 
is  not  intended  to  increase  the  force  beyond 
the  establishment  of  additional  military 
schools,  one  particularly  in  Winnipeg  to  be 
composed  of  two  branches  of  the 
service,  the  cavalry  branch,  and  the  infan- 
try branch.  It  is  also  contemplated  to 
establish  another  school,  possibly  in  the 
Province  of  Quebec,  but  at  all  events  it  is 
with  reference  to  these  schools  that  this 
force  is  intended  to  be  provided.  The 
preservation  of  the  peace  in  the  North- 
west it  is  proposed  to  entrust  to  the 
Mounted  Police  and  to  the  force  which 
may  be  established  under  this  Act  in  con- 
nection with  the  military  school  in  Winni- 
peg. The  Bill  consists  of  only  one  clause, 
and  I  move  that  it  be  read  the 
second  time  at  length  at  the  table. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Perhaps  my  hon. 
friend  would  explain — I  have  not  the 
statute  at  hand — the  number  of  men 
authorised  to  be  raised. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
Seven  hundred  and  fifty. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— This  Bill  provides 
for  an  increase  of  250  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Is  it  proposed  to 
increase  the  force  to  1,000? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  — 
I  understand  that  it  is  to  be  limited  to 
1,000  men  altogether. 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  the  course 
suggested  by  the  hoa  member  from 
Ottawa  when  we  were  dealing  with  a  bill 
to  provide  for  an  increase  of  the  Mounted 
Police  force  was  wise.  I  do  not  see  why 
it  is  necessary  to  mantain  so  many  military 
schools  but  I  think  a  portion  of  the  force 
— one  at  all  events  of  the  two  batteries 
kept  down  here — might  be  kept  in  the 
North-West,  and  I  do  not  see  the  wisdom 
of  the  provision  of  this  Bill  which  is  that 
there  shall  be  two  more  companies  of  in- 
fantry added.  If  it  is  necessary  to  have  one 
infantry  company  for  the  purpose  of  estab- 
lishing the  military  school,  one  at  least  of 
the  two  additional  companies  ought  to  be  a 
cavalry  company.  If  the  difficulties  in 
the  North-West  have  taught  us  anything 
it  is  that  infantry  are  of  comparatively 
little  value  in  that  country.  What  is  the 
most  needed  now  is  a  strong  and  effective 
cavalry  force,  and  I  fail  to  see  what 
necessity  there  is  for  two  more  companies 
of  infantry  or  the  wisdom  of  adding  to 
our  infantry  force  and  leaving  the  cavalry 
force  as  it  stands. 

Hon.  Mr.  OGILVIE— If  there  is  one 
thing  I  should  speak  upon  it  is  certainly 
this  of  the  North-West  Mounted  Police. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— This  is  not  the 
Bill 

Hon.  Mr.  OGILVIE— I  know  it  is  not 
the  Bill  but  it  is  partially  connected  with 
it,  and  I  say  this,  the  more  powers  we 
can  give  to  the  officers  of  the  North- West 
Mounted  Police  force  the  better  you  will 
be  serving  your  country.  They  have 
been  found  specially  qualified  for  that 
North-West  service.  There  is  no  man 
appointed  there,  that  I  know  of,  who  has 
not  served  in,  and  knows  all  about  the 
country  to  which  his  duty  calls  him. 
That  being  the  case,  they  are  the  men  that 
we  should  promote  as  officers  if  we  can 
possibly  do  so.  It  may  not  be  always 
possible  to  appoint  officers  from  the  force 
that  is  out  there ;  but  I  know  individually 
that  in  a  great  many  cases  it  is  possible, 
and  that  it  would  be  advantageous  to 
appoint  the  best  men  who  have  served  for 
years  and  years  in  that  force,  and  know 
the  country  and  the  difficulties  of  the 
position  from  beginning  to  end.  I  know 
all  about  them  myself ;  I  know  the  men 
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connected  with  the  force,  and  notwith- 
standing what  may  have  been  said  against 
them,  they  are  our  best  men  for  the  North- 
West  They  are  the  men  that  we  have  to 
depend  upon ;  and  I  say  that  500  of 
those  North-West  Mounted  Police  are 
worth  more  to  us  to-day  for  immediate 
service  than  5,000  raw  volunteers.  It 
may  seem  very  hard  for  me  to  say  so,  and 
some  of  our  volunteers  may  feel  annoyed 
at  me  for  what  I  have  said.  It  is  not  a 
flattering  statement  to  make,  but  it  is  true. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  6  o'clock. 


THE  SENATE 

Monday  y  July  ijthy  188^. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

VETERANS  OF  THE  WAR  OF  1812. 

PETITIONS  OFFERED. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE  presented 
the  petition  of  Joseph  Couseneau,  a  vet- 
eran of  the  war  of  1812-15,  and  Henrietta 
Guimond,  widow  of  Jean  Baptiste  Coutu, 
a  veteran  of  the  war  of  181 2-15,  praying 
to  be  allowed  pensions.  He  said :  I 
have  some  doubt  as  to  whether  these 
petitions  can  be  received.  However,  I 
present  them  and  leave  it  to  the  Speaker 
to  say  whether  they  can  be  received 
» 

The  SPEAKER— They  are  not  in 
order. 

THE  TRIALS  AT  REGINA. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL  inquired  :— 

Whether  the  GoverDoient  has  taken  into 
consideration  the  question  whether  it  would 
not  be  better  in  the  interests  of  justice  to 
modify  the  law  in  such  a  manner  as  to  afford 
to  persons  implicated  in  the  rebellion  in  the 
North- West  a  trial  before  a  jury  of  twelve  of 

Hon.  Mr.  OGILVIE. 


their  fellow-subjf'ctSy  such  as  the  Common 
Law  of  the  British  Empire  affords  to  every 
subject  of  Her  Majesty  7 

He  said :  When  the  law  which  is  at 
present  in  force  in  the  North- West  was 
adopted,  the  reason  as  I  understand  why 
the  usual  number  of  jurors  was  not  pro- 
vided for  the  trial  of  cases  there,  was  that 
the  population  in  that  part  of  the  country 
was  very  sparse.  It  is  very  well  known 
that  there  will  be  shortly  several  trials 
there — if  I  understand  rightly,  not  less 
than  forty  persons  charged  with  being  im- 
plicated in  the  late  rebellion  are  to  be 
tried.  It  seems  to  me  that  it  might  be 
possible  to  amend  the  law  in  such  a  way 
as  to  give  those  citizens  the  advantage  of 
being  tried  by  twelve  of  their  own  country- 
men. It  is  for  this  reason  I  put  the  ques- 
tion. It  is  true  that  it  is  now  very  late  in 
the  session,  but  such  an  amendment  as  I 
suggest  would  require  very  little  time,  it 
could  be  passed  in  a  very  few  hours. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— In 
reply  to  my  hon.  friend's  question,  I  beg 
to  say  that  the  Government  has  not  had 
under  consideration  the  propriety  of 
changing  the  law  upon  the  point  in 
question. 

THE  REBELLION  IN  THE  NORTH- 
WEST. 


INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL  inquired  :— 

Whether  the  Government  has  taken  into- 
consideration  the  question  of  protecting 
against  famine  by  immediate  aid  tnose  who- 
on  account  ol  the  rebellion  have  been  deprived 
of  all  means  of  subsistence,  and  are  exposed 
to  perish  from  hunger  and  want? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
Government  have  had  that  matter  under 
consideration  and  treated  it  with  the 
greatest  possible  care.  At  this  moment  & 
good  many  of  those  who  are  suffering  in 
the  way  pointed  out  by  the  question  are 
receiving  food  firom  Government  agents, 
and  instructions  have  gone  to  the  LaeuL- 
Governor  to  provide,  as  Ceut  as  possible,  that 
no  suffering  shall  pass  unconsidered,  so 
far  as  we  can  consider  it  and  relieve  it 
Also  special  care  is  being  used,  and 
persons  have  been  appointed,  for  the  pur- 
of  making  further  inquiry  so  that  we  may 


Digitized  by 


Google 


The  Smith  [JULY  13, 1885]  Dvoorce  Case 


1275 


perhaps  be  able  shortly  to  judge  of  what 
additional  assistance  should  be  given.  Of 
course  the  Government  is  obliged  to  go 
very  carefully;  we  do  not  want  to  en- 
courage idleness,  and  we  want  as  far  as 
possible  to  so  treat  all  cases  of  suffering  as 
to  prevent  those  who  are  relieved  depend- 
ing entirely  on  the  food  supplied  by 
the  Government;  we  want  as  far  as 
possible  to  encourage  them  to  work  for  a 
living.  In  the  meantime,  instructions 
have  been  given  to  the  Lieut. -Governor, 
having  for  their  object  the  relieving  of 
any  suffering  as  far  as  possible,  with  the 
means  at  our  command. 

THE  SMITH  DIVORCE  CASE, 

MOTION. 


Hon.  Mr.  READ  moved 

That  the  fee  paid  on  the  Bill  intituled  ^'An 
Act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  Smith"  be 
refunded  to  him  less  the  expenses  of  printing 
and  translation. 

He  said : — ^In  this  case  the  petitioner 
was  not  successful  and  he  wishes  to  be 
refunded  the  deposit  which  he  made,  less 
the  expenses  of  printing  and  translation. 
There  are  several  authorities  for  making 
auch  a  refund. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL-I  think 
my  hon.  friend  should  add  the  expenses  of 
the  stenographer. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ — ^This  is  just  one  of 
those  motions  for  which  we  have  prece- 
dents. There  are  instances  on  record 
where  the  stenographer  was  not  named, 
although  one  was  employed ;  for  example, 
the  case  of  Matthew  Gardner,  who 
dropped  his  bill  after  a  great  deal  of  evi- 
dence had  been  taken.  Although  a  sten- 
ographer was  employed  no  deduction  was 
made  on  that  account  in  refunding  the 
money.  I  see  here  that  the  motion  was 
made  by  Mr.  Dickey,  seconded  by  Mr. 
Ferrier,  that  the  fee  be  refunded  him,  less 
the  expense  of  printing  and  translation. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— That 
has  been  the  practice,  I  believe,  but  it  is 
a  practice  that  grew  up  before  we  employed 
stenographers. 


Hon.  Mr.  READ — It  is  the  practice 
that  has  been  followed  since  we  have 
employed  stenographers.  The  case  to 
which  I  refer  occurred  only  two  years  ago. 
Mr.  Gardner  went  on  with  his  bill  until 
such  time,  apparently,  as  he  saw  that  it  was 
likely  to  be  lost,  and  then  he  dropped  it 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^-In 
that  case  I  suppose  attention  was  not 
called  to  it 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— It  evidently 
was  an  inadvertence.  The  object  of  this 
money  is  to  indemnify  the  House  for  all  dis- 
bursements in  connection  with  the  case. 
If  we  have  been  lax  and  negligent  in 
the  past,  it  is  for  us  to  be  careful  now^ 
and,  in  this  case  particularly,  there  is 
good  reason  why  we  should  include  the 
stenographer's  fee.  I  think  the  merits  of 
this  case  justify  us  in  making  a  commence- 
ment in  this  direction.  A  deduction 
should  be  made  for  every  charge  that  the 
Senate  has  been  subject  to  in  the  way  of 
expenses. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^I 
hope  my  hon.  friend  will  alter  his  motion 
to  include  the  stenographer's  fee.  Why 
should  the  public  suffer  because  this^ 
man  chooses  to  come  here  and  apply 
for  a  Bill  to  which,  as  it  turns  out,  he  is 
not  entitled  ?  I  cannot  see  any  sense  in 
it. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ — I  cannot  see  why 
he  should  be  made  an  example  of,  and  a 
different  course  pursued  towards  him  from 
that  which  has  been  followed  in  other 
cases.  I  have  given  you  an  instance  in 
point  where  the  only  deductions  made 
were  for  printing  and  translation. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— At- 
tention  was  not  drawn  probably,  in  that 
case  to  the  matter ;  there  is  no  difference 
between  the  expenses  of  the  stenographer 
and  the  expenses  of  printing. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ— There  is  no  differ- 
ence, I  admit,  but  the  precedents  do  not 
show  that  such  a  reduction  has  ever  been 
made  heretofore. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— If  I  remember 
the  case,  it  was  one  in  which  the  petitioner 
had  no  ground  whatever  for  making  the 
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application.  He  must  have  known  his 
position  and  he  must  accept  the  conse- 
quences of  that  position ;  I  see  no  reason 
why  the  public  should  be  put  to  expense 
for  a  suit  upon  a  petition  which  proved  to 
be  as  groundless  as  that  one  was. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ— Then  I  will  amend 
it  to  add  the  word  "  stenographer." 

The  motion,  as  amended,  was  agreed  to. 

BILL  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (153),  "An  Act  further  to  amend 
the  Acts  respecting  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  and  to  provide  for  the  completion 
and  successful  operation  thereof."  (Mr. 
Smith.) 

THE  FRANCHISE  BILL. 

IN   COMMITTEE. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  commit- 
tee of  the  whole  on  Bill  (103)  "An  Act 
respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise." 

In  the  committee. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I  do 
not  know  whether  hon.  members  will 
<iesire  to  go  through  this  Bill,  clause  by 
clause,  the  provisions  relating  to  the  other 
branch  of  Parliament  What  seems  to  be 
the  more  convenient  way  is  if  hon.  gentle- 
men would  draw  attention  to  any  particu- 
lar clause  we  might  discuss  that  clause 
and  it  might  not  be  necessary  to  go 
through  the  Bill  in  detail  What  does  the 
hon.  member  from  Ottawa  think  of  that  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— With  reference  to 
making  amendments  to  the  Bill  in  com- 
mittee I  did  not  propose,  myself  to  offer 
any  at  this  stage,  much  preferring  any 
amendment  which  I  have  to  submit  should 
be  at  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill  in  order 
that  the  yeas  and  nays  may  be  taken. 
However,  other  hon.  gentlemen  may  en- 
tertain a  different  view ;  but  that  is  my 
suggestion — to  offer  no  amendments  in 
committee.  Probably  the  shorter  and 
simpler  way  would  be  to  call  out  the  lead- 
ing words  of  each  clause  and  then  if  any 
hon.  gentlemen  wish  to  say  anything  with 
reference  to  it  an  opportunity  will  be  af- 
forded to  do  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB. 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  should  suggest, 
as  the  Minister  has  a  copy  of  the  Bill  with 
marginal  notes,  it  would  be  sufficient  to 
read  the  marginal  notes  to  each  clause. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CMPBELI^I  wiU 
do  that  The  first  section  with  several 
subsections  is  with  reference  to  the  inter- 
pretation of  terms. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— 
This  interpretation  is  very  important.  On 
the  second  page,  line  10,  there  is  an  inter- 
pretation with  reference  to  the  Chinese, 
which  I  think  is  very  important  For  my 
part  I  should  like  to  protest  against  that 
definition. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^It  is 
not  proposed  to  give  votes  to  the  Chinese 
at  present 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— I 
should  like  to  have  a  vote  upon  that 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— My 
hon.  friend  could  move  the  amendment 
at  the  third  reading. 

Hon,  Mr.  VIDAL — I  agree  with  my 
hon.  friend  opposite,  but  I  think  it  would 
be  better  that  we  should  have  an  ex- 
planation why  the  Chinese  are  to  be 
deprived  of  votes.  I  cannot  myself  see 
the  propriety  of  excluding  the  Mongolians, 
who  have  shown  themselves  to  be  patient, 
industrious  and  law-abiding,  from  privil^es 
which  are  given  to  every  other  member  of 
the  human  family  in  this  country. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— We 
are  not  troubled  here  with  the  Chinese, 
but  perhaps  if  they  were  as  numerous  here 
in  proportion  to  the  population  as  they 
are  in  British  Columbia  we  might  share 
the  objection  which  is  entertained  to  them 
there. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— The  ob- 
jection to  the  Chinese  is  that  they  are  not 
British  subjects.  No  one  desires  to  give 
them  a  vote,  and  I  think  this  a  good  pro- 
vision. I  remember  at  one  time  that  the 
Chinese  were  allowed  to  vote  in  Britbh 
Columbia,  and  the  way  it  worked  was  this : 
I  used  to  go  round  in  the  mornings  and 
leave  my  card  with  the  voters,  and  my 
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opponent  would  come  afterwards  and 
tear  it  up  and  leave  his  own.  Then  I 
would  go  the  next  morning  apd  tear  his 
up.  Then,  on  polling  day  the  question 
was  which  would  succeed  in  carrying  the 
Chinese  to  the  poll?  I  have  seen  my 
opponent  take  them  in  waggon  loads,  like 
sheep. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Does  my  hon. 
friend  think  that  the  Indian  vote  would  be 
any  better  than  that  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— Yes,  I  do. 
The  Indians  are  residents  of  the  soil,  and 
a  much  better  class  of  citizens. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  the 
House  is  entitled  to  some  explanation 
from  the  Government  as  to  why  they  have 
decided  to  give  a  vote  to  the  Indian  and 
exclude  the  Chinese. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
think  I  gave  that  the  other  day ;  I  cer- 
tainly gave  an  explanation  the  other  day, 
why  the  Indians  are  allowed  to  vote. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  mem- 
ber from  British  Columbia  gave  a  reason, 
which  is  not  a  reason,  for  excluding  the 
Chinese;  he  says  they  are  not  British 
subjects.  If  they  are  not  British  subjects, 
then  they  cannot  vote  in  any  case  ;  if  they 
are  British  subjects,  I  do  not  see,  when 
we  allow  the  Indians  and  Negroes  to  vote, 
why  we  should  deprive  Chinamen  of  the 
franchise. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— We 
certainly  gave  a  reason  the  other  day  why 
the  Indian  should  be  allowed  to  vote,  and 
I  think  it  was  most  eloquently  given  by 
my  hon.  friend  from  Niagara,  a  reason 
which  ought  to  be  perfectly  satisfactory, 
and  I  judge  by  the  vote  given  that  the 
House  was  satisfied.  We  did  not  give  any 
reason  for  excluding  the  Chinese,  or 
Mongolian  race,  as  that  question  did  not 
come  up.  It  is  not  one  that  affects  us  in 
this  part  of  the  Dominion,  but  it  does 
affect  the  people  of  British  Columbia,  and 
why  should  we  give  those  people  a  vote 
when  the  general  feeling  in  British 
Columbia  is  so  strongly  against  it  ?  Why 
should  they  participate  in  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  British  subjects  when  they  in 


no  way  fulfil  the  duties  of  British  subjects, 
and  when  they  are  still  an  alien  race, 
without  any  feeling  of  interest  or  any  per- 
manent abode  in  the  Dominion  ?  There 
is  no  reason  that  they  should,  and,  as  we 
would  be  obliged  to  go  contrary  to  the 
feelings  of  the  whole  province,  to  give  the 
Chinese  a  vote,  it  seems  to  me  that  it 
would  be  a  very  inexpedient  thing  to  do, 
and  that  is  the  reason  which  influenced 
the  Government  in  excluding  those  pei- 
sons  from  the  franchise. 

Hon.  Mr.  NELSON— The  people  of 
British  Columbia,  in  asking  for  legislation 
against  the  Chinese,  as  they  have  this 
session — as  against  their  enjoying  such 
privileges  as  this  Bill  intends  to  prevent 
them  from  enjoying — have  not  stood 
alone.  In  California,  the  United  States 
generally,  and  every  part  of  the  world 
where  we  have  had  European  nations,  and 
more  particularly  Anglo-Saxons,  there  has 
been  a  strong  feeling  of  antipathy  to  the 
Chinese  coming  amongst  them,  and  the 
same  antipathy  exists  to-day  in  British 
Columbia.  It  has  been  found  in  all  parts 
of  the  world  where  the  Chinese  have  been 
aggressive,  as  they  are  aggressive  in  our 
province,  that  legislation  of  this  kind  is 
necessary.  In  comparing  the  Chinese 
with  the  Indians,  we  should  bear  in  mind 
that  the  Indians  were  the  owners  of  the 
soil,  and  that  we  should  not  overlook  their 
rights.     The  Chinese  are  aliens. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Why  exclude  the 
Indians  in  British  Columbia  from  the  fran- 
chise? 

Hon.  Mr.  NELSON— We  are  exclud- 
ing the  Indians  in  British  Columbia  from 
the  franchise,  and  I  will  give  the  hon. 
gentleman  a  good  reason  for  excluding 
them.  One  of  the  objections  raised  to 
exclude  Indians  from  voting  by  a  great 
many  gentlemen  in  the  other  House  hold- 
ing the  same  views  as  the  hon.  gentleman 
opposite,  has  been  that  the  Indians  are 
not  a  suflSciently  civilized  people.  In  the 
Province  of  Ontario,  and  in  these  other 
older  Provinces,  where  the  Indians  occupy 
a  better  position,  and  where  they  have  a 
certain  amount  of  wealth  and  a  certain 
annual  income,  it  shows  that  they  are 
capable  of  exercising  the  franchise. 
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Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  same  as  a 
Chinaman  is. 

Hon.  Mr.  NELSON— In  British  Col- 
umbia the  lowest  savage  is  able  to  make 
the  amount  of  money  that  the  franchise 
requires  ;  he  can  earn  from  $200  to  $400  a 
year. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— It  seems 
to  me  that  this  is  a  question  on  which  this 
House  ought  to  express  its  opinion  freely, 
because  it  is  not  only  an  important  ques- 
tion to-day,  but  it  is  likely  to  become  more 
so  in  the  future.  We  are  not  bound  by 
what  the  feeling  of  British  Columbia  is  on 
that  point,  because  political  questions 
enter  so  largely  into  the  matter  there.  The 
progress  of  that  Province,  and  the  progress 
of  the  North-West  generally,  may  be  great- 
ly retarded  if  the  means  of  obtaining 
cheap  labor  is  kept  out  of  the  country.  I 
would  myself  willingly  adopt  any  measure 
that  might  be  thought  necessary  to  keep  a 
disreputable  Chinese  out  of  the  Province  ; 
but  if  I  am  rightly  informed  one  of  the 
great  complaints  against  Chinese  laborers 
is,  that  a  very  low  class  of  Chinese  are 
kidnapped  and  put  on  board  ships  and 
brought  out  to  this  country  by  persons 
who  have  contracts  to  fill  to  supply  labor 
in  British  Columbia.  If  the  Bill  that  has 
been  brought  down  this  session  becomes 
law,  it  seems  to  me  that  this  objection 
to  undesirable  Chinese  will  be 
overcome,  because  they  will  not  be 
brought  into  the  country ;  but  it  appears 
to  me  that  refusing  the  franchise  to  the 
respectable  Chinaman  who  fulfils  all  the 
duties  of  a  good  citizen ;  who  supports 
his  family  respectably,  educates  his  child- 
ren, and  pays  his  taxes,  is  committing  an 
act  which  tends  rather  to  the  injury  of 
British  Columbia  than  its  advancement 
If  you  wish  to  get  respectable  Chinese 
labor  there,  you  ought  to  hold  out  every 
inducement  to  them  to  come ;  but  if  you 
tell  the  Chinaman  that  no  matter  how 
reputable  he  may  be  in  British  Columbia 
he  will  have  no  vote  at  all,  it  will  deter 
them  from  coming  to  the  country. 

Hon.  Mr,  NELSON— That  is  what  we 
want 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE  —  UntU 
those  arguments  are    refuted  by    some- 


thing stronger  than  I  have  heard,  I  shall 
continue  to  believe  in  them  ;  and  I  shall 
continue  to  believe  that  this  absolute  re- 
fusal to  allow  Chinese  laborers  to  vote  is 
an  error. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— The  Chinese 
question  has  been  discussed  at  consider- 
able length  in  the  other  House  and  else- 
where for  some  time  past  It  has  been 
discussed  in  the  United  States,  and  it  has 
been  decided  in  that  country  tha*.  the 
Chinese  should  not  be  admitted  to  the 
franchise,  even  on  the  broad  basis  that 
exists  there  of  universal  sufirage.  My 
hon.  friend  says  that  we  get  a  low  class 
of  the  Chinese  in  this  country.  I  do  not 
know  any  way  in  which  we  can  get  a 
different  class  than  those  who  are  brought 
out  under  contract,  which  they  maJce 
themselves  with  the  companies  who 
furnish  Chinese  laborers.  Each  China- 
man has  an  agreement  by  which  he  is  to 
remain  in  the  employ  of  the  company  a 
certain  time.  He  is  to  be  guaranteed  a 
certain  payment  by  his  employers,  and 
also  his  passage  back  to  China — to  Shai^- 
hai,  or  to  any  place  he  wishes — and  in 
case  of  his  death  his  body  is  sent  back  to 
China — he  even  grudges  us  his  bones  for 
manure.  In  his  habits  he  is  not  for  a 
moment  to  be  compared  with  the  Negro 
or  the  Indian  who  live  amongst  us ;  he 
comes  as  a  member  of  an  alien  race,  with 
superstitions,  with  ideas,  and  with  habits 
which  are  entirely  distinct  from  our  own  ; 
with  sympathies  which  are  distinct,  and 
he  cannot  mingle,  and  will  not  mingle 
with  other  races. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— 
Supposing  he  was  a  Christian  Chinaman  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— It  ia  sj  wild  a 
supposition  that  I  will  not  make  it  The 
Jesuit  missionaries  have  been  laboring  in 
China  for  over  100  years,  and  they  have 
made  no  appreciable  impression  on  them« 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Yes,  they  have 
made  some  progress  in  some  parts  of 
China. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— If  my  hon.  friend 
will  take  up  the  history  of  China  a  work 
written  by  Hook,  Crabbe  and  others  who 
have  devoted  themselves  to  the  work  of 
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Chinese  instruction,  he  will  find  that  it  is 
not  the  case.  I  know  from  the  statements 
of  merchants  from  two  diiFerent  cities  in 
China  that  Christianity  has  made  no  appre- 
ciable progress  amongst  the  Chinese,  and 
even  the  class  that  come  under  the  influ- 
ence of  the  missionaries  is  not  the  class 
that  come  out  to  this  country ;  they  are 
employed  to  a  large  extent  by  the  merchants 
in  China.  I  do  not  agree  at  all  with  my 
hon.  friend  from  Prince  Edward  Island 
that  a  better  class  of  Chinamen  would  be 
encouraged  to  come  here  if  they  were  told 
that  by  settling  in  Canada  they  would  be 
entitled  to  the  franchise. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— It 
would  not  tempt  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— It  will  not  tempt 
them,  and  those  who  are  here  have  not 
asked  to  be  enfranchised ;  they  have  not 
thought  of  being  voters ;  such  a  thing  has 
not  entered  mto  their  heads. 

Hon.  Mr.  power— Have  the  Indians 
asked  to  be  made  voters  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— We  must  remem- 
ber that  the  influx  of  those  people  is  upon 
the  Pacific  coast,  and  if  the  people  of  the 
Pacific  Province  have  made  up  their  minds 
that  they  do  not  want  the  Chinese  to  vote, 
after  studying  their  habits,  and  having  been 
in  contact  with  them  from  day  to  day,  I 
think  it  would  be  very  impolitic  for  us  to 
force  the  Chinese  upon  the  people  of 
British  Columbia. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.  C.)— I  would 
like  to  ask  the  Minister  of  Justice  what  is 
meant  by  the  term  "  Mongolian  or  Chinese 
race  ?  "  Does  it  apply  merely  to  a  China- 
man fresh  from  China,  or  does  it  apply  to 
a  half-breed,  quarter  breed,  or  octoroon  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
There  are  no  half  breed  Chinamen  that  I 
know  of. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— I  beg  the  hon. 
gentleman's  pardon,  there  are  half  breed 
Chinamen. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— If  there  are  half 
breed  Chinamen  in  British  Columbia  they 
are  not  old  enough  to  have  a  vote. 


Hon.  Sir  ALEX  CAMPBELL-This 
would  certainly  exclude  from  the  franchise 
any  person  of  Chinese  blood. 

Hon  Mr.  McINNES— Then,  if  so,  I 
think  it  is  a  hardship.  It  is  an  undoubted 
fact  that  some  Chinamen  marry  white  wo- 
men. They  have  families,  and  they  bring 
up  their  children  in  a  very  respectable,  in- 
telligent way ;  and  when  such  children  at- 
tain the  years  of  manhood,  and  have  the 
necessary  qualification,  I  think  it  would 
be  a  great  hardship  to  refuse  them  the  fran- 
chise. I  am  not  objecting  to  the  clause, 
but  I  am  merely  calling  the  attention  of 
the  Government  to  this  fact  and  to 
suggest  that  it  would  be  better  to  define 
how  far  the  word  "  Mongolian "  should 
go. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  — 
There  may  be  some  definition  given  to  it 
hereafter,  but  it  will  hardly  do  to  send  this 
Bill  back  to  the  Commons  for  the  purpose 
of  defining  the  word  "  Mongolian.  " 

Hon.  Mr.  NELSON— I  have  never 
known  a  Chinaman  to  marry  a  white 
woman  in  British  Columbia. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— My  attention 
was  called  to  this  matter  by  the  hon.  mem- 
ber from  Peterborough  who  stated  to  me 
some  time  ago,  when  this  Bill  was  intro- 
duced into  the  House  of  Commons,  that 
a  most  respectable  citizen  in  Peterborough, 
was  a  Chinaman;  that  he  was  married 
there  and  was  well  connected,  and  that 
his  children  were  educated  in  the  best 
schools  in  the  Province.  He  instanced 
this  as  a  case  of  great  hardship. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— It  would  be  a  pity 
to  send  this  Bill  back  to  the  Commons 
for  amendment  for  the  sake  of  one  instance 
of  this  kind. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— It  is  one  in- 
stance now;  but  I  can  assure  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Niagara  that  immediately 
after  the  completion  of  the  Pacific  railway 
there  will  be  a  large  influx  of  Chinese  into 
the  eastern  provinces,  and  this  Bill  may 
perhaps  inflict  hardships  on  persons  who 
ought  not  to  be  treated  in  this  way. 
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Hon.  Mr.  POWER— We  have  not 
yet  heard  any  good  reasons  for  excluding 
the  Chinese.  It  is  true  that,  as  a  general 
thing,  the  Chinese  do  not  become  natural- 
ized ;  but  take  the  exceptional  China- 
men who  do  become  subjects  of  Her 
Majesty,  and  have  the  qualification  under 
the  election  law;  there  is  no  reason 
why  they  should  not  vote.  It  is  said 
that  British  Columbia  does  not  wish  the 
Chinaman  to  vote.  It  is  pretty  hard  to 
say  what  British  Columbia  does  desire  in 
that  respect,  as  there  seems  to  be  a  differ- 
ence of  opinion  on  it  amongst  the  repre- 
sentatives of  that  province.  If  British 
Columbia  does  not  wish  a  certain  class  to 
vote  there,  it  is  one  reason  for  thinking 
that  we  should  not  undertake  to  deal  with 
the  franchise  at  all — ^that  we  should  leave 
it  with  the  provinces.  I  venture  to  say 
that  if  the  opinion  of  the  Province  of 
Ontario  was  taken  on  the  Indian  vote  there 
would  be  just  as  strong  a  condemnation  of 
the  proposition  to  enfranchise  the  Indians 
as  there  would  be  in  the  Province  of 
British  Columbia  against  the  Chinese. 


Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Hear,  hear.  I 
want  to  emphasize  the  hon.  gentleman*s 
statements. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  think 
the  Parliament  of  Canada  should  make 
any  distinction  of  race  at  all ;  that  the 
Chinese,  Negroes,  Indians  and  Whites 
should  be  on  the  same  footing ;  that  no 
exceptions  should  be  made  in  favor  of  one 
or  against  another  race.  This  Bill 
provides  that  an  Indian  shall  vote, 
although  he  does  not  own  property 
and  cannot  make  a  bargain;  and 
at  the  same  time  it  provides  that 
the  Chinaman  shall  not  vote  although  he 
does  own  property  and  is  in  a  position  to 
make  contracts.  I  do  not  propose  to  take 
up  the  time  of  the  Committeee,  but  I  feel 
that  it  is  my  duty  to  enter  a  protest 
against  the  injustice  and  inequality  of  the 
proposition.  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
Minister  of  Justice  what  reason  there  is, 
considering  that  this  Bill  is  proposed 
chiefly  for  the  purpose  of  creating  uniform- 
ity, that  the  cities  of  Hull  and  St. 
Hyacinthe  in  the  province  of  Quebec  are 
made  towns  for  the  purposes  of  this 
Bill? 


Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— It  is 
because  those  two  places  having  a  large 
population,  if  a  city  qualification  were  re- 
quired there  it  would  make  the  electing 
body  much  smaller  than  if  we  make  them 
towns  for  the  purpose  of  this  Act 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— My  hon.  friend 
will  recollect  that  there  are  several  towns 
in  Ontario  which  are  now  cities,  where 
the  population  is  about  the  same  as  that 
of  Hull  Take  Belleville,  St  Catherines 
and  Stratford^  for  instance,  which  have 
recently  been  made  cities,  and  have  about 
the  same  population  as  Hull :  they  should 
be  treated  in  the  same  way.  I  think  also 
that  my  hon.  friend  ought  to  consider 
whether  it  is  not  possible  to  modify  the 
Chinese  clause.  It  is  very  repugnant  to 
myself;  but  my  principal  reason  is  that 
we  are  discriminating  against  Chinamen 
in  the  face  of  the  world.  When  we  look 
at  the  policy  of  the  Empire,  it  seems  to 
me  to  be  extremely  incongruous  on  our 
part  to  take  this  action.  We  all  know 
that  for  the  last  century  every  effort  has 
been  made  to  get  entrance  into  China. 
We  tried  to  induce  them  to  believe  that 
they  ought  to  trade  with  the  outside 
world,  and  that  they  ought  to  become 
more  cosmopolitan,  and  after  bombarding 
their  beautiful  capital,  Pekin,  they  did 
see  the  propriety  of  fraternizing  with  civ- 
ilized nations.  They  no  sooner  begin 
to  do  so  than  they  find  we  set  up  a 
Chinese  wall  on  our  side  ;  we  say  it  is  all 
right  that  our  people  should  trade  in  China 
and  acquire  property  and  civil  rights  there, 
but  Chinese  should  not  be  allowed  similar 
privileges  in  our  country.  To  my  view  it 
is  entirely  contrary  to  the  principles  of  the 
Empire.  We  should  educate  the  Mon- 
golians to  mingle  with  the  rest  of  the 
world.  I  think  it  is  a  mistake  to  say  they 
will  confine  themselves  to  British  Colum- 
bia. We  are  asked  why  do  they  go  to 
British  Columbia ;  the  reason  is  clear,  it 
is  because  they  could  not  get  any  further, 
but  it  is  notorious  that  of  late  years  they 
are  working  east,  and  when  the  railroad  is 
finished  they  will  come  further  east  I 
think  it  is  wholly  inconsistent  with  our  sys- 
tem of  legislation  that  we  should  seek  to 
discriminate  against  the  Chinese.  Take 
that  instance  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
member  for  New  Westminster,  (Mr.  Mc- 
Innes)  of  the  Chinaman   who  settled  in 
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Belleville,  and  who  has  property  there, 
and  has  a  family  of  children  who  are 
native  Canadians,  and  yet  those  children 
have  not  the  right  to  vote  because  their 
mother  married  a  Chinaman. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
certainly  would  think  the  case  referred  to 
would  be  a  hard  case,  and  that  the  sons 
should  be  allowed  to  vote ;  but  I  do  not 
think  that  for  one  case  of  this  kind  we 
should  send  the  Bill  back  for  the  purpose 
of  amending  it. 

The  clause  was  agreed  to. 

On  the  3rd  clause. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRU DEL— Referring  to 
sub-section  B,  it  seems  to  me  it  discrimin- 
ates in  favor  of  a  party  that  is  not  quali- 
fied. If  the  father  dies  and  the  property 
is  not  sufficient  to  qualify  all  the  children 
one  or  two  will  qualify,  according  to  the 
value  of  the  property.  It  is  quite  clear 
that  the  moment  the  father  is  dead  the 
children  are  his  heirs,  and  if  he  dies  with- 
out a  will  they  have  an  equal  share  in  the 
property.  Take  for  instance  a  property 
worth  $500,  and  there  are  10  children,  and 
each  child  shares  to  the  amount  of  $50 — 
the  eldest  and  the  second  and  third  have 
no  more  property  than  the  others,  and  I 
do  not  ;^.ee  why  those  parties  should  be 
qualified  to  vote  when  other  parties, 
say  ten  persons,  who  have  bought  a  pro- 
perty in  partnership  worth  $500  could  not. 
Why  in  this  case  should  not  one,  two  or 
three  of  them  be  qualified  to  vote,  as  one, 
two  or  three  sons  of  the  farmers  who  are 
qualified  on  the  same  amount  of  pro- 
perty ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
think  it  is  in  furtherance  of  the  franchise ; 
it  increases  the  franchise.  The  provision 
seems  to  be  that  where  a  man  dies  his 
sons  living  upon  the  place  have  a  right  to 
vote  at  the  following  elections,  provided 
there  is  sufficient  property  to  qualify  them 
to  vote.  This  supposes  a  case  where  the 
registration  is  finished,  and  the  man  dies 
before  the  election  ;  if  the  election  takes 
place  soon  after  his  death,  if  there  is 
property  enough  to  qualify,  say  three  of  the 
sons  to  vote,  they  can  do  so,  but  if  there  is 
only  enough  property  to  qualify  one,  only 
one  can  vote. 

F3 


Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— It  seems  to  me 
the  moment  the  father  dies  the  sons  are 
only  proprietors  of  a  part  of  the  real  estate 
worth  $50.  I  think  that  is  widening  the 
right  too  much. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— As  I  understand 
the  clause,  if  a  man  owns  a  farm  and 
leaves  by  will  all  his  property  to  his 
daughters,  and  has  also  sons  who  continue 
to  live  on  the  farm,  these  men  who  have 
no  interest  in  the  property  at  all  except 
their  residence  there,  under  this  clause 
have  a  right  to  vote. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX  CAMPBELL— They 
have  no  interest  in  the  father's  lifetime. 
It  is  a  vote  given  to  them  in  consideration 
of  residing  on  the  farm  and  being  concern- 
ed in  the  welfare  of  the  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— I  give 
notice  that  I  will  move  an  amendment  to 
that  clause  at  the  3rd  reading. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 
On  the  sth  clause, 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— Is  it  not 
likely  that  disputes  will  arise  on  the  ques- 
tion of  occupation?  This  clause  may 
give  rise  to  a  good  deal  of  wrong-doing. 
The  Crown  has  at  its  disposal  large  tracts 
of  land,  and  if  they  should  be  evil  disposed, 
as  members  of  the  Ministry  sometimes 
are,  large  grants  might  be  made  to  persons 
a  year  before  an  election,  and  a  great  deal 
of  wrong  might  be  done  in  that  way. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX  CAMPBELL— We 
have  had  that  qualification  in  Ontario  for 
a  long  time,  and  I  have  never  known  any 
abuse  to  creep  in.  There  are  certain  per- 
sons having  license  of  occupation — lock 
keepers,  bridge  keepers,  &c.  They  have 
a  license  to  occupy  the  property.  There 
are  also  persons  who  occupy  land  under  li- 
cense from  the  Crown  at  fortified  places 
like  Kingston. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— They  would  not 
have  a  vote  in  the  past  if  they  were  not 
paying  taxes. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CXMPBELL— 
I  know  a  member  of  the  other  Chamber 
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who  has  quite  a  laige  house  on  land  which 
he  has  leased  from  the  Crown. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  think 
those  people  had  votes  under  the  Ontario 
Act 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Not  where  the 
land  is  not  taxed. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— But 
it  would  be  taxed.  I  know  there  are  ten 
or  twelve  persons  who  have  houses  at 
Kingston,  near  Fort  Henry,  on  land  which 
they  hold  in  that  way.  They  do  not  own 
the  land  but  they  are  taxed 

The  clause  was  adopted. 
On  clause  seven, 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  wish  to 
point  out  what  I  conceive  to  be  a  grave 
objection  to  this  clause  in  principle  and  in 
practice.  In  principle,  the  land  confers 
the  franchise  on  the  formers'  sons  without 
reference  to  their  fitness  at  all  Suppose 
the  land  should  not  be  of  sufficient  value, 
while  the  sons  might  be  desirable  voters, 
the  land  may  not  be  sufficient  to  qualify 
them,  or  it  may  happen  that  there  is  some 
encumbrance  on  it  for  which  neither  the 
owner  nor  his  sons  is  blameable;  it  may  be 
an  accident  of  the  situation,  but  that  en- 
cumbrance prevents  two  or  three  eligible 
persons  from  voting.  Has  the  Minister  of 
Justice  any  proposition  to  oflfer  to  prevent 
such  an  anomaly  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^I  do 
not  understand  the  difficulty. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— Suppose 
a  farm  worth  say  $2,000  is  encumbered  to 
the  extent  of  $1,400  or  $1,500,  and  that 
there  is  not  value  enough  left  unencum- 
bered to  qualify  the  owner  and  his  sons 
to  vote  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— It 
does  not  depend  on  the  encumbrance  at 
all;  it  depends  on  the  value  of  the 
property  on  the  assessors  roll — how  much 
an  acre  it  is  worth,  whether  it  is  mortgaged 
or  not. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— Then  I 
point  to  another  difficulty.  You  bring  the 
mortgagee  into  the  question,  and  he  may 
exercise  an  undue  influence  on  the  parties. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— If  he 
is  the  man  in  possession  he  votes ;  if  he  is 
not  he  does  not  vote.  You  cannot  pre- 
vent a  creditor  exercbing  influence  on  a 
debtor. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 
On  the  9th  clause, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— This  is  the  clause 
which  exempts  British  Columbia  and 
Prince  Edward  Island  from  the  operation 
of  the  law  to  a  certain  extent  I  do  not 
know  why  those  two  provinces  should  be 
excepted  more  than  the  other  provinces. 
In  New  Brunswick  a  very  large  number  of 
persons  will  be  disfranchised  by  the 
operation  of  this  Bill 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^-There 
is  to  be  an  amendment  offered  to  that,  and 
had  we  not  better  defer  the  discussion  until 
the  amendment  is  proposed  ? 

Hon  Mr.  POWER— Do  you  propose 
to  amend  it  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELU-No, 
but  I  understand  the  hon.  member  from 
Prince  Edward  Island  to  say,  in  his 
speech  the  other  day,  that  he  would  move 
an  amendment 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

On  the  loth  clause, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Subclause  C  ex- 
cludes Indians  in  Manitoba,  British 
Columbia,  Keewatin,  and  the  North- West 
Territories,  and  any  Indian  on  any 
reserve  elsewhere  in  Canada,  who  is  not 
in  possession  and  occupation  of  a  separ- 
ate and  distinct  tract  of  land  in  such 
reserve,  and  whose  improvements  on  such 
separate  tract  are  not  of  the  value  of  at 
least  one  hundred  and  fifty  dollars,  and 
who  is  not  otherwise  possessed  of  the 
qualiflcations  entitling  him  to  be  r^s- 
tered  on  the  list  of  voters  under  this  Act 
I  think,  in  the  interest  of  uniformity,  the 
Indian  ought  to  be  allowed  to  vote  eveiy- 
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where  on  the  same  qualification  as  the 
white  man.  The  fact  is>  the  object  of 
this  Bill  is,  as  is  quite  well  understood, 
to  retain  the  present  Ministry  in  power. 
Hon.  gentlemen  may  pretend  to  think  it 
is  not,  but  there  can  be  no  doubt  about  it 
What  is  the  object  of  allowing  Indians  to 
vote  in  Ontario  ?  Is  it  not  simply  because 
there  are  some  half-dozen  constituencies 
where  it  is  thought  the  Indian  vote,  when 
coached  by  the  Indian  agent,  will  be 
strong  enough  to  defeat  the  Reform 
candidate. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Oh, 
na 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— To  kill  Paterson. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Yes,  to  kill 
Paterson,  and  the  hon.  member  from 
Bothwell,  and  others. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^Not 
at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  mean 
to  say  that  that  is  the  object  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Niagara,  as  I  have  no 
doubt  he  is  actuated  solely  by  an  enthu- 
siastic love  and  admiration  for  our  red 
brethren.  I  cannot  understand  why  that 
love  and  admiration  do  not  go  further — 
why  they  do  not  reach  the  red  man  in 
Manitoba.  Is  he  not  as  good  a  man,  or 
pretty  nearly  as  good,  as  the  red 
man  in  Ontario  ?  Talking  about  British 
Columbia,  I  do  not  venture  to  say  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  opposite  who  has 
referred  to  the  Indians  there  is  wrong,  but 
I  have  always  understood  that  the  Hyda 
Indians  were  about  as  intelligent,ingenious 
and  industrious  as  any  Indians  in  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  NELSON— They  are  known 
to  a  certain  extent  for  their  intelligence 
and  ingenuity,  but  nevertheless  they  are 
savages  at  the  same  time — strictly  savages. 
We  have  had  a  visit  from  a  gentleman 
who  lives  on  that  northern  coast,  who  has 
brought  a  couple  of  Indians  with  him  but 
I  may  tell  the  hoa  gentleman  these  are 
not  specimens  of  the  Indians  of  British 
Columbia.  They  have  become  civilized 
and  are  under  the  care  of  the  gentleman 
who  brought  them  here.  Although  the 
Indians  of  Queen  Charlotte's  Island  have 


shown  great  aptitude  in  the  way  of  being 
jewellers  and  workers  in  metal  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  still  they  remain  as  they  did 
— ^perhaps  not  as  great  savages  as  they 
were  before  the  white  man  came  there,  but 
almost  as  great 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.  C)— 
The  hon.  gentleman  from  Halifax  has 
made  a  mistake  as  to  the  Hyda  Indians. 
The  Indians  he  refers  to  are  Tsimpsheans 
at  Metlakatlah,  who  might  well  be  enfran- 
chised. I  saw  those  men  25  years  ago 
when  they  were  cannibals  and  pagans  liv- 
ing in  wigwams  partly  under  the  ground. 
To-day  they  are  living  in  houses  two 
stories  high,  comfortably  furnished,  and 
they  have  saw-mills,  blacksmith  shops,  etc. 
On  Sunday  you  see  an  Indian  mount  the 
pulpit  and  read  a  text  from  the  Bible  in 
English,  and  address  a  respectable,  well- 
dressed  and  orderly  congregation.  You 
hear  the  Indians  playing  the  harmonium, 
and  you  see  the  women  comfortably  clad. 
They  are  able  to  weave  and  spin  and  are 
proficient  in  other  civilized  occupations. 
You  find  amongst  them  blacksmiths,  car- 
penters and  other  mechanics.  Those  are 
the  only  Indians  in  British  Columbia  that 
ought  to  be  enfranchised. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Then  why  do 
you  not  include  them  in  this  Bill  ? 

Hon.  Mr-  MACDONALD— There  is 
time  enough  foi  that :  the  Bill  can  be 
amended  The  hon.  gentleman  from 
Ottawa  was  not  here  and  did  not  hear  the 
description  which  the  hon.  member  from 
Niagara  gave  of  the  Indians  of  Ontario. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTF- The  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Ottawa  was  born  in  Ontario 
and  knows  all  about  the  Indians  of 
Ontario. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— Then  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Ottawa  should  not 
speak  of  them  as  he  has  done.  But  with 
regard  to  our  Indians  I  say  the  tribe  to 
which  I  have  referred  are  the  only  Indians 
fit  to  vote. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  all  goes  to 
show  that  when  we  undertook  to  take  the 
right  of  deciding  who  shall  vote  away 
from    the    provinces,    we    immediately 
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plunged  ourselves  into  all  sorts  of  difficul- 
ties and  inconsistencies.  The  only  reason 
given  for  introducing  this  measure  in  the 
other  House  was  that  it  was  desirable 
that  we  should  have  a  uniform  franchise, 
but  nature,  and  the  circumstances,  and  the 
prejudices  of  the  people  of  the  different 
provinces  are  too  strong,  and  it  is  im- 
possible to  have  the  desired  uniform  fran- 
chise. I  think  the  better  way  to  avoid 
those  absurdities,  as  we  are  going  to  have  a 
general  franchise,  would  be  to  put  the 
Indian  in  the  same  position  as  the  white 
man. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— That  is  what  we 
are  trymg  to  do. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  beg  the  hon, 
gentleman's  pardon,  it  is  not  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— That  is  what 
this  clause  was  put  in  for. 

•  Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  Consolidated 
Indian  Act  which  we  passed  last  year  pro- 
vides that  under  certain  circumstances 
Indians  can  become  enfranchised.  I 
think  that  every  facility  ought  to  be 
offered  to  intelligent  and  industrious 
Indians  to  become  enfranchised — to  get 
from  under  the  control  of  the  Indian 
Office — and  then  every  Indian  who  is 
qualified  in  the  same  way  as  the  white 
man  is  qualified  should  have  a  right  to 
vote,  and  I  think  that  is  the  only  logical 
and  fair  way  to  put  it — make  no  distinc- 
tion of  race  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB — I  see  there  is  a 
discrepancy  between  the  hon.  gentleman 
and  his  leader. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

On  the  13th  clause, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  give  notice  that 
I  will  move  an  amendment  to  that  clause. 
This  officer  should  not  prepare  the  list 
The  same  person  should  not  prepare  and 
revise.  The  name  that  you  give  the  offi- 
cer is  a  misnomer.  You  call  him  a  revis- 
ing barrister  when  he  is  not  a  revising 
barrister  :  he  is  a  list  maker 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— That 
is  only  the  first  list. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER. 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  am  calling  at- 
tention to  that.  I  think  the  proper  way 
would  have  been  to  let  the  municipsd 
officers  make  up  the  list  in  the  first  place, 
and  let  the  revising  barrister  do  what  the 
revising  barrister  in  England  does — revise 
the  list  made  up  by  the  local  authorities. 
As  the  clause  is  going  through  committee 
I  wish  to  call  attention  to  it,  and  say  that 
that  is  one  of  the  clauses  to  which  I  think 
an  amendment  should  be  moved  at  the 
third  reading.  I  think  the  Minister  him- 
self must  feel  that  the  proper  way  would 
be  to  let  the  local  officers  make  the  lists. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— No, 
I  do  not  agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman  at 
all,  but  I  will  reserve  my  explanation  until 
the  third  reading. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  would  not  take 
so  long  to  discuss  it  now. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
will  undertake  not  to  be  so  long  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  generally  is. 

Hon.      Mr.     POWER— The     couree 
adopted  in  the  other  House  was  to  discuss 
these  matters  in  committee  and  to  put  the  ' 
amendments  and  votes  on  record  at  the 
third  reading. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^-I 
think  a  better  suggestion  is  the  one  made 
by  the  hon.  member  from  Ottawa — that 
the  discussion  should  take  place  on  the 
third  reading  when  the  amendments  are 
moved. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

On  the  14th  clause, 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— I  would  suggest 
that  after  the  provision  concerning  the 
Province  of  Quebec — that  either  a  judge 
of  the  Superior  Court,  an  advocate  or  a 
notary  of  the  province  shall  act — ^the  Min- 
ister should  add  the  names  of  judges  of  the 
sessions,  of  the  peace,  recorders  and  sti- 
pendiary magistrates.  I  have  received  a 
letter  from  a  gentleman  well  versed  in 
these  matters,  and  he  agrees  with  my 
suggestion.  I  think  it  should  be  taken 
into  consideration. 
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Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELl^Yes, 
I  will  take  it  into  consideration  and  men- 
tion it  to  my  colleagues. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEU— In  some  towns 
of  the  province  perhaps  these  might  be  the 
men  best  qualified  for  the  work  and  the 
appointment  would  be  optional,  of  course. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

On  the  43rd  clause, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— This  is  a  very 
important  clause ;  there  is  a  general  pro- 
vision there  that  the  revising  officer  shall 
not  be  bound  by  strict  rules  of  evidence 
or  forms  of  procedure,  but  shall  hear  and 
determine  all  matters  coming  before  him 
in  a  summary  manner,  and  so  as  in  his 
judgment  to  do  justice  to  all  parties. 


Hon.    Mr.   PLUMB— There 
appeal  from  his  decision. 


IS    an 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  that  the 
revising  officer  being  a  lawyer  should  be 
governed  by  the  rules  of  evidence. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— In 
this  case  where  the  party  is  settling  the 
list  of  voters,  some  allegation  may  be 
made,  which  if  the  rules  of  evidence  were 
to  be  followed  would  take  a  long  time  to 
prove.  The  question  of  a  man's  title  to 
his  farm,  for  instance,  would  be  very 
tedious  and  expensive  to  prove  under  the 
rules  of  evidence ;  but  it  might  be  estab- 
lished under  rules  which  might  have  the 
force  of  having  completely  established  it  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  revising  officer, 
without  legal  evidence.  It  is  to  provide 
for  cases  of  this  kind  that  the  revising 
officer  is  not  to  be  bound  by  strict  rules 
of  evidence  or  forms  of  procedure. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEI^— If  the  evidence 
is  not  legal,  then  an  appeal  would  be  of 
no  use.  Are  we  to  understand  that  an 
appeal  will  lie  even  on  those  proceedings  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— So  I 
understand. 

The  clause  was  agreed  to. 

On  the  49th  clause, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Thisclause  begins 
by  saying,  "In  case  where  the  revising  offi- 


cer is  not  also  a  judge  of  any  court.*'  I 
have  not  noticed  in  any  early  part  of  the 
Bill  a  definition  of  the  word  judge,  or  any 
definition  of  court 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Yes, 
in  the  14th  clause  it  is  defined  what  the 
judge  is  to  be. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  does  not  seem 
to  confine  the  judge  to  the  officer  described 
in  the  14th  clause. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
officer  described  in  the  14th  clause  is  the 
only  one  who  can  be  appointed. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  revising 
officer  might  happen  to  be  a  justice  of  the 
peace  and  he  would  be  a  judge. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
officer  referred  to  here  means  Ihe  judge 
referred  to  in  any  of  the  preceding  sections. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  says  "A  judge 
of  any  court,"  then  supposing  the  Govern- 
ment appoint  a  man  who  is  simply  a 
magistrate,  as  a  revising  barrister. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— That 
cannot  happen.  A  man  who  is  simply  a 
magistrate  cannot  be  appointed  as  a  revis- 
ing barrister.  He  must  be  a  lawyer  of  five 
years'  standing ;  and  when  he  is  a  barrister 
of  five  years'  standing  there  would  be  an 
appeal  from  him.  If  he  is  a  judge  there 
would  be  no  appeal 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  appeal 
might  be  defeated  by  appointing  some  one 
who  is  only  an  inferior  judge. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
kind  of  judges  are  pointed  out  and  no 
other  can  be  appointed. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— In  this  clause  it 
says  "  A  judge  of  any  court" 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^-There 
are  several  courts  mentioned  in  the  Bill, 
and  when  you  say  a  judge  of  any  court,  it 
means  a  judge  of  any  of  those  courts  men- 
tioned. 
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Hon.  Mr.  GOWAN— The  14th  section 
of  the  Act  provides  that  the  revising  officer 
to  be  appointed  in  every  Province  except 
Quebec  and  British  Columbia,  shall  be 
either  a  judge,  or  junior  judge,  of  some 
county  or  district  court,  and  in  reading  this 
49th  clause,  any  lawyer  would  read  it  with 
reference  to  the  general  provision. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— Is  it  pos- 
able  that  the  Minister  of  Justice  intends 
that  this  law  should  go  into  operation  with 
a  clause  in  it  which  anticipates  that  if  the 
revising  officer  is  a  judge  he  cannot  make 
a  mistake,  and  that  there  shall  be  no  ap- 
peal against  his  decision  ?  Is  that  really 
the  decision  of  the  Minister  of  Justice  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELl^-Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— Then  I 
think  it  is  a  very  bad  provision. 

Hon  SiRALEX.CAMPBELI^-There 
must  be  finality  somewhere,  and  if  you 
cannot  get  it  in  the  court  where  are  you  to 
get  it  ? 

The  clause  was  agreed  to. 
On  the  57  th  clause, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  see  by  this 
clause  that  the  first  lists  are  to  be  filed 
before  ist  of  August,  1886.  The  Prime 
Minister  has  given  notice  in  the  other 
Chamber  that  he  has  decided  not  to  push 
this  session  the  measure  which  is  to  provide 
for  the  payment  of  those  officers.  Does 
not  the  Minister  of  Justice  think  it  is  a  very 
objectionable  thing  to  have  those  officers 
appointed  to  make  up  the  lists  under 
this  Bill  without  any  definite  salary? 
Does  it  not  leave  those  officers 
still  more  under  the  control  of  the 
Government  than  they  would  be  if  their 
salaries  were  fixed  in  advance  ?  Here  are 
hundreds  of  men  making  up  electoral  lists 
all  over  the  country,  knowing  that  their 
salaries  depend  upon  the  good  will  of  the 
Government  of  the  day.  Can  the  Oppo- 
sition, and  the  people  who  are  not  going 
to  pay  the  money  expect  to  get  much  fair 
play  under  those  circumstances  ?  Does  it 
not  render  the  appointment  of  the  county 
judges  less  valuable  ?  If  the  remuneration 
that  they  are  to  receive  for  these  services 
depends  on  the  good  will  of  the  Govern- 


ment, and  is  not  publicly  fixed  until  after 
the  lists  are  made  up,  there  is  every  in- 
ducement for  the  officers  to  make  the  lists 
in  such  a  way  as  to  be  most  acceptable  to 
the  Government  I  think  it  is  very  much 
to  be  regretted  that  the  Premier  has  with- 
drawn that  measure,  because  if  that  BiU 
had  been  passed  there  would  have  been  a 
certain  show  of  independence  about  the 
revising  officers. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— My  hon.  friend 
will  see  that  thb  Act  is  not  to  take  effect 
until  next  year. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
expectation  is  that  most  of  the  work  of 
preparing  the  lists  will  be  done  by  the 
judges  without  any  remuneration  at  alL 
Where  there  is  remuneration  Parliament 
will  determine  how  much  that  remuneration 
shall  be. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Parliament  means 
the  Prime  Minister. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^It 
cannot  mean  that ;  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
very  much  out  of  order  indeed.  The 
remuneration  will  be  settled  by  the  same 
power  that  passes  this  Bill  So  long  as  a 
judge  does  the  duty  of  preparing  the  lists 
there  can  be  no  suspicion,  and  I  do  not 
think  it  is  fair  to  attach  suspicion  to  people 
who  are  to  act  as  officers,  that  they  are 
going  to  discharge  their  duties  erroneously 
and  make  mistakes  on  purpose,  because 
they  are  to  be  paid  by  the  Government  or 
by  anybody  else.  It  seems  to  me  to  be  a 
very  unfair  impression  to  create  against 
the  officers  who  will  perform  this  service 
The  Premier  is  satisfied  that  he  can  have 
the  work  done  in  most  places  by  the 
county  court  judges. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  is  all  very  well 
to  be  charitable,  and  it  may  strike  the 
Minister  of  Justice  that  I  am  a  little  un- 
charitable but  I  do  not  think  so.  It  is 
only  by  being  suspicious  and  watchful — 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL-  That 
we  can  preserve  our  liberties. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  we  can  be 
free.  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  to  the  fact  that  not  long  ago 
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the  hon.  gentleman  who  now  leads  the 
House,  and  the  other  hon.  gentlemen  who 
are  prepared  to  take  so  mudi  on  trust  at 
present  were  very  suspicious  of  other 
people,  and  with  much  less  reason  than  we 
have  to  be  suspicious  of  the  officers  who 
are  to  be  created  under,  this  Bill  For 
instance  it  will  be  remembered  that  a  few 
years  ago  this  Chamber  re-echoed  with 
denunciations  of  a  certain  transaction  in 
connection  with  steel  rails,  where  the  whole 
thing  was  a  most  uncharitable  and  unrea- 
sonable suspicion  and  nothing  else. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^-Do 
not  let  us  go  back  to  that  now,  please. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Why  not  go  back 
to  it? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— One 
reason  is  that  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Quinte  is  not  now  in  his  place,  and  he 
knew  all  about  it 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentle- 
man who  leads  the  House  was  also  one  of 
the  suspicious  ones,  although  he  did  not 
express  himself  so  violently  as  some  others. 
In  that  instance,  the  House  had  to  deal 
with  a  man  of  the  highest  and  well  known 
integrity ;  still  they  were  ready  to  suspect 
all  kinds  of  horrible  things,  and  this  House 
appointed  committees  to  find  out  if 
there  was  any  corruption  in  cases  when 
there  was  less  reason  for  suspicion  than 
there  is  here.  In  party  politics  the  only 
way  to  get  along  seems  to  be  for  one  side 
to  suppose  that  the  other  side  are  pre- 
pared to  commit  any  kind  of  rascality  that 
will  help  them  along ;  and,  as  regards  the 
present  Government,  I  think  that  rule  is  a 
good  and  sound  one,  and  I  am  afraid  the 
Liberal  party  have  not  acted  upon  it  suffi- 
ciently in  the  past 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  think 
we  ought  to  apply  the  same  rigid  rule  upon 
all  occasions  and  at  all  times,  and  then 
it  imputes  nothing  to  anybody  in  particu- 
lar. I  think  it  ought  to  be  the  duty  of 
every  Legislature  to  anticipate  all  possible 
knavery  and  corruption,  and  so  frame  our 
laws  that  such  ends  may  be  rendered  im- 
possible. I  do  not  cast  a  special  imputa- 
tion on  the  Government ;  I  want  to  make 
it  so  that  the  people  will  have  confidence 


in  the  integrity  of  those  Courts,  and  to 
make  it  impossible  for  the  officers  to  com- 
mit in  that  case  possibly  a  crime.  I  think 
it  is  a  8[reat  mistake  to  presuppose  that  a 
revising  barrister  may  be  guilty  of  an  error. 
There  is  an  appeal  from  the  barrister^ 
and  none  from  the  judge,  though  all  men 
are  liable  to  error. 

The  clause  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
that  the  Committee  rise  and  report  the 
Bill 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL  called  attention 
to  the  fact  that  the  qualification  of  a 
tenant  in  the  city,  an  annual  rental  of  $ao, 
or  a  monthly  rental  of  $2,  was  the  same  as 
the  qualification  of  a  tenant  in  the  county. 
He  thought  the  qualification  of  a  tenant 
in  the  county  should  be  proportionately 
lower  than  that  of  a  tenant  in  the  city. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— As 
to  the  qualification  of  a  rental  of  $2  per 
month,  it  is  very  low,  and  includes  almost 
everybody ;  but  there  is  a  certainty  that  a 
man  who  pays  $2  a  month  has  got  what 
is  called  a  permanent  interest  in  the 
country. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ,  from  the  Com- 
mittee, reported  the  Bill  without  any 
amendment 


CONSOLIDATED  MILITIA  ACT 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

THIRD    READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  third  reading  of  Bill  (152),  "An  Act 
to  amend  the  Consolidated  Militia  Act  of 
1883." 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— I  do  not  think 
it  is  a  proper  policy  to  increase  the 
Mounted  Police.  I  think  it  would  be  far 
better  to  create  a  regular  army,  no  matter 
how  small  it  may  be.  In  fact  I  do  not 
thmk  the  general  feeling  of  the  country  is 
very  favorable  to  the  Mounted  Police, 
and  there  arc  many  doubts  as  to  their 
efficiency.     I  think  it  would  be  better  to 
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have  regular  military,  put  under  the  rules, 
and  discipline,  and  control  of  the  military 
authority,  than  to  have  the  Mounted 
Police  under  control  of  the  Department 
of  the  Interior.  I  only  mention  this  be- 
cause the  hon.  Minister  of  Justice  knows 
that  amongst  the  papers  which  have  been 
brought  before  Parliament,  it  has  been 
very  properly  said — I  think  by  Bishop 
McLean,  of  Saskatchewan — that  the 
Mounted  Police  were  the  cause  of  the 
rebellion.  I  think  it  is  said  as  dearly  as  it 
can  be  said,  and  I  admit  frankly  that  it  is 
my  opinion  that  if  there  had  never  been 
mounted  police  in  the  North  West  there 
would  have  been  no  rebellioa  Hon. 
gentlemen  will  remember  that  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  trouble  many  people 
believed  that  the  mounted  police  would  be 
able  to  put  a  stop  to  it,  but  we  all  know 
how  inefficient  they  proved.  I  am  ready 
to  believe  that  they  are  men  of  great  merit 
and  perfect  character  and  so  on — I  do  not 
mean  to  reflect  in  any  way  upon  them 
personally,  but  I  speak  of  the  system,  and 
when  trouble  occurred  we  at  once  found 
that  the  only  force  we  had  at  our  disposal 
to  deal  with  this  difficulty  were  the  forces 
at  the  command  of  the  Militia  Depart- 
ment I  hope  that  the  Government  will 
take  this  matter  seriously  into  consideration. 
I  think  it  is  the  general  feeling  in  the 
country  that  the  time  has  come  when 
Canada  should  have  its  army.  It  may  be 
a  small  army,  but  it  would  be  a  better  way 
of  defending  the  country  than  enrolling 
men  in  the  mounted  police. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ — I  cannot  agree  with 
the  hon.  gentleman  when  he  states  that 
had  there  been  no  Mounted  Police  in  the 
North- West  there  would  have  been  no 
rebellion.  The  police  could  not  have 
caused  the  rebellion.  They  certainly  did 
not  cause  the  raiding  of  the  stores,  the 
rifling  of  private  property,  and  the  taking 
possession  of  Government  property.  Then 
as  to  the  efficiency  of  the  police,  it  is  true 
that  a  portion  of  them  were  at  Prince 
Albert  and  remained  there;  but  what 
would  have  become  of  the  people  of 
Prince  Albert  if  they  had  left  them  ;  and 
what  would  have  become  of  other  places 
if  the  police  were  not  there  to  protect 
them  ?  As  far  as  I  have  been  able  to 
judge,  I  think  the  police  have  shown 
themselves  to  be  most  efficient     What 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL 


could  a  handful  of  men  in  a  vast  country 
like  that  do  ?  The  force  has  been  small ; 
but  it  has  been  efficient  for  its  numbersL 
There  was  a  time  when  there  was  an 
enquiry  as  to  what  the  police  were  doing 
at  Prince  Albert  when  they  were  required 
elsewhere.  No  doubt  they  were  acting 
under  orders,  and  there  is  no  complaint  of 
a  want  of  action  on  their  part  when  their 
services  were  required. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— It  appears  that 
some  hon.  gentlemen  are  mistaken  about 
this  Bill;  its  object  is  to  increase  the 
infantry  force,  instead  of  the  Mounted 
Police.  I  might  remark  that  in  reading 
the  general  report,  I  consider  that  our 
militia  ought  to  be  made  much  more 
effective  than  it  is.  I  was  struck  with  the 
general  remarks  at  the  close  of  the  com- 
mander's report  He  speaks  of  the  short 
time  devoted  by  the  militia  to  acquiring  a 
knowledge  of  drill,  and  says : — 

<'  Cinder  the  present  arrangement  of  only 
calling  out  the  rural  regiments  every  second 
year,  the  men  composing  them  have  only,  at 
most,  two  trainings  during;  their  service  of 
three  years,  that  is,  if  they  happen  to  enlist 
during  the  year  of  the  train injg  and  before  it 
takes  place.  If  they  enlist  just  after  the 
training,  then  they  have  only  one  during  their 
whole  service,  which  means  eight  days'  actual 
drill ;  because,  though  nominally  they  have 
now  twelve  days,  yet  out  of  that,  one  day  for 
joining  and  one  day  for  leaving  and  two  Sun- 
days must  be  allowed.  The  conse<^uence  is 
that  these  men  go  back  to  civil  life  with  such 
a  faint  smattering  of  the  duties  of  a  soldier  that 
it  fades  awav,  and  if  an  emergency  should 
arise  and  these  men  were  called  back  to 
service,  they  would  have  to  be  treated  as 
recruits ;  whereas,  if  they  had  twelve  days' 
steady  drill  each  year  for  three  years,  they 
would  be  none  the  worse  citizens  and  would 
carry  with  them  enough  knowledjge  of  a 
soldier's  life  to  render  tuem  fit  to  join  the 
ranks  at  once,  if  the  necessity  of  calling  them 
out  again  should  arise." 

It  strikes  me  that  it  would  be  much 
better  when  the  Militia  pass  through  their 
three  years'  training  that  they  should  be 
still  enrolled  as  a  reserve,  but  different 
from  the  ordinary  reserve.  When  enrolled 
for  three  years  longer  they  should  be 
occasionally  called  out  for  drill,  left  in 
possession  of  their  rifles,  and  furnished 
with  ammunition  to  keep  up  their  practice, 
and  if  called  out  once  every  couple  of 
years,  there  would  be,  instead  of  45,000, 
as  at  present,  a  force  of  90,000  men,  who 
knew  something  of  the  duties  of  soldiers, 
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and  could  be  called  upon  for  active  service, 
if  required  It  is  time  that  this  Domin- 
ion should  assert  its  position  in  the  world, 
and  show  that  it  is  able  to  take  care  cf 
itself.  When  there  was  a  prospect  of  war 
in  the  East  recently,  we  were  in  a  very 
unprepared  state  if  it  had  broken  out 
There  are  two  things  we  ought  to  be  pre- 
pared for :  that  is,  to  protect  our  coal 
deposits  on  the  Atlantic,  and  our  coal 
deposits  on  the  Pacific  Both  .our  own 
commerce  and  the  commerce  of  the  Em- 
pire would  greatly  depend  on  those 
deposits  of  coal,  and  they  would  have  to 
be  protected  so  that  Her  Majesty's 
steamers  would  be  able  to  coal  at  any 
time.  This  would  give  them  a  superior- 
ity over  every  other  power,  and  we  have 
more  at  stake  than  any  other  country,  in 
consequence  of  the  immense  fleet  both  of 
Great  Britain,  and  of  the  Dominion.  I 
would  suggest,  therefore,  whether  it  would 
not  be  desirable  that  instead  of  allowing 
the  men  to  go  back  into  civil  life  after 
three  years'  training,  it  would  not  be  better 
to  keep  them  enrolled,  and  to  so  change 
the  law  as  to  continue  their  enrolment 
for  three  years,  which  would  increase  the 
force  of  active  militia  to  90,000  men,  who 
have  already  passed  through  their  regular 
training.  We  are  now  a  people  of  some 
5,000,000  population,  and  it  is  a  question 
whether  we  ought  not  to  keep  such  a  force, 
and  have  it  ready  for  any  emergency.  I 
have  no  doubt,  and  there  seems  not  to  be 
any  doubt  in  any  quarter,  that  a  war  with 
Russia  is  imminent  She  has  been  pre- 
paring for  it  for  half  a  century.  Within  a 
very  short  time  she  has  advanced  1,000 
miles  nearer  the  Indian  frontier,  and  there 
is  now  only  one  territory,  that  of  Afghan- 
istan, between  her  and  India. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  quite 
agree  with  my  hon.  friend  in  what  he  has 
said  I  am  not  in  harmony  with  any 
person  who  may  wish  to  throw  discredit 
upon  our  police  force  in  the  North- West. 
I  believe  they  have  been  very  efficient  I 
know  a  number  of  them  from  Nova  Scotia 
and  they  are  good  men,  and  from  what  I 
have  heard  of  those  from  the  other  pro- 
vinces a  better  class  of  men  could  not  be 
selected  in  the  country  for  such  service. 
When  we  proposed  the  establishment  of 
"A"  and  "B"  batteries,  the  Opposition 
were  opposed    to    it;    but  events  have 


proved  how  fortunate  it  was  that  we  had 
this  nucleus  of  a  regular  army  ready  to 
send  to  the  North-West  at  the  breaking 
out  of  the  rebellion.  The  question  for 
the  country  now,  is  whether  our  defences 
will  not  have  to  be  greatly  increased. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— The  occur- 
rences in  the  North-West  last  spring  have 
demonstrated  that  the  pesent  system  is 
not  equal  to  our  necessities.  Though  our 
volunteers  have  done  their  duty,  and  have 
shown  themselves  equal  to  the  emergency, 
many  of  them  are  married  men,  and  after 
the  war  is  all  over  we  will  be  at  great 
expense  to  provide  pensions  to  widows 
and  orphans.  I  would  suggest  that  a  bet- 
ter system  would  be  to  have  certain 
companies  of  unmarried  men  recruited 
from  the  other  companies  of  the  force,  to 
be  drilled  so  many  days  in  the  year,  so 
that  in  an  emergency  like  that  of  last 
spring,  they  would  be  always  ready  for 
active  service,  and  they  would  have  no 
families  to  be  supported  by  private  con- 
tribution, and  in  case  of  death  they  would 
leave  no  one  dependent  upon  public 
assistance. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— One  objection 
that  I  have  to  this  measure  is  that  it  is 
calculated  to  very  largely  increase 
the  expenses  connected  with  the  protec- 
tion of  this  country.  The  other  day  we 
passed  a  bill  which  provides  for  an  in- 
crease of  the  Mounted  Police  force  to 
1,000  men.  I  understand  from  the  Minister 
that  each  of  these  men  will  cost  about$8oo. 
a  year.  Now  we  are  providing  for  an  in- 
crease of  the  standing  army  to  1,000  men, 
and  I  presume  the  cost  of  each  man  will 
be  about  the  same.  Hon.  gentlemen  will 
see  then  that  we  ■  have  at  once  for  the 
mex^  personnel  oi  onx  standing  army — be- 
cause after  all  the  Mounted  Police  force 
are  really  part  of  the  standing  army — ^an 
annual  expenditure  of  $1,600,000.  Now 
this  is  very  nearly  double  what  the  service 
used  to  cost  the  country  ten  years  ago. 
When  the  Bill  was  at  the  second  reading 
I  suggested  that  it  was  not  desirable  to 
make  the  addition  to  the  force  all  infantry. 
The  experience  of  the  recent  outbreak  has 
shown  that  the  great  want  of  the  country 
is  cavalry.  I  think  it  is  a  pity  that  the 
Government,  when  they  were  making  pro- 
vision to  increase  the  army  at  all,  did  not 
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provide  for  cavalry.  The  proper  thing 
for  the  Government  to  do,  instead  of 
coming  to  us  asking  us  to  tax  the  country 
so  many  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars 
more  in  order  to  add  to  the  standing 
army,  would  be  to  see  that  a  militia  force 
is  organized  in  the  North-West  There 
were  volunteer  companies  in  the  North- 
West  which  the  Government  allowed  to 
disband ;  and  whose  arms  they  called  in 
not  very  long  ago.  What  I  think  the 
Government  should  do  is  to  place  the 
North-West  country,  where  trouble  is  much 
more  likely  to  arise  than  in  any  other  part  of 
the  country,  in  the  same  position  as  the 
older  provinces,  and  to  have  a  respectable 
volunteer  force  there.  Notwithstanding 
what  has  been  said  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  DeLanaudifere  I  think  that  this  recent 
outbreak,instead  of  making  us  think  less  of 
our  volunteer  forces,  is  calculated  to  make 
us  think  a  great  deal  more  of  them. 
The  volunteers  with  a  few  weeks'  training 
and  experience  were  at  least  as  efficient 
soldiers  as  the  Mounted  Police ;  and  I  did 
not  notice  that  there  was  any  distinction 
made  between  the  volunteers  and  the 
regulars.  I  do  not  see  that  it  was  claimed 
that  the  regulars  were  any  better 
in  the  field  than  the  volunteers. 
The  eastern  provinces  of  Canada  have 
paid  immense  sums  of  money  since  that 
North- West  country  was  acquired  for  the 
purpose  of  building  railroads  through  it, 
having  it  surveyed  and  making  it  fit  and 
suitable  for  a  population,  and  now  that 
population  have  got  in  there  I  think  it  is 
unreasonable  that  we  should  be  called 
upon  to  do  the  work  which  these  people 
ought  to  do  lor  themselves.  There  is  a 
sufficient  white  population  in  the  North- 
West  now  to  protect  themselves  against 
the  half-breeds  and  against  the  Indians 
too,  and  I  think  by  far  the  better  plan 
would  be  to  allow  those  people  to  form 
volunteer  corps,  and  to  protect  themselves 
and  not  tax  us  down  here  for  the  purpose 
of  protecting  them.  It  is  quite  right  that 
we  should  do  our  share  of  it,  but  I  think 
it  is  unreasonable  that  our  taxation  should 
be  so  very  largely  increased  for  the  pur- 
pose of  doing  for  those  people  what  they 
can  do  for  themselves,  and  what  they  are, 
as  we  learn,  willing  and  anxious  to  do  for 
themselves.  Whether  the  Government 
are  unduly  suspicious  of  the  loyalty  of  the 
whites  out  there  I  cannot  say,  but  they 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER 


certainly,  instead  of  encouraging  these 
people  to  form  volunteer  corps,  have  dis- 
couraged them  and  taken  then:  arms  away 
from  them  ;  and  it  would  be  much  better 
now  while  the  warlike  spirit  is  strong  there 
thatwe  should  form  volunteer  corps  in  that 
country  and  let  them  bear  the  expense  of 
protecting  themselves. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL—I 
do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman  from  De 
Salaberry  (Mr.  Trudel)  intended  to  reflect 
on  the  Mounted  Police  in  the  way  under- 
stood. I  think  he  meant  that  they  were 
the  first  persons  who  got  into  actual 
trouble,  and  if  they  had  not  fired  there 
would  have  been  no  disturbance  at  all  at 
Duck  Lake. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL-No,  I  did  not 
specially  allude  to  that  point  I  took  care 
to  explain  that  the  remarks  which  I  was 
making  were  meant  to  apply  to  the  system 
and  not  to  persons  forming  part  of  the 
Mounted  Police.  I  added  that  I  was 
ready  to  admit  that  personally  they  had 
done  their  duty,  and  I  had  nothing  to  say 
against  any  of  them,  but  I  said  I  believed 
that  that  kind  of  a  force  would  be  advan- 
tageously replaced  by  regular  troops  under 
the  control  of  the  Militia  Department  and 
under  military  discipline.  I  do  not  know 
much  about  it,  but  it  seems  to  me  that 
this  Mounted  Police  force  is  something 
between  the  civil  and  the  military  ;  I  sup- 
pose to  a  certain  extent  they  are  under 
military  discipline,  but  still  they  are  not 
under  control  of  officers  of  a  regular  army] 
It  is  a  body  which  does  not  present  the 
advantage  of  an  army  or  of  a  defence  which 
might  be  afforded  by  a  body  of  citizens 
such  as  the  volunteers.  I  learn  from  par- 
ties in  the  Norih-West,  at  least  I  under- 
stood it  this  way — that  if  there  had  been 
no  Mounted  Police  m  that  country  there 
would  have  been  no  disaffection,  because 
it  was  the  presence  of  the  police  that 
created  disaffection  amongst  the  half- 
breeds,  in  the  first  instance.  I  do  not  mean 
to  say  that  the  Mounted  Police  did  not  do 
their  duty — or  that  as  a  matter  of 
fact  they  did  not  in  many  instances 
protect  the  citizens,  and  so  on. 
I  admit  that  it  was  a  great  satis- 
action  for  the  settlers  to  have  some- 
body to  rely  upon,  and  I  repeat  again  that 
what  I  said  was  against^the  system.  I  said. 
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instead  of  the  Mounted  Police  the  Gov- 
ernment should  create  or  augment  a  regu- 
lar force  under  the  rules  and  discipline  of 
a  regular  army  and  under  the  command  of 
regular  officers.  I  have  been  informed  by 
parties  who  are  competent  to  judge  of 
such  matters  that  the  Mounted  Police 
might  be  more  efficient  if  it  were  under  the 
control  of  the  Militia  Department,  and 
I  can  understand  that  readily,  because 
in  the  Militia  Department  we  have  regular 
officers  who  belong  to  the  military  profes- 
sion, whereas  in  the  Department  of  the 
Interior,  under  whose  control  the  Mounted 
Police  are  placed,  we  have  only  civilians : 
so  that  the  highest  authority  being  vested 
in  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  and  his 
orders  not  going  through  superior  officers, 
as  in  the  case  of  the  Militia  Department, 
the  proper  control  and  action  of  a  regular 
officer  is  not  felt,  which  I  think  is  a 
disadvantage. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  would 
like  the  Minister  to  state  expressly  whether 
the  Mounted  Police  were  immediately 
under  command  of  the  Major-General,  when 
he  made  his  appearance  on  the  field  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Yes, 
they  were.  The  Mounted  Police,  at  a 
certain  stage  in  the  operations  in  the 
North- West — I  think  after  the  engagement 
at  Fish  Creek,  and  before  that  at  Batoche — 
were  put  under  the  control  of  the  com- 
mander of  the  forces  there.  We 
passed  a  Bill  for  that  purpose 
and  gave  the  officers  of  the  Mounted 
Police  the  same  comparative  rank  in  the 
army.  The  whole  force  was  put  under 
the  control  of  the  Major-General,  and  he 
had  command  of  them  as  completely  as 
he  had  command  of  any  other  portion  of 
the  troops  \  so  that  in  that  respect  they 
were  soldiers.  The  Mounted  Police  had 
done  good  service  in  the  North- West,  and 
I  was  anxious  that  it  should  not  go  to  the 
country  that  the  hon.  member  for  DeSila- 
berry  thought  differently.  I  have  again 
and  again  heard — and  I  am  sure  members 
of  this  House  have  seen  frequently — 
encomiums  on  the  Mounted  Police  for 
their  efficiency,  not  with  reference  to  the 
recent  disturbances,  but  with  reference  to 
the  protection  of  settlers  during  the  last 
three  or  four  years — with  reference  to 
Indian  troubles  which  were  dreaded  by 


the  settlers — and  I  have  seen  it  asserted 
more  than  once  in  letters  from  the  North* 
West  that  people  could  not  live  in  that 
country,  were  it  not  for  the  Mounted 
Police.  Then  they  have  been  of  immense 
value  in  preventing  the  sale  of  liquor. 
They  have  done  a  great  deal  of  duty  in 
that  way  and  in  enforcing  law  and  order  on 
the  line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 
They  have  been  of  great  value  as  police- 
men proper  in  arresting  prisoners,  and 
looking  after  marauders  from  the  United 
States,  and  after  offenders,  such  as  cattle 
stealers,  bringing  them  down  to  trial  and 
taking  them  afterwards  great  distances  to 
jails  to  which  they  were  confined  for 
punishment  In  every  way  that  policemen 
could  be  useful,  and  in  many  ways  that  no 
men  but  Mounted  Police  could  have  been 
of  use,  they  have  been  of  service.  So  I 
think  the  country  is  very  much  indebted 
to  that  branch  of  the  service  for  the  security 
which  has  so  long  obtained  in  the  North- 
west. That  they  have  in  any  degree 
provoked  the  rebellion  my  hon.  friend  did 
not  assert,  and  I  cannot  believe  anything 
of  the  kind  took  place.  I  suppose  at  that 
time  any  troops  appearing  on  the  scene 
would  have  precipitated  the  outbreak  that 
took  place.  With  regard  to  the  control  of 
the  force  it  has  all  along  been  held  by  the 
Premier ;  he  had  control  of  the  Mounted 
Police  at  the  time  he  was  Minister  of 
Justice,  and  also  at  the  time  he  was  head 
of  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  and  he  has 
control  of  it  now.  It  is  not  under  the 
control  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior, 
but  of  the  Premier.  He  having  been 
originally  placed  in  that  position  has 
carried  it  along  ever  since,  and  the  admin- 
istration, I  believe,  is  very  thorough.  As 
to  their  being  soldiers,  there  is  no  distinct- 
ion between  their  drill  and  the  drill  of  the 
soldiery — ^that  is,  the  soldier  learns  all  that 
the  mounted  policeman  learns,  and  the 
mounted  policeman  learns  all  that  the 
soldier  does.  They  have  additional  duty 
as  police  inspectors  and  magistrates,  some 
of  them,  and  those  are  duties  in  excess  of 
those  of  the  soldiery,  but  the  ordinary  drill 
of  a  mounted  policeman  is  very  much  the 
ordinary  drill  of  a  cavalry  man. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— Justatthebreak- 
ing  out  of  the  rebellion  the  Government 
felt  the  necessity  of  makinga  change  in  their 
character  and  making  them  regular  soldiers* 
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Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELU-Yes, 
in  order  that  the  Major-General  might 
have  complete  command.  Without  that 
change  the  Mounted  Police  would  have 
been  under  the  control  of  their  com- 
mander, Major  Irving,  and  it  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  that  the  Major-General 
should  have  control  of  all  armed  men  in 
that  country.  That  change  only  showed 
itself  to  be  necessary  after  the  disturbance 
had  occurred,  when  it  was  very  desirable 
to  place  all  executive  power  of  the  militia, 
of  every  kind  and  description,  completely 
in  the  hands  of  the  Major-general,  and 
therefore  that  arrangement  was  made. 
Whether  the  Mounted  Police  and  the 
troops  should  be  amalgamated  or  not  is  a 
question  of  the  future.  It  does  not  seem 
to  me  that  there  is  any  great  difficulty  of 
amalgamating  the  Mounted  Police  with 
the  cavalry  corps  to  be  raised  in  the  North 
West,  and  I  am  disposed  to  think,  as  some 
hon.  gentlemen  do,  that  the  true  soldier 
for  that  duty  is  the  mounted  infantry  man 
— ^that  is,  a  soldier  armed  with  rifle  and 
revolver  and  drilled  as  a  foot  and  cavalry 
man;  but  the  House  will  perceive  the 
thing  is  gradually  coming  about — that  is, 
there  is  a  cavalry  school  to  be  created  at 
Winnipeg,  and  the  Mounted  Police,  hav- 
ing a  military  position  and  military  rank, 
are  more  a  military  force  now  than  they 
have  been  in  the  past,  and  will  hereafter 
rank  more  with  the  militia  than  has 
hitherto  been  the  case :  so  I  think  the 
time  is  coming  when  the  country  will  be 
represented  up  there,  so  far  as  military 
protection  is  concerned,  by  one  force.  I 
understand  the  Minister  of  Militia  to  favor 
having  the  Mounted  Police  and  the  Mili- 
tia under  his  control,  and  that,  it  seems  to 
me,  is  desirable,  and  that  we  should  have 
one  complete  system  of  defence  for  the 
country.  I  believe  we  are  gradually  com- 
ing to  that  in  the  way  I  have  pointed  out. 
As  to  our  doing  anything  to  prevent  the 
formation  of  military  associations,  or  com- 
panies, or  regiments  in  the  North-West, 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Halifax  is  mis- 
taken I  think. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— No,  not  at  all. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— We 
have  had  two  there  which  have  been  doing 
duty  during  the  recent  disturbance — the 
90th  and  the  91st. 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER— When  I  spoke  of 
the  North-West  Territories  I  did  not  mean 
Manitoba. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^There 
is  no  population  in  the  North- West  Terri- 
tories proper.  You  could  not  depend  on 
forces  raised  there — the  population  there 
is  chiefly  Indians  and  half-breeds,  and  it 
would  be  impossible  to  get  a  regiment  to- 
gether.    You  could  not  get  men  enough. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— There  were  two 
companies  at  Prince  Albert  and  one  at 
Battleford,  and  they  were  disbanded. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Yes 
I  believe  they  were.  So  fer  as  we  were 
able  safely  to  encourage  military  combina- 
nations  there  we  did  so. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

THE  PRINTING  OF  PARLIAMENT. 

THE  report  of  THE  COMMITTEE  ADOPTED. 

HoK.  Mr.  read  moved  the  adoption 
of  the  9th  report  of  the  Joint  Committee 
of  the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Commons 
on  the  Printing  of  Parliament  He  said  : 
This  report  recommends  that  certain  re- 
turns be  printed  and  certain  others  be  not 
printed,  and  it  also  recommends  that  Mr. 
Romaine,  whose  title  appears  to  be  Proof 
Reader,  be  entitled  Superintendent  of  the 
Printing  of  the  Sessional  Papers  of  Parlia- 
ment That  has  been  his  office  and  it  is 
merely  giving  him  the  proper  title. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  rise  for  the  pur- 
pose of  asking  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  whether  some  other  officer  was 
not  supposed  to  hold  the  position  in  which 
they  proposed  to  put  Mr.  Romaine.  I 
got  the  impression  that  he  was  taking  the 
place  of  somebody  else  ? 

Hon.  Mr  READ — No,  it  was  merely 
that  he  was  called  a  proof  reader,  when, 
in  reality,  his  duty  was  superintending  the 
printing  of  the  sessional  papers,  and  he 
does  not  supersede  anyone  else, 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— It  is  simply 
a  change  of  name  ? 
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Hon.  Mr.  READ — It  is  simply  to  give 
him  a  standing,  and  his  duties  remain  as 
before. 

THE  SENATE  DEBATES. 

I 

SECOND   REPORT  OF  THE  COMMITTEE 
ADOPTED. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE 
moved  the  adoption  of  the  second  report 
of  the  Committee  on  Reporting  and  Pub- 
lishing the  Debates  of  the  Senate.  He 
said  :  There  are  three  recommendations 
in  the  report  The  first  is  that  the  De- 
bates be  bound  in  two  volumes  this  year, 
instead  of  one.  It  is  expected  that  the 
report  will  extend  to  fourteen  or  fifteen 
hundred  pages,  and  it  would  be  too  cum- 
brous if  bound  in  one  volume.  The  second 
is  that  an  additional  appropriation  be  asked 
for  in  order  to  meet  the  expense  of  printing, 
the  appropriation  voted  last  session  being 
expended.  The  third  is  to  grant  the  re- 
porters, in  addition  to  their  contract  price, 
a  sum  of  $i,ooo,  in  consequence  of  the 
unusual  length  of  the  session.  They 
receive,  in  addition  to  the  bulk  sum  of 
their  contract,  for  every  page  above  a 
certain  number,  the  sum  of  $3.50.  This 
has  not  given  them  any  profit  during  the 
past  twelve  weeks,  owing  to  the  character 
of  the  session.  The  amount  which  is 
here  recommended  is  to  recompense  them 
for  the  length  of  the  session.  It  will  place 
them  on  the  same  footing  as  they  will  be 
under  the  new  contract. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Does 
-the  hon.  gentleman  say  that  out  of  the 
$3-50  which  they  receive,  they  have  no 
profit? 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— 
They  have  no  profit  after  paying  for  the 
printing,  and  expenses  of  their  office. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

INLAND  REVENUE  ACT  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

IN    COMMIITEE. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (146),  "An 


Act  to  amend  the  Consolidated  Inland 
Revenue  Act  1883." 

In  the  Committee, 

On  the  9th  clause, 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL-  This  clause  is 
less  objectionable  because  of  the  amend- 
ments which  have  been  added  to  it,  but 
still  I  think  it  does  not  give  satisfaction. 
The  Minister  of  Justice  has  no  doubt 
seen  a  petition  which  was  signed  by  the 
whole  trade  of  Montreal.  I  think  there 
was  no  exception.  The  Bill  was  con- 
sidered to  favor  to  a  great  extent  those 
who  have  large  capital,  and  it  is  alleged 
that  even  with  the  amendment  which  has 
been  made  it  does  not  put  the  new  distil- 
leries in  a  very  favorable  position.  I  was 
told  that  this  provision  was  imported 
from  Sweden :  that  a  limitation  was 
put  on  the  sale,  and  the  Gov- 
ernment advanced  to  the  manufacturers  a 
certain  percentage  of  the  value  of  their 
goods  in  order  not  to  interfere  with  their 
capital.  Now,  there  is  another  considera- 
tion :  this  provision  is  made  for  the 
reason  that  some  deleterious  articles  which 
are  in  the  spirit  disappear  in  the  course 
of  one  or  two  years.  By  a  chemical  pro- 
cess this  end  can  be  attained,  and  then 
this  amendment  would  have  no  reason  to 
exist  at  all.  I  promised  some  of  the  par- 
ties interested  to  state  the  facts. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— My 
hon.  firiend,  I  think,  either  wrote  or  spoke 
to  me  about  it  before. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— Yes,  I  com- 
municated to  the  hon.  gentleman  a  petition 
signed  by  the  whole  trade  in  Montreal. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  In 
consequence  of  objections  to  the  clause 
as  it  originally  stood  the  amendments 
were  made  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  I  understood  the  trade  of  Montreal 
were  satisfied.  As  to  the  same  effect 
being  produced  on  the  liquor  by  some 
chemical  process  as  is  produced  by  keep- 
ing it  two  years,  I  am  disposed  to  think 
that  that  is  not  correct.  I  know  there  is 
some  process  by  which  they  can  take  away 
the  greater  part  of  the  fusil  oil,  but  the 
effect  of  age  is  not  given  and  the  liquor  is 
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much  more  deleterious  by  that  process 
thaa  it  is  after  having  been  kept  for  two 
years,  so  I  think  it  is  a  great  advantage, 
even  from  that  point  of  view,  to  have  the 
liquor  of  the  age  that  is  spoken  of,  or  a 
still  greater  age,  and  that  the  same  result, 
as  regards  health,  is  not  attained  by  elimi- 
nating the  fusil  oil  by  means  of  chemicals. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL,  from  the  Commit- 
tee, reported  the  Bill  without  amendment. 

At  six  o'clock  the  Speaker  left  the  chair. 
AFTER  RECESS. 
CULLING  TIMBER  BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
thesecondreadingofBill(i54),  "An  Act  fur- 
ther toamendthe  Actsrelatingto  the  culling 
and  measuring  of  timber  in  the  Provinces 
of  Ontario  and  Quebec"  He  said— The 
object  of  this  bill  is  to  empower  the  Gov- 
ernor in  Council  to  make  regulations  in 
each  department  of  the  supervisor's  office 
Provision  is  made  for  granting  annuities 
not  exceeding  $200.  per  annum  to  such 
persons  as  are  incapacitated  by  reason  of 
age,  infirmity  or  otherwise  from  pursuing 
their  business  of  culling,  or  whose  services 
are  no  longer  required  In  the  ordinary 
affairs  of  life  the  man  who  gets  too  old  for 
his  business  has  not  the  advantage  of  $200 
a  year,  but  these  men  form  part  of  a  cor- 
poration, and  there  is  no  other  way  of 
dealing  with  them.  There  are  more 
cullers  than  are  necessary  to  measure  the 
timber  at  Quebec,  and  the  only  way  to  re- 
duce their  number  is  to  weed  them  out 
gradually.  The  old  men  fall  first  and  it 
seems  hard  to  discharge  them  without 
making  this  allowance.  They  are  to  be 
reduced  in  this  way  :  the  whole  number 
shall  not  exceed  30,  apportioned  as 
follows,  cullers  of  square  timber  15,  cul- 
lers of  deals  12,  cullers  of  staves,  masts, 
spars,  etc.,  3.  For  the  payment  of  the 
annuity  to  be  granted,  in  the  first  place 
the  fund  of  the  corporation  is  to  be  charged, 
but  if  that  fails,  then  it  is  to  be  charged  to 
the  consolidated  revenue. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


Hon.  Mr.  WARK— I  do  not  know 
how  it  is  that  this  business  has  got  into  the 
hands  of  the  Dominion  Government  at  ail 
We  ship  a  good  deal  of  lumber  from  the 
ports  of  New  Brunswick,  and  the  surveyors 
of  that  lumber  are  appointed  by  the  local 
authorities.  The  corporation  of  Sl  John 
appoints  the  necessary  staff  there,  and  the 
local  authorities  at  the  several  Gulf  ports 
appoint  their  own  cullers.  I  should  think 
this  is  a  matter  belonging  to  Quebec,  and 
the  appointments  up  here  ought  to  belong 
to  the  authorities  of  the  city  of  Ottawa.  I 
cannot  see  how  the  Dominion  Government 
came  to  take  this  in  hand  more  than  the 
culling  of  timber  in  the  lower  province& 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— It 
has  been  proposed  to  take  over  the  culling 
of  timber  in  the  lower  provinces  also.  It 
is  done  under  the  power  which  enables 
this  Parliament  to  deal  with  trade  and 
commerce,  and  the  greatest  commerce  of 
the  country  is  in  wood.  There  is  this 
difficulty  in  dealing  with  the  subject : 
when  we  were  trying  to  consolidate  the 
Statutes,  we  found  that  there  was  law  in 
the  Province  of  Ontario  and  Quebec  in 
one  direction,  and  in  New  Brunswick 
in  another,  and  it  became  im- 
possible to  consolidate  the  law  with- 
out repealing  one  or  the  other,  and 
therefore  the  matter  was  put  over  for 
further  specific  legislation  for  the  I>omin- 
ion  Parliament,  but  I  think  undoubtedly 
the  subject,  lies  within  the  province  of  the 
Dominion  Parliament  It  may  be  that  no 
provision  was  made  in  New  Bruns- 
wick by  the  legislature  of  the  province, 
before  Confederation,  similar  to  the  pro* 
vision  which  existed  in  Canada  when  it 
was  a  province  by  itself,  and  this  is  only 
carrying  out  the  provision  of  Canada  in 
that  respect  I  think  we  might  pursue 
the  same  course  with  New  Brunswick 
when  the  time  came  to  do  sa 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— I  do  not  think  it 
is  considered  desirable  to  do  so. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI>— It  is 
desirable  that  there  should  be  a  uniform 
system  of  culling.  Good  timber  exported 
from  New  Brunswick  is  not  equal  in  quali- 
ty to  good  timber  exported  from  Quebec 
Many  years  ago  this  matter  was  taken  over 
by  the  Province  of  Canada  as  properly 
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flailing  within  its  powers,  and  by  the  Con- 
federation Act  it  certainly  falls  within  the 
province  of  this  Parliament  to  deal  with 
it 

Hon.  Mr.  PELLETIER— Is  it  weU 
understood  that  the  reduction  of  the  num- 
ber will  be  by  mortality  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Gia- 
dually,  in  that  way  I  believe.  I  think 
that  is  a  provision  which  is  made  in  sub- 
section F ;  they  are  to  be  granted  annui- 
ties when  they  are  incapacitated  by  reason 
of  age,  infirmity  or  otherwise,  for  their 
duties. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

CHINESE  IMMIGRATION  RE- 
STRICTION BILL 

SECOND   READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (156)  "  An  Act 
to  restrict  and  regulate  Chinese  Immigra- 
tion into  Canada."  He  said  :  The  re- 
striction which  this  Bill  contemplates  is 
the  imposing  of  a  duty  upon  Chinese  com- 
ing to  this  country ;  it  is  proposed  that  no 
Chinese  shall  land  in  any  part  of  Canada 
who  has  not  paid  the  sum  of  $50. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — Is  it  any  part  of 
Canada? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Yes, 
any  part  of  Canada,  and  the  number  who 
may  enter  is  limited  to  one  for  every  50 
tons  of  the  vessel  in  which  they  come.  It 
is  copied  from  legislation  in  Australia, 
where  the  evil  resulting  from  Chinese  im- 
migration has  produced  the  same  feeling 
that  prevails  now  in  British  Columbia, 
and  where  the  same  step  that  is  proposed 
to  be  taken  by  this  Bill  has  been  taken 
and  approved  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment It  is  thought  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  that  it  is  within  the  power  of 
the  Legislature  of  Australia  to  take  such  a 
step — not  to  say  that  no  Chinese  shall 
enter  the  country,  but  to  say  that  these 
Chinese  who  do  shall  come  in  subject  to 
a  certain  duty,  which  there,  as  here,  is  put 
at  $50.  Now  this  is  a  very  strong  measure 


in  the  way  of  prevention,  but  the  evil 
which  is  thought  to  result  from  the  immi- 
gration of  these  people  into  the  Dominion 
is  very  considerable,  and  it  is  the  general 
desire,  I  think,  in  that  part  of  the  Do- 
minion at  all  events,  that  it  should  be 
checked,  and  that  the  check  which  we 
contemplate  should  be  the  one  to  be 
imposed. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  to-morrow. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — I  would  not  have 
spoken  on  this  measure  if  its  operation  had 
been  confined  to  British  Columbia.  I 
think  each  province  should  be  allowed  to 
regulate  its  own  private  concerns  as  it 
thinks  fit :  but  that  British  Columbia,  ■ 
containing  20,000  of  a  white  population, 
and  having  but  a  small  representation  in 
Parliament,  should  compel  Ontario,  Que- 
bec and  the  Maritime  Provinces  to  pass  a 
Bill  which  is  contrary  to  the  genius  of  the 
nineteenth  century — which  in  the  course  of 
20  years  would  be  cast  up  to  everyone  as 
violating  the  laws  of  nature  and  of  God — I 
think  is  claiming  too  much.  What  does  this 
Bill  do  ?  You  prevent  the  further  immigra- 
tion of  Chinese  into  the  Dominion.  What 
is  the  objection  to  the  Chinese  ?  I  have 
heard  the  objection  stated  that  they  take 
no  part  in  our  politics  :  but  we  have  just 
passed  a  Bill  to  prevent  them  voting.  I 
have  heard  also  that  they  eat  rats.  When 
I  was  a  boy  and  read  Gilra/s  caricatures 
I  used  to  think  that  the  French  ate  nothing 
but  fi'ogs,  but  when  I  came  to  know  them 
I  found  that  they,  like  myself,  ate  every- 
thing that  was  good,  and  perhaps  the 
same  may  be  the  case  with  the  Chinese. 
To  eat  rats,  I  think,is  no  reason  why  these 
people  should  be  kept  out  of  the  country. 
There  are,  I  think,  now  18,000  Chinamen 
in  British  Columbia,  and  you  say  to  these 
people  that  no  Chinese  women  shall  be 
admitted  into  the  country.  You  put  a 
duty  of  $50  on  every  Chinese  woman  who 
comes  into  British  Columbia  and  you  keep 
those  18,000  men  without  their  wives. 
What  are  you  doing?  Are  you  not 
encouraging  vice?  You  say  they  are 
guilty  of  vices  which  cannot  be  named, 
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and  yet  you  put  a  tax  on  Chinese 
women :  is  that  a  Bill  which  should 
be  passed  in  the  nineteenth  century? 
I  say  no.  Certainly  it  is  our  duty  to  go 
unto  all  nations  and  convert  them  to  the 
Christian  religion.  How  much  easier  is 
it  to  convert  them  when  we  can  get  them 
here,  where  they  will  learn  our  language 
and  learn  to  read  the  Bible  in  En^ish? 
You  keep  them  out  of  this  country :  will 
they  not  pass  retaliatory  measures? 
Have  they  not  done  so  already  against 
the  United  States?  Hereafter  we  can- 
not blame  them  if  they  prevent  our 
missionaries  going  in  and  spreading  the 
Gospel  among  them,  I  think  if  the 
British  Columbians — and  I  am  conceding 
to  them  a  great  deal  more  than  I  ought  to 
do — were  to  restrict  immigration  into  their 
own  country  it  is  going  far  enough,  be- 
cause I  feel  in  the  course  of  a  very  few 
years  the  public  opinion  of  the  civilized 
world  will  repeal  this  Act;  but  I  think 
they  have  no  right  to  say  that  the  immi- 
gration of  the  Chinese  into  Nova  Scotia 
will  not  take  place.  I  wish  we  had  a 
number  of  them  there.  If  this  Bill  were 
restricted  to  British  Columbia,  and  con- 
tained a  statement  that  it  is  passed  at  the 
request  of  the  inhabitants  of  British  Col- 
umbia I  should  withdraw  my  objection. 
If  is  is  not  amended  in  that  way  I  shall 
vote  against  it  and  be  proud  to  have  my 
name  recorded,  because  I  feel  that  after  I 
am  gone  the  civilized  world  will  pro- 
nounce that  I  am  right,  and  that  the 
persons  who  voted  for  the  measure  did 
wrong. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— The  hoa 
gentleman  does  an  injustice  to  British 
Columbia.  They  have  not  asked  that 
this  measure  apply  to  the  whole  Dominioa 
They  simply  asked  to  have  the  restriction 
apply  to  their  own  province. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— That  takes  the 
sin  of  it  from  their  shoulders. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  —  They 
asked  for  a  Bill  applying  to  the  Province 
of  British  Columbia,  but  the  House  of 
Commons  have  passed  one  for  the  whole 
Dominion.  British  Columbia  asked  for 
this  legislation  because  it  is  a  matter  with- 
in the  scope  of  the  Dominion  Parliament 
As  to  what  the  hon.  gentleman  said  on 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON. 


on  the  other  hand  I  am  in  harmony  with 
him,  but  on  this  Bill  I  have  to  yield  my 
own  opinion  to  the  popular  feeling  in 
British  Columbia. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— It  seems  to 
me  the  Chinese  have  been  a  necessity  in 
British  Columbia  for  a  long  time.  In  the 
undeveloped  condition  of  their  resources 
they  have  found  employment  not  only  for 
their  own  people  but  for  all  others  coming 
in.  Without  the  Chinese  I  do  not  know 
what  British  Columbia  would  have  done 
up  to  the  present  time  Now,  they  seem 
very  desirous  to  prevent  them  com- 
ing into  the  country.  They  are  no 
doubt  an  evil :  they  are  not  fit  to  enter 
into  our  social  or  political  life,  and  do  not 
seem  desirous  to  do  so,  yet  it  is  doubtful 
if  this  law  is  not  too  restrictive  in  its  char- 
acter. It  is  a  question  whether  admitting 
only  one  person  for  every  50  tons  is  not 
too  great  a  restriction. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN — I  entirely  sym- 
pathize with  the  remarks  made  by  the 
junior  member  for  Halifax  upon  the  gen- 
eral question,  but  I  presume  if  there  was 
to  be  any  legislation  at  all  it  had  to  be  for 
the  whole  Dominion,  and  therefore  there 
is  no  help  for  it ;  if  British  Columbia  calls 
for  legislation  of  this  kind,  it  must  be 
legislation  for  the  whole  Dominion.  The 
experience  of  all  of  us  who  come  from  the 
western  part  of  this  province,  is  that  those 
Chinese  who  live  among  us  are  a  quiet, 
inoffensive,  law-abiding  population;  they 
are  industrious  and  thrifty,  and  make  good 
citizens.  So  far  as  we  are  concerned  we 
should  be  glad  to  have  more  instead  of 
less  of  them,  but  in  British  Columbia  the 
Chinese  population  have  been  made  the 
subject  of  a  very  great  grievance,  and 
although  I  have  taken  pains  to  read  the 
elaborate  report  on  the  subject,  I  confess, 
when  I  sat  down,  my  mind  was  not  clear 
as  to  whether  they  were  an  evil  or  a 
benefit. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Does 
the  hon.  gentleman  say  he  read  it  through  ? 

Hon.  Mr,  ALLAN— Well  I  read  a 
good  deal  of  it,  and  my  mind  b  not  dear 
whether  the  Chinese  are  a  blessing  or  a 
curse  to  British  Columbia,  but  so  for  as 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Chinese  hfimigration  [JULY  18, 1885]  Bestriction  BUZ. 


1297 


we  are  concerned,  any  legislation  must  be 
for  the  whole  Dominion. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — I  concur  in  the 
sentiments  expressed  by  the  junior  mem- 
ber from  Halifax.  I  think  it  is  entirely 
inconsistent  with  the  very  -fundamental 
principles  of  the  British  constitution  that 
legislation  of  this  kind  should  fmd  a  place 
on  the  statute  book.  I  was  surprised 
when  I  first  learned  that  the  Imperial 
Government  had  sanctioned  the  introduc- 
tion of  such  legislation  in  Australia.  I 
cannot  understand  on  what  principle  it 
has  been  approved  of  It  appears  to  me 
a  kind  of  confession  on  the  part  of 
the  Anglo-Saxon  race,  that  they  are  afraid 
of  the  competition  of  the  Mongolian  race. 
I  do  not  share  this  fear.  My  belief  is  if 
they  came  among  us,  we,  with  our  supe- 
rior civilization  and  our  earnest  desire  to 
teach  them  the  truth  of  the  gospel,  would 
have  a  powerful  influence  on  those  men. 
We  know  they  are  capable  of  being  in- 
structed in  our  civilization.  We  know  by 
the  actual  result  of  religious  missions  es- 
tablished in  China,  that  in  many  places  they 
have  been  very  successful.  The  only  one 
that  I  havfe  any  special  acquaintance  with 
is  the  mission  under  the  charge  of  the  Ca- 
nadian Presbyterian  Church,  and  I  know 
that  that  mission  has  been  and  is  in  the 
highest  degree  successful,  that  with  very 
little  assistance,  indeed,  from  the  white 
people  the  missionary  there  has,  with  the 
voluntary  aid  of  his  own  converts,  been 
able  to  build  a  large  number  of  chapels 
and  a  college,  and  the  work  has  been  so 
successful  that  thousands  have  been 
brought  from  their  pagan  superstitions  to 
embrace  the  gospel  of  the  Lord  Jesus 
Christ.  Now,  why  men  who  in  the  lan- 
guage of  my  hon.  friend  from  Toronto  are, 
as  fkr  as  our  own  personal  experience 
goes,  quiet,  law-abiding  and  peaceable  ci- 
tizens, should  be  placed  under  an  embargo 
is  what  I  cannot  conceive.  I  do  not  at  all 
agree  to  the  principle,  that  because  one 
particular  province  has  taken  a  prejudice 
against  these  people  or  supposes  itself  to 
be  injured  by  them,  that  all  the  other  pro- 
vinces should  be  required  to  sanction  a 
law  so  utterly  inconsistent  with  the  well 
understood  rights  which  every  human 
being  has  when  he  steps  on  British  soil. 
I  cannot  understand  why  such  a  distinc- 
tion should  be  made,  and  why  it  should 
G3 


be  levelled  against  an  inoffensive  and  in- 
dustrious people.  I  think  it  is  a  great 
pity  that  it  has  been  thought  desirable  to 
place  such  a  law  on  the  Statute  book.  I 
am  entirely  opposed  to  such  legislation, 
fruitless,  as  I  presume,  such  opposition 
will  be  in  the  present  case. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  am  sorry  to  say 
that  on  the  present  occasion  I  cannot 
agree  with  my  learned  colleague.  As 
British  Columbia  is  the  only  province  into 
which  the  Chinese  have,  so  far,  emigrated 
in  any  number,  we  are  not  in  a  position 
over  here  to  judge  as  well  as  the  people 
there,  as  to  whether  or  not  the  Chinese 
are  a  desirable  class  of  immigrants.  Now, 
there  seems  to  be  almost  an  entire 
unanimity  of  sentiment  amongst  the 
people  of  British  Columbia  as  to  the 
undesirability  of  largely  increasing  the 
number  of  Chinese  in  that  province. 
They  have  done  good  service  in  laying 
the  foundation  of  what  I  hope  will  be  the 
future  greatness  of  a  province,  where  the 
feeling  of  the  people  at  large  seems  to  be 
that  it  is  not  desirable  the  Chinese  should 
come  there  in  any  greater  numbers.  The 
hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down 
said  that  he  did  not  see  any  reason  why 
the  Chinese  should  be  excluded  One  of 
the  reasons — I  do  not  know  whether  it  is 
a  very  cogent  one — is  that  the  Chinese 
when  they  come  to  British  Columbia  do 
not  come,  as  white  immigrants  do,  to 
make  permanent  homes  there,  and  to 
become  assimilated  with  the  remainder  of 
the  population.  As  a  rule,  they  come 
there  for  the  purpose  of  making  money, 
and  after  they  have  made  a  competence, 
returning  to  their  own  country.  I  do  not 
think  that  that  is  a  very  serious  drawback 
to  Chinese  immigration ;  and  as  long  as 
we  do  not  turn  the  Chinese  who  are  in 
British  Columbia  out  of  the  province,  and 
do  not  impose  any  special  penalties  on 
them  while  they  are  there,  but  treat  them 
as  other  inhabitants  of  the  province,  I  do 
not  see  ^hat  they  have  very  much  reason 
to  complain,  if  we  restrict  Chinese  immi- 
gration. The  hon.  gentleman  who  has 
just  sat  down  has  spoken  of  the  proba- 
bility that  large  numbers  of  Chinese  might 
be  converted  to  Christianity  in  British 
Columbia.  It  is  true,  as  that  hoa  gentle- 
man has  said,  that  there  are  a  great  many 
Christians  in  China.     The  Chinese  mem 
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bers  of  the  church  to  which  I  belong  num- 
ber somewhere  between  one  and  a  half  and 
two  milhons;  but  I  am  afraid  that  the 
example  which  is  shown  the  Chinese  by  the 
whites  in  British  Columbia  is  not  calcu- 
lated to  lead  them  into  the  true  path,  and 
I  do  not  think  it  is  in  the  moral  interest 
of  the  Chinese  that  they  should  come  into 
that  Province  in  large  numbers.  I  think 
the  interests  of  the  Province  and  the 
interests  of  the  Chinese  are  one  in  that 
respect. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C)— I 
beg  to  inform  the  hon.  gentleman  that  the 
people  of  British  Columbia  are  just  as 
moral  in  their  living  and  as  high-toned  as 
the  people  of  Halifax,  man  for  man.  The 
great  danger  from  the  Chinese  is  this,  that 
the  country  is  so  populous  that  there  is 
every  probability,  unless  immigration  is 
checked,  of  overrunning  our  whole  colony, 
and  instead  of  having  British  Columbia 
an  Anglo-Saxon  colony  we  will  have  it 
Mongolian.  I  do  not  think  they  are  any 
worse  in  running  down  the  rates  of  labor, 
or  anything  of  that  kind  than  Europeans. 
They  are  as  moral  and  industrious  and 
law-abiding  as  other  people,  but  there 
is  a  danger  of  their  overrunning  the 
country. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— If  I  vote  for  this 
Bill,  I  will  certainly  do  so  against  my  con- 
science; but  inasmuch  as  it  is  a  Govern- 
ment measure  I  would  like  to  support  it. 
If  I  did  so,  however,  I  would  be  acting 
inconsistently  with  my  feelings.  We,  who 
pride  ourselves  on  the  freedom  of  our 
institutions,  and  the  abolition  of  slavery  in 
the  United  States,  and  who  fancy  we  are 
going  over  the  world  with  our  lamp  in  our 
hand  shedding  light  and  lustre  wherever 
we  go — that  we  should  become  slave- 
drivers,  and  prohibit  strangers  from  com- 
ing to  our  hospitable  shore  because  they 
are  of  a  different  colour  and  have  a  differ- 
ent language  and  habits  from  ourselves,  in 
deference  to  the  feelings  of  a  few  people 
from  British  Columbia,  is  a  thing  I  can- 
not understand.  I  do  not  see  why  we 
should  suffer  in  the  other  provinces  be- 
cause of  that  prejudice  in  British  Colum- 
bia. If  this  Bill  were  confined  to  British 
Columbia  alone,  I  should  be  happy  that 
the  people  of  that  Province  should  have 
their  own  way  in  the  matter;  but  why 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER. 


they  should  enforce  such  a  law  on  the 
Dominion  is  something  I  cannot  under- 
stand. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  would 
ask  the  Minister  of  Justice  does  this  Bill 
restrict  the  immigration  of  Chinese  who 
come  from  Hong  Kong  ?  I  believe  they 
are  British  subjects  there,  and  I  would 
like  to  know  if  this  measure  would  deprive 
them  of  the  right  of  coming  over  to  this 
country  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— It 
applies  to  all  Chinamen. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Then  I  say 
that  to  deprive,  in  this  country,  a  British 
subject  from  coming  to  our  shores  is  a 
restriction  we  are  not  in  a  position  to 
demand  or  enforce. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— Before  this  ques- 
tion arose  in  Canada,  it  was  discussed  for 
several  years  in  the  United  States,  and 
there  was  a  great  difference  of  opinion 
there  between  the  people  of  California 
and  the  people  on  this  side  of  the  moun- 
tains. The  different  Christian-  churches 
had  been  sending  out,  at  great  expense, 
missionaries  to  labor  amongst  the  heathen 
population  of  China,  and  many  of  them 
looked  upon  it  as  a  wise  dispensation  of 
Providence,  the  bringing  of  a  number  of 
those  people  under  the  influence  of  Chris- 
tianity in  a  Christian  country.  They  were 
desirous  of  sending,  and  some  of  them 
did  send,  missionaries  amongst  them 
when  they  reached  the  American  shore, 
but  there  was  a  class  of  laborers  on  the 
Pacific  coast,  who  immediately  made  a 
great  stir  because  the  Chinese  lowered 
the  wages  \  and  it  was  with  them  chiefly, 
and  with  the  class  of  people  who  supported 
them,  that  the  difficulty  arose  at  frrst 
But  the  Christian  people  who  wished  ta 
do  good  to  the  Chinese  were  not  at  all 
opposed  to  their  landing  on  the  American 
continent,  because  they  believed  that  if 
they  could  bring  them  under  Christian 
influences  here,  a  great  many  of  them 
would  return  to  their  own  country  as 
Christians,  and  would  spread  the  doctrines 
of  Christianity  amongst  their  own  people 
much  more  rapidly  than  by  sending  mis- 
sionaries across  the  ocean.  I  do  not  know 
what  the  people  of  British  Columbia  have 
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done  towards  improving  the  character  of 
those  people,  and  leading  them  to  give  up 
their  heathen  practices,  and  inducing  them 
to  embrace  the  Christian  religion,  but 
they  should  do  something  of  that  kind  and 
show  the  Chinese  that  they  really  desire 
to  benefit  them,  and  if  they  did  return  to 
their  own  country  to  send  them  back 
under  Christian  influences,  and  in  a 
position  to  benefit  their  fellow  countrymen. 
I  do  not  think  that  this  is  judicious  legis- 
lation. I  know  that  at  the  time  we  levied 
an  immigrant  tax  of  $2  a  head  many  years 
ago  it  was  done  for  a  different  object ;  it 
was  to  provide  a  fund  out  of  which  to 
support  such  of  those  who  landed  on  our 
shores  as  were  sick  and  unable  to  support 
themselves.  It  was  not  done  with  a  view  to 
keeping  them  out  of  the  country ;  we  were 
desirous  of  seeing  them  come.  Now  that 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  is  being 
opened,  my  impression  is  that  if  the  Chinese 
were  let  alone  they  would  come  across  the 
mountains  and  settle  upon  the  lands  of 
the  west,  and  coming  within  Christian 
influences,  would  probably  mix  up  with 
our  own  people  and  become  valuable 
settlers.  From  what  I  understand  of  their 
habits  they  are  a  very  industrious  people. 
At  any  rate  if  a  Chinaman,  with  his  wife, 
comes  to  settle  in  the  country  he  ought 
not  to  be  prohibited,  whatever  you  may 
do  with  that  class  that  come  merely  as 
workmen  to  make  money  and  carry  away 
their  wages. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— 
The  greatest  objection  that  I  have  heard 
to  the  Chinese  is  that  those  who  come  to 
British  Columbia  are  bound  by  secret 
societies,  and  are  engaged  to  certain  com- 
panies and  are  not  at  liberty ;  they  are,  in 
fact,  practically  slaves  to  those  companies. 
On  the  other  side  of  the  question  there  is 
no  doubt  that  the  Government,  in  this 
country,  as  in  other  countries,  have  passed 
laws  to  prevent  paupers  and  convicts  from 
coming  to  our  shores.  To  that  extent  I 
think  it  is  perfectly  right  to  prevent  those 
Chinese  who  are  known  to  be  of  that 
character  from  coming  in  amongst  us; 
but  if  a  Chinaman  is  an  honest,  industrious 
man,  and  comes  to  work  here,  I  do  not 
think  we  are  acting  up  to  the  principles  of 
Christianity  in  refusing  to  allow  him  to 
settle  amongst  us,  or  putting  such  a  heavy 
tax  upon  him  as  we  are  imposing  under 


the  provisions  of  this  Bill  Would  it  not 
be  better  to  oblige  those  people  to  bring 
with  them  certificates  from  the  British 
Consuls  in  the  Chinese  ports  as  to  their 
character,  and  when  we  are  assured  b^ 
such  certificates  that  they  do  not  belong 
to  any  secret  societies  and  are  freemen, 
why  should  we  oblige  them  to  pay  this 
heavy  tax?  I  agree  entirely  with  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Sarnia  that  it  is  not 
according  to  the  principles  of  Christianity 
to  treat  any  people  as  we  are  treating  the 
Chinese  in  this  measure,  and  in  the 
measure  respecting  the  electoral  franchise 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— My 
hon.  friend  from  Sarnia,  and  my  hon. 
friend  who  has  just  sat  down,  speak  as 
theorists  and  as  philanthropists  ;  but  take 
those  who  have  dealt  with  Chinese  immi- 
gration practically  in  Australia  and  they 
will  find  that  the  very  law  that  we  seek 
to  have  passed  here  has  been  enacted  in 
that  colony.  There  was  a  great  deal  of. 
difficulty  about  it,  and  for  a  time  there 
was  a  great  deal  of  doubt  as  to  whether 
it  would  receive  the  assent  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  It  was  pressed 
again  and  again,  and  after  repeated  efforts 
it  finally  did  receive  the  assent  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government. 

Hon.    Mr.    DeBOUCHERVILLE— 
That  was  a  tax. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Yes, 
it  was  a  tax.  Then  take  the  case  of  the 
people  of  British  Columbia.  My  hon. 
friend  opposite  tells  what  the  feeling  of 
the  people  of  that  province  is.  There  is 
the  position  of  people  who  have  to  deal 
practically  with  this  subject  We  in 
Ontario  and  Quebec  and  in  the  eastern, 
provinces,  generally,  have  not  to  deal  with 
the  subject  practically;  with  us  it  is  a 
question  of  theory.  Hon.  gentlemen  say 
why  should  not  the  Chinese  be  allowed  to 
come  into  the  country?  One  reason 
given  by  the  member  for  British  Columbia 
is  that  he  population  of  China  is  so 
great  that  if  we  open  the  door  and  al* 
low  them  to  come  in  as  they  please,  you 
will  have  a  Chinese  instead  of  an  Anglo- 
Saxon  population  in  that  province.  We 
dono  t  feel  that  here ;  we  do  not  feel  that 
there  is  any  danger  firom  it ;  but  suppos- 
ing there  was  not  a  danger  from  it,  suppose 
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ing  we  were  situated  as  they  are  in  British 
Columbia  or  in  Australia,  and  we  were 
afraid  the  whole  country  was  to  be  over- 
run with  Chinese,  we  would  feel  that  we 
should  put  a  stop  to  it,  that  we  wanted  the 
country  to  be  a  British  colony,  and  we 
would  not  like  to  see  the  Chinese  taking 
possession  of  all  the  avenues  of  labor  and 
wealth.  That  is  the  practical  aspect  of 
the  question,  and  it  is  with  that  aspect  of 
the  question  we  have  to  deal,  and  we  are 
dealing  with  it  just  as  our  fellow  colonists 
did  in  Australia,  by  imposing  a  reasonable 
tax  on  all  Chinese  coming  into  the 
country. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Can  we  re- 
strict Chinese  from  Hong  Kong  coming 
over  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
do  not  think  we  can ;  they  are  British  sub- 
jects. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— When  the 
Minister  of  Justice  rose  to  explain  the 
nature  and  object  of  this  Bill,  it  at  once 
struck  me  as  being  of  un  unusual  charac- 
ter, and  I  was  surprised  that  the  Imperial 
authorities  had  not  stepped  in  to  prevent 
the  introduction  of  such  a  measure,  until 
my  hon.  friend  explained  that  it  was  favor- 
ed by  the  Imperial  authorities  in  Australia. 
It  seems  to  me  that  any  country  situated 
as  Canada  is,  with  a  province  so  near  to 
China  on  the  Pacific  coast,  is  clearly  en- 
titled to  put  in  operation  such  regulations, 
as  regards  immigration,  as  she  finds  neces- 
sary for  her  own  security,  in  point  of  health, 
morals,  and  balance  of  population.  It  is 
rather  a  strong  argument  that  we  possess 
a  province  on  the  Pacific  coast  so  contigu- 
ous to  China,  and  that  China  possesses  a 
vast  population,  with  strong  emigrating 
tendencies ;  but  we  do  not  want  our  Paci- 
fic province  populated  by  Mongolians. 
We  want  a  European  population,  and  I 
think  we  are  entitled  to  step  in  and  pre- 
vent the  western  part  of  the  Dominion 
from  becoming  a  Chinese  province.  I 
think  our  measure  should  be  based  on 
pretty  much  the  same  principles  as  that  of 
our  American  neighbors  with  regard  to 
E>uiopean  immigration.  They  do  not 
permit  immigration  from  all  parts  of 
Europe  without  recommendatioa  On 
the  contrary  they  insist  on  the  responsi- 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


bility  of  the  captains  of  vessels  as  to  the 
capacity  of  their  passenga:s  to  support 
themselves,  and  I  think  there  are  instances 
on  record  wherein  the  immigrants  have 
been  actually  returned  to  Eusope  because 
they  could  not  make  it  appear  that  they 
were  able  to  support  themselves  in  the 
country  to  which  they  had  come.  These 
are  all  practical  and  proper  things,  and  if 
it  is  a  fact,  as  I  believe  it  is,  that  some  of  the 
worst  classes  of  the  Chinese  have  been 
launched  wholesale  upon  the  western 
coasts  of  America,  it  is  reason  enough  why 
we  should  legislate  on  this  point,  and 
legislate  with  sufficient  force  to  prevent 
those  contingencies  which  we  deprecate 
occurring  in  our  western  province.  I 
think  we  are  fairly  entitled  to  say  that 
before  a  Chinaman  shall  land  upon  our 
shores  he  shall  be  bound  to  produce  to 
us  a  certificate  of  character,  a  guarantee 
that  he  is  a  decent  man ;  and  we  are  also 
entitled  to  see  to  it  that  he  imports  no 
disease  of  any  kind  amongst  us.  We  may 
find  ourselves  put  to  very  great  expense 
in  police  matters,  and  expose  perhaps, 
more  or  less  of  our  country  to  some 
danger  if  the  allegations  laid  against 
the  Chinese  are  true,  which  I  do  not  at 
all,  myself,  undertake  to  assert  or  deny. 
At  all  events  we  should  exercise  caution 
in  these  matters,  and  as  to  whether  those 
emigrants  are  in  a  healthy  state,  so  as  not  to 
import  any  skin  disease,  or  other  disease, 
amongst  us.  But  I  must  say  that  I  sympa- 
thize very  strongly  with  the  remarks  of  other 
speakers  against  throwing  obstacles  in  the 
way  of  importing  Chinese  women.  I  thiiik 
that  the  Chinaman  who  brings  his  wife 
with  him  to  this  country  should  be  en- 
couraged to  do  so — of  course  he  giving 
sufficient  security  thiit  he  is  married  to  her 
and  that  she  is  a  proper  character. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— The  hon.  gentle- 
man has  not  looked  into  the  Chinese 
marriage  laws  or  he  would  not  make  that 
statement. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  have 
not  looked  into  them  but  I  think  at  all 
events  there  is  a  pretty  good  prima  facie 
case  made  out  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Halifax  on  that  point  There  is  no 
necessity  for  throwing  needless  obstacles 
in  the  way  of  the  morality  of  the  Chinese. 
I  have  read  the  travels  of  some  Europeans 
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in  different  parts  of  the  Chinese  Empire 
and  their  statements  in  regard  to  the 
capability  of  Chinese  men  for  labor 
and  industries,  and  how  labor  is  en- 
couraged. If  we  look  at  their  course  in 
the  United  States,  is  it  not  a  fact  that  the 
railways  and  great  improvements  on  the 
Paciiic  coast  would  have  been  absolutely 
impossible  without  Chinese  labor  ?  It  is 
not  so  very  long  since  a  prejudice  similar 
to  that  against  the  Chinese  existed  in  the 
eastern  states  of  America  against  the 
Irish,  just  as  baseless  and  just  as  ground- 
less. For  a  time  the  Irish  were  a  most 
unpopular  body  in  the  United  States,  but 
time  has  reconciled  the  Americans  and 
the  Irish.  I  may  say  I  do  not  altogether 
like  the  principle  upon  which  this  Bill  is 
founded.  Some  of  its  clauses  seem  to 
me  to  be  severe,  but  I  think  we  have  a 
right  to  consider  our  British  Columbian 
province,  and  to  prevent  it  from  being 
overrun,  in  the  manner  that  is  appre- 
hended there,  by  Chinese  immigrants, 
should  look  upon  this  as  a  temporary 
measure.  I  wish,  myself,  that  it  were 
specifically  enacted  for  a  limited  time,  and 
I  think  some  of  those  severe  conditions 
that  are  in  it  might  be  relaxed.  Those 
Chinamen,  for  instance,  upon  departure 
from  the  country  at  a  limited  period 
should  receive  their  bonus  which  they 
paid,  provided  they  have  not  broken  any 
of  our  laws,  or  put  our  country  to  any 
expense.  It  seems  to  me  to  be  rather  a 
crude  measure ;  but  at  the  same  time  the 
general  principle  of  it,  that  we  are  to  pre- 
vent one  of  our  provinces  from  becoming 
entirely  Mongolian,  is  a  sound  one. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

MANITOBA  CLAIMS  BILL 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Sir.  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (155),  "An 
Act  for  the  final  settlement  of  the  claims 
made  by  the  Province  of  Manitoba  on  the 
Dominion."  He  said — The  position  of 
Manitoba  has  been  exceptional  in  the 
Dominion,  and  it  is  exceptional  because 
of  the  rapid  increase  of  population  there 
as  compared  with  any  other  province. 
Their  position  is  changed  from  year  to 


year     in    a    way     that     the     position 
of  other  provinces  does  not  change,  and 
therefore  what  is  a  reasonable  provision 
with  reference   to    other    provinces,  re* 
garding  the  sums  which  they  are  to  draw 
from  the  Dominion  Treasury,  is  not  rea- 
sonable as  regards  Manitoba.     They  have 
no  public  lands  of  their  own,  and  that  is 
another  feature  of  the  exceptional  position 
in  which  they  stand.     The  other  provin- 
ces brought  more  or  less  land  and  other 
property  into  the  Dominion,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  Prince  Edward  Island,  and  to 
that  province  a    certain  allowance  was 
made  in  lieu  of  land.     Then  following  the 
example  shown  to  Prince  Edward  Island, 
a  certain  amount  was  allowed  to  Manitoba 
in  lieu  of  land,  and  it  was  found  insuffi- 
cient.    The  expenditure  of  the  province 
has  augmented  very  largely,  owing  to  the 
increase  of  population,  and  the  increase  of 
the  administration  of  justice,  and   it  is 
reasonable  that  provision  should  be  made 
to  meet  the  exceptional  position  in  which 
they  stand.  The  provision  made  by  this 
Bill  is,  in  the  first  place,  that  they  should 
receive  a  grant,  completely  free,  of  all  the 
swamp  lands  in    the    province.     Those 
swamp  lands  they  will  have  to  drain,  and 
once  drained  they  will  prove  to  be  very 
valuable.     The  objection  has  been  raised 
to  the  words  "  swamp  lands  "  as  not  being 
sufficiently  precise.     It  was  found  in  the 
statutes  of  some  of  the  States  of  the  neigh- 
boring Republic,  and  it  was  found  that 
there  was  no  difficulty  in  arriving  at  the 
meaning  of  the  term  there,  and  I  think 
none  will  probably  be  found  in  this  case. 
Swamp  lands  will  come  to  mean  those 
lands   which  have  been  drained  by  the 
money  of  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  and 
in  that  way  we  will  arrive  at  a  clear  mean- 
ing of  the  phrase.     Then  it  is  proposed  to 
set  aside    a  quantity  of  land,    150,000 
acres,  for  the  purpose  of  endowing  a  Uni- 
versity.    That  is  a  provision  which  every 
one  will  agree  with.  It  cannot  be  devoted 
to  a  better  purpose.     The  sum  now  pay- 
able annually  to  the  province  as  ah  in- 
demnity for  having  no  public  lands  shall 
be   increased  from  $45,000  to  $100,000 
from    the    ist    of  July  last    That    sum 
with    their    present    income,    and     the 
other    resources     which    this   BiU   gives 
them     will      be      money     enough   •  to 
provide  for  the  ordinary  wants  of  the  com- 
munity which  exists  in  Manitoba,  and  it  is 
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only  increased  because  it  was  found  by  the 
experience  of  two  or  three  years  that  their 
expenditure  was  so  augmented  by  the 
rapidly  increasing  population,  by  the 
necessity  of  preserving  order,  and  the  ex- 
penditure connected  with  the  administra- 
tion of  justice,  that  they  could  not  go  on 
without  some  revision  of  the  terms  on 
which  they  became  part  of  the  Dominion. 
Then  to  enable  us  to  give  the  $100,000, 
the  census  of  the  country  instead  of  being 
taken  every  ten  years,  as  it  is  in  the  rest  of 
the  Dominion,  is  to  be  taken  every  five 
years,  and  in  the  interim  an  arbitrary 
opinion  is  to  be  arrived  at  as  to  what  the 
population  is,  and  the  sum  to  be  allowed 
is  to  be  guided  by  the  increasing  popula- 
tion. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— I  am  afraid  that 
this  expression  "  swamp  lands,"  will  lead 
to  a  great  deal  of  difficulty  and  misunder- 
standing hereafter.  I  think  it  would  have 
been  much  better  to  have  had  those  lands 
examined  and  their  position  defined  so 
that  there  would  be  no  misunderstanding 
afterwards  as  to  where  they  are,  and  what 
the  quantity  is.  \Vhen  I  brought  the 
question  of  a  reserve  of  lands  before  the 
House,  for  the  purpose  of  clearing  off  the 
debt,  some  hon.  members  misunderstood 
my  remarks — that  the  lands  were  to  be 
held  in  reserve.  I  should  like  to  say  that 
my  suggestion  was  that  they  should  be 
sold  as  rapidly  as  possible  and  the  debt 
paid  off  with  the  proceeds. 

Hon.  Mr.  CAMPBELL— The  hon. 
gentlemen  proposed  to  set  apart  a  certain 
amount  of  public  lands  in  the  North  West, 
and  that  those  public  lands  should  form 
the  basis  of  a  specific  fund  for  the  purpose 
of  paying  off  the  amounts  which  the 
country  has  expended  on  them.  Th^t 
was  the  proposition  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK — My  proposition 
was  to  sell  them  as  rapidly  as  possible  to 
pay  off  the  debt 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— To 
payoff  the  debt  incurred  on  behalf  of  that 
territory? 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— On  behalf  of  the 
expenditure  out  there. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— That 

is,  we  should  raise  out  of  the  lands  which 
are  situated  in  Manitoba,  or  out  of  lands 
situated  in  the  North  West  Territories,  a 
specific  fund  to  be  devoted  to  the  paying 
of  the  debt  incurred  for  Manitoba  or  for 
the  North-West  The  answer  to  that  is 
that  the  proceeds  of  all  the  lands  sold  in 
that  province  or  in  the  North-West  Terri- 
tories go  into  a  common  fund,  and  out  of 
that  fund  the  expenses  are  paid.  Whether 
you  pay  them  out  of  a  speciffc  appropria- 
tion of  land  or  out  of  the  general  fund 
makes  no  difference.  The  hoa  gentleman 
seems  to  suppose  that  we  should  take  hold 
of  something  which  is  not  now  the  property 
of  the  Dominion,  and  out  of  that  pay  those 
expenses. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— No,  not  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  propose 
to  say  anything  against  this  Bill,  but  there 
is  one  feature  of  it  to  which  the  Minister 
of  Justice  has  adverted,  and  also  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down.  I  think 
it  is  to  be  regretted  that  the  Government 
have  not  made  up  their  mind  to  put  a  de- 
finition of  what  are  swamp  lands,  in  the 
Bill  It  is  always  better  to  take  a  little 
trouble  in  passing  a  bill,  so  as  to  prevent 
any  misunderstanding  of  its  meaning  in 
the  future,  than  to  save  the  trouble  now, 
and  have  the  difficulty  afterwards  in  decid- 
ing what  the  law  is.  I  understand  that 
opinions  differ  very  widely  as  to  what 
swamp  lands  are,  and  the  Government 
ought  to  have  inserted  in  the  Bill  such  a 
description  of  swamp  lands  as  would  pre- 
vent disputes  and  difficulties  arising 
hereafter. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — Can  you  suggest 
one? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— No,  I  am  not 
familiar  with  the  country  out  there ;  but 
the  Department  of  the  Interior  who  have 
charge  of  the  lands,  and  the  members  from 
Manitoba  ought  to  be  able  to  describe 
them  in  such  a  way  that  it  could  be  easily 
understood  what  swamp  lands  are.  There 
is  one  other  feature  about  this  Bill  that 
deserves  mention.  Canada  has  heretofore 
dealt  pretty  liberally  with  Manitoba  The 
Government  now  propose  toadd$55,ooo  to 
the  annual  subsidy  payableto  that  province 
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I  have  no  objection  to  that,  because  my  im- 
pression is  that  as  a  general  thing  the 
funds  of  the  provincial  governments  are 
administered  more  economically  and  more 
directly  for  the  good  of  the  people  than 
the  funds  which  are  in  the  hands  of  the 
Dominion  Government ;  and  I  am  per- 
fectly satisfied  to  see  money  going  into 
the  hands  ot  the  Gov^nment  in  Manitoba, 
by  whom  I  presufne  it  will  be  well  ex- 
pended j  but  I  am  aware  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  had  before  them,for  some  time 
past,  claims  on  behalf  of  the  province  of 
Nova  Scotia.  That  province  has  less 
money  to  expend  in  proportion  to  her 

e>pulation  than  any  other  province  in  the 
ominion.  Having  some  little  know- 
ledge of  the  way  in  which  the  business 
of  the  local  legislature  and  of  the  Gov 
emment  is  transacted,  I  know  that  every 
thing  is  done  there  in  the  very  cheapest 
and  most  economical  way,  and  with  all 
that,  important  and  necessary  public  works 
have  to  be  done  without.  I  regret  that,  while 
dealing  so  liberally — I  do  not  say  more 
liberally  than  is  fair — with  this  western 
province,  and  with  other  western  portions 
of  the  Dominion,  the  Government  have 
not  seen  their  way  to  deal  in  the  same 
liberal  spirit  with  the  province  from  which 
I  come. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— There  seems 
to  have  been  a  great  deal  of  money  down 
in  Nova  Scotia  until  such  time  as  the 
Liberal  party  got  into  power,  and  then  it 
was  wasted  in  extravagance,  partly  by 
building  railways  and  not  completing  them, 
and  then  handing  them  over  to  the  Do- 
minion for  half  what  they  cost  I  think 
the  less  money  that  is  given  to  the  Nova 
Scotia  Government  to  spend  and  waste  the 
better. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  is  a  patriotic 
sentiment  for  a  Nova  Scotian. 

Hon.  Mr  KAULBACH— I  think  the 
Dominion  Government  can  spend  money 
in  Nova  Scotia  more  wisely  than  the  local 
Government  can.  I  presume  this  Bill  is 
in  full  of  all  demands  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— And  I  see 
the  increase  is  to  be  limited  to  a  population 
of  400,00a 


Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— My  hon.  friend 
from  Lunenburg  reminds  me  of  the  saying 
that  if  you  put  one  Irishman  on  a  spit  you 
can  always  get  another  Irishman  to  turn 
it 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  think  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Halifax  is  just  the 
Irishman  that  can  turn  the  spit 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— Have  those  two 
hon.  gentlemen  turned  Irishmen  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  have 
been  trying  to  find  the  meaning  of 
"  swamp  lands,"  and  I  have  not  been  able 
to  do  so,  but  I  assume  that  it  is  the  land 
which  at  some  time  of  the  year  is  over- 
flowed with  water,  stagnant  or  otherwise  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^^ 
Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— If  that  is 
the  definition  for  it,  it  is  not  quite  so  easy 
a  matter  to  describe  it  by  metes  and 
bounds  as  some  hon.  gentlemen  consider, 
because  the  edges  of  those  swamps  will 
be  as  irregular  as  the  sea  shore.  For  that 
reason  it  would  be  an  exceedingly  tedious 
and  troublesome  matter  to  describe  metes 
and  bounds  in  a  measure  like  this.  What 
I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  is  the  necessity  of  introducing  a 
clause  into  this  Bill  or  some  other  Bill  for 
arterial  drainage,  because  those  swamps 
cannot  be  approached  at  all  You  must 
approach  them  with  arterial  drains,  and 
unless  you  take  power  to  go  through 
other  lands,  and  through  private  property 
if  necessary,  they  cannot  be  drained. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^That 
power  will  be  given  by  the  Local  Legisla- 
ture. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— I  think  it  would 
be  very  easy  to  have  a  provision  to  prevent 
any  difficulty  in  the  matter.  There  must 
be  some  returns  that  will  give  an  idea  of 
the  quantity  of  those  swamp  lands.  Then 
supposing  it  should  be  put  at  2,000,000 
acres,  with  a  provision  that  if  there  is  not 
that  quantity  of  swamp  lands  in  the  pro- 
vince the  amount  may  be  made  up  with 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1304 


Mcmitoba  Claims  [SENATE]  BiU. 


other  lands,  or  something  of  that  kind. 
The  quantity  being  established  it  would 
prevent  any  difficulty  in  the  future,  and 
the  Dominion  Government  would  only  be 
exposed  to  giving  a  few  hundred  or  a  few 
thousand  acres  of  other  land,  which  would 
not  be  a  matter  so  much  to  be  regretted, 
as  any  difficulty  or  misunderstanding  as 
to  what  swamp  lands  are. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— I  do  not  think 
that  this  anticipated  difficulty  is  at  all 
likely  to  arise.  As  an  old  land  surveyor  I 
know  that  it  is  not  such  a  difficult  matter 
to  say  what  are  swamp  lands  and  what  are 
not  Moreover,  I  think  in  the  Bill  we 
have  happily  the  final  decision  as  to 
them  provided  for.  These  swamp  lands 
are  to  be  proved  to  be  such  to  the  satis- 
faction of  the  Dominion  Government. 
What  more  is  wanted  ?  That  constitutes 
the  final  appeal,  and  the  Government  de- 
cide what  to  accept  or  reject  as  swamp 
lands.  In  the  first  place  it  is  not  at  all 
likely  that  the  local  government  would 
make  a  claim  on  the  Dominion  for  any 
other  than  recognized  swamp  land.  Then 
the  provincial  government  and  legislature 
have  shown  their  acceptance  of  this  Bill 
and  their  willingness  to  abide  by  the  de- 
cision of  the  Government  as  to  what  are 
swamp  lands,  and  we  have  here  in  the 
Departmental  offices  very  full  and  com- 
plete surveys  with  field  notes  on  which  to 
base  such  decisions  ]  I  believe  that  here 
in  Ottawa  without  any  other  assistance 
than  those  maps  and  field  notes  I  could 
sit  down  and  tell  whether  any  lands  that 
have  been  surveyed  are  swamp  lands  or 
not. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— -Then  why  not 
fix  them  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — Because  it  would 
J)e  utterly  impossible  to  designate  every  lot 
in  detail  in  any  statute.  There  are  con- 
siderable quantities  of  such  land  which 
without  extensive  drainage  are  unavailable 
for  cultivation.  The  Dominion  Govern- 
ment say  that  these  lands  are  to  be  handed 
over  to  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  and 
they  at  their  own  expense  will  drain  them, 
and  derive  a  revenue  from  the  sale  of 
them.  I  do  not  know  anything  more 
simple  or  satisfactory  than  an  arrange- 
ment of  this  kind,  and  I  apprehend  no 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL 


difficulty  between  the  two  governments  in 
determining  and  specifying  the  lands  that 
are  to  be  included  under  the  term  "  swamp 
lands." 

Hon.  Mr.  GIRARD— The  present  Bill 
should  be,  as  we  say  in  the  preamble,  a 
final  settlement  of  all  difficulties  between 
the  Province  of  Manitoba  and  the  Do- 
minion. But  I  do  not  know  that  it  will  be 
so.  It  seems  to  me  that  such  a  Bill 
should  be  well  received  by  the  Dominion 
Government,  and  I  expect  that  it 
will  give  general  satisfaction  in  the 
Province  of  Manitoba.  Transactions  with 
reference  to  land  are  not  always  satisfac- 
tory to  every  one.  It  is  understood  by  a 
portion  of  our  population  in  Manitoba 
that  those  public  lands  belong  to  the 
Province  and  not  to  the  Dominion,  but 
for  my  part  I  consider  there  has  been  such 
a  large  expenditure  incurred  in  the  sur- 
veying and  development  of  the  country, 
that  there  should  be  no  dissatisfaction  on 
that  point.  The  Government  have,  to  a 
certain  extent,  recognized  the  right  of  the 
Local  Legislature  to  the  possession  of 
these  lands,  because  on  one  occasion 
$4S,ooo  was  given  to  the  Province  in  lieu 
of  their  lands,  and  that  sum  was  augment- 
ed on  another  occasion  to  $100,000,  with 
the  same  understanding  that  it  was  in  lieu 
of  lands.  For  a  time  this  Bill  will  give 
satisfaction,  I  have  no  doubt,  but  I  antici- 
pate there  will  be  renewed  applications  to 
the  Dominion  Government  until  all  the 
public  lands  in  the  Province  belong  to  the 
local  authorities,  and  there  will  not  be 
general  satisfaction  there  until  that  is 
accomplished.  These  swamp  lands  are 
not  a  great  source  of  wealth  in  a  country 
where  real  estate  has  not  a  high  value.  I 
understand  swamp  lands  to  be  those  which 
are  covered  all  the  time  by  water.  To 
render  them  fit  for  cultivation  the  local 
government  will  be  obliged  to  make  large 
expenditures  in  constructing  drains  and 
otherwise — certainly  a  larger  amount  than 
the  present  value  of  the  lands.  I  am  sure 
the  grant  which  is  made  to  the  University 
of  Manitoba  will  receive  the  approval  of 
every  hon.  gentleman  in  this  House.  It 
is  an  exceptional  institution,  at  which 
Catholics  and  Protestants  can  receive 
degrees  and  where  there  is  every  indica- 
tion of  prosperity  and  progress.  It  occu- 
pies quite  an  exceptional  position  in  the 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Padfio  Baihoay  [JULY  U,  1885]  Aid  BiU 


1305- 


Dominion,  and  I  am  sure  it  will  go  on 
doing  good  work,  and  continue  to  be  an 
example  for  the  rest  of  the  Dominion. 
Such  an  institution  deserves  aid.  I  am 
sure  the  lands  which  are  granted  by  this 
Bill  will  enable  that  institution  to  increase 
the  good  work  that  it  is  now  performing, 
in  affording  a  good,  sound  education  to 
the  youth  of  the  Province.  I  shall  vote 
for  the  Bill  with  great  pleasure. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK — I  was  in  hopes 
before  the  hon.  member  for  Samia  sat 
down  that  he  would  tell  us  what  are  called 
swamp  lands.  I  do  not  believe  that  lands 
which  are  overflowed  once  in  a  year  are 
swamp  lands,  because  some  of  the  finest 
land  we  have  along  the  Bay  of  Fundy  and 
along  the  valleys  of  the  rivers  in  the  Lower 
Provinces  are  overflowed  at  high  water,  but 
when  the  water  recedes  it  leaves  them 
something  like  an  irrigated  meadow. 
What  I  call  a  swamp  is  land  which  is  so 
flat  that  when  the  snow  and  ice  melt  the 
water  remains  upon  it  until  it  evaporates. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bil^ 
was  read  the  second  time. 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  9.15  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Tuesday,  July  14th,  1885, 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

INLAND  REVENUE  ACT  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

THIRD   READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  third  reading  of  Bill  (146),  "  An  Act 
to  amend  the  Consolidated  Inland 
Revenue  Act,  1883." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

PACIFIC  RAILWAY  AID  BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (153),  "An 


Act  further  to  amend  the  Acts  respecting 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  to- 
provide  for  the  completion  and  successful 
operation  thereof"  He  said — This  is  a 
Bill  which  provides  for  certain  assistance 
being  given  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way to  enable  them  to  complete  their 
great  enterprise.  The  House  is  no  doubt 
aware  that  the  company  now  owe  the  pub- 
lic some  $30,000,000.  The  whole  of  the 
money  has  not  yet  been  paid  to  them,  but 
they  have  got  most  of  it,  and  they  will  get 
the  rest  of  it  as  the  work  goes  on,  so  that 
the  company  may  be  said  to  owe 
the  country  $30,000,000.  For  this  sum 
the  Government  hold  a  first  security  on 
their  property.  It  is  proposed  that  the 
company  shall  issue  a  new  mortgage  with 
bonds,  die  bonds  amounting  to  $351000,- 
000,  out  of  which  they  shall  pay  the  country 
$20,000,000,  being  a  portion  of  this 
$30,000,000  that  I  speak  of;  that  the 
remaining  $15,000,000  shall  be  theirs  to 
be  dealt  with  by  them.  The  House  will 
see  that  if  this  is  carried  out  the  debt 
which  is  now  $30,000,000,  will' 
be  reduced  from  $30,000,000  to  $10,000,- 
000, ,  for  that  $10,000,000  the 
security  for  the  country  hereafter 
will  consist  in  the  first  place  of 
the  unsold  lands  of  the  company, 
amounting  to  21,000,000  acres,  which 
are  to  be  dealt  with  and  exhausted  if 
necessary,  and  should  any  balance 
remain  due  to  the  Government  by 
the  company  after  the  lands  have 
been  exhausted,  that  balance  shall  be 
a  second  lien  upon  the  railway  itself 
So  that  the  debt  due  the  Government, 
which  is  now  $30,000,000,  will  be  divided 
into  two.  For  the  $20,000,000  we  shall 
have  the  security  which  we  have  now^ 
coupled  with  this  fact  that  the  other  $15,- 
000,000  will  be  allowed  to  come  in  and 
rank  pari  passu  with  our  $20,000,000,. 
leaving  a  balance  of  $10,000,000,  for 
which  balance  we  shall  have  the  security  of 
the  land,  and  if  the  lands  fail  we  shall  have 
a  second  mortgage  on  the  railway  itself. 
In  speaking  of  this  proposed  change  I  de- 
sire, in  the  first  place,  to  point  out  to  the 
House  the  position  which  the  $20,000,000 
will  occupy.  That  amount  will  still  be, 
as  it  is  now,  a  first  claim  on  the 
railway :  it  will  still  be,  as  it  is^ 
now,  a  first  mortgage  on  the  pro- 
perty,  but   we  shall  have  allowed  $15,- 
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-000,000  to  come  in  and  rank  with  it. 
Those  $15,000,000,  however,  will  be  ex- 
pended on  the  railway  itself,  so  that  the 
property  will  be  increased  in  value  by  the 
expenditure  of  $15,000,000  and  although 
we  admit  the  $15,000,000  to  rank  with  our 
$20,000,000,  we  shall  have  thereafter  a 
better  security  for  the  $20,000,000  than  we 
have  now,  although  it  now  stands  as  a  first 
lien.  That,  I  think,  is  the  position  which 
the  $20,000,000  will  occupy.  It  has  been 
urged  that  we  are  weakening  our  security 
to  the  extent  of  allowing  the  other  $15,- 
000,000  to  come  in  and  rank  with  us.  It 
does  not  seem  to  be  a  just  argument,  inas- 
much as  the  $15,000,000  to  be  raised  is  to 
be  expended  on  the  railway  itself,  increas 
ing  its  value,  and  therefore  augmenting 
the  value  of  the  security  to  the  extent  of 
the  expenditure.  Then,  as  to  the  $10, 
000,000,  we  certainly  are  taking  that  out  of 
the  position  of  a  first  lien  and  ranking  it 
solely  upon  the  land,  in  the  first  instance, 
-with  a  provision  that  if  the  land  should  be 
-exhausted,  then  we  shall  have  a  second 
mortgage  on  the  railway  itself;  but  the 
land  which  is  given  as  security  amounts 
to  something  like  21,000,000  acres. 
I  take  it  there  is  no  danger,  or 
very  little  danger,  that  that  land  will  be 
exhausted  without  paying  the  $20,000,000 
but  if,  by  any  peradventure,  that  should 
be  the  case,  we  shall  have  a  second  mortgage 
on  the  railway  itself,  and  by  the  change  we 
shall  have  opened  the  door  for  the  railway 
to  provide  for  itself  out  of  its  own  resour- 
<:es  the  $15,000,000  for  carrying  on  the 
works  of  the  company.  The  Bill  does 
not  propose  any  assistance  to  the  com- 
pany in  the  way  of  a  permanent  loan,  or 
giving  an  increased  price  in  any  way,  but 
it  proposes  to  open  the  door  so  that  they 
may  themselves  borrow  on  their  own 
security  this  $15,000,000.  That  is  the 
first  prima  fade  view  of  the  transac- 
tion which  the  House  is  now  asked  to 
sanction. 

The  second  is  this  :  that  out  of  the 
$35»ooo,ooo  of  these  bonds  which  are  to 
be  issued  in  pursuance  of  the  mortgage 
which  this  Bill  is  to  make  legal,  and  out  of 
the  $15,000,000  which  are  given  to  them 
out  of  the  $35,000,000,  the  company  are 
to  lodge  with  the  Government  $8,000,000 
and  upon  lodging  with  us  $8,000,000 
bonds,  we  advance  them  temporarily,  up  to 
the  ist  of  July  next,  the  sum  of  $5,ooo,ooa 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


It  will  be  a  temporary  loan  for  which  there 
is  most  ample  reason  to  believe  full 
security  will  be  put  up.  The  only  doubt 
which  anybody  could  possibly  throw  upon 
that  expectation  would  be  drawn  from  the 
fact  that  the  issue  of  that  portion  of  the 
$35,000,000  to  the  public  which  is  to  be 
placed  in  the  market — that  is  the 
$15,000,000 — may  possibly  not  be  taken 
up.  I  do  not  think  that  it  is  an 
appreciable  risk.  I  have  no  doubt — 
and  I  have  strong  reason  for  ex- 
pressing that  opinion — that  the  $15,- 
000,000  of  bonds  which  are  to  be  offered 
to  the  public  will  be  taken  up,  and  the 
first  appropriation  of  any  part  of  the 
$15,000,000  will  be  to  reimburse  the 
Government  the  $5,000,000  they  are  ad- 
vancing. That  will  be  done  for  a  double 
reason.  In  the  first  place,  the  company 
will  be  naturally  anxious  to  redeem  their 
undertaking  to  pay  us  by  the  time  men- 
tioned, the  ist  of  July,  1886,  and,  in 
the  second  place,  that  they  are  depositing 
with  us  $8,000,000  of  bonds  to  secure  to 
us  the  repayment  of  the  five  millions  on 
the  ist  of  July  next  year.  I  do  not, 
therefore,  feel  any  doubt  that  that 
money  will  be  repaid.  Should  my 
expectations  be  realized,  then  after  the 
ist  of  July,  1886,  the  company  will  be  in 
full  possession  of  its  $15,000,000  of  bonds ; 
they  may  have  sold  them,  but  in  that 
case  the  proceeds  will  have  passed  into  the 
hands  of  the  Government,  to  be  ex- 
pended for  the  purpose  of  strengthening 
the  security,  and  the  Government  will  be 
in  possession  of  its  twenty  million  acres 
of  land  which  is  to  be  devoted  to  pay- 
ing the  balance  of  the  debt  That 
is  the  proposal  which  this  Bill  lays 
down.  I  hope  that  I  have  made  it  clear 
to  the  House  One  cannot  be  sure  that 
he  makes  himself  understood  when  speak- 
ing of  figures— ^t  least  I  cannot,  and  I 
feel  a  distrust  whether  I  am  making  theni 
as  clear  as  I  desire  to  make  them,  and 
whether  I  am  succeeding  in  placing  others 
in  the  position  mentally  which  I  feel  myself 
in,  with  regard  to  die  figuresand  the  transac- 
tions which  I  am  trying  to  describe.  I  hope 
that  the  House  sees  that  our  present  posi- 
tion, the  $30,000,000  will  be  altered ;  that 
we  shall  have  security  the  same  as  we  have 
now — the  first  security,  for  $20,000,000^ 
although  other  $15,000,000  will  rank 
pat  (passu  with  it.     For  the  remainder  we 
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shall  have  the  land,  with  the  ultima*2 
power  of  resorting  to  the  railway  if  th^ 
land  fails,  and  I  should  add  that  $35,000,- 

000  of  stock  is  to  be  cancelled,  reduc- 
ing the  capital  upon  which  dividends 
are  to  be  paid  to  $65,000,000. 
It  does  not  seem  to  be  a  proposi- 
tion very  onerous  to  the  country.  It 
does  not  to  me  seem  one  that  should  call 
forth  the  very  strong  animadversion  made 
upon  it  because,  as  I  view  it,  it  is  not  a  very 
extraordinary  help  to  give  to  a  company 
embarked  in  so  gigantic  a  transaction  as 
this  company  is.  But  the  objections 
which  have  been  taken  are  numerous,  and 

1  think  that  perhaps  it  will  be  best  that  I 
shall  endeavor  to  reply  to  some  of  them, 
even  at  this  stage  of  the  debate,  because  I 
hope  that  it  may  not  be  necessary  for  me 
to  speak  again,  and  because  I  think  the  ex 
planation  which  I  shall  give  now  will  perhaps 
assist  hon.  gentlemen  to  understand  fully 
the  position  of  the  matter  as  it  is  present- 
ed to  the  House,  and  to  consider  the  weight 
which  they  may  think  is  due  to  the  objec- 
tions which  have  been  raised.  I  state  those 
objections  on  my  own  authority,  having 
read  the  debates  elsewhere,  and  having 
followed  in  a  general  way  the  newspaper 
discussions  on  the  subject  I  may  not 
state  them  all,  but  I  intend  to  state  them 
all,  and  believe  that  I  shall  do  so.  The 
first  objection  taken  is  that  the  company 
has  not  spent  its  money  on  the  Pacific 
Railway  proper;  that  is,  that  they  have 
misappropriated  their  money,  not  to  speak 
offensively — that  they  have  not  spent  it  on 
the  work  which  the  country  entrusted  to 
them  to  perform,  and  that,  therefore,  they 
are  not  entitled  to  any  further  con- 
sideration on  the  part  of  Parliament. 
Those  taking  that  objection  say  "  Show 
lis  fully  all  the  money  that  you  have 
spent  from  the  Government  on  the 
line  of  railway,  and  we  will  show  you  that 
that  money  would  have  completed  it, 
equipped  it,  and  started  the  running  of  it" 
I  think  there  are  two  modes  of  answering 
that  objection,  either  of  which  seems  to  be 
complete.  The  first  answer  I  propose  to 
give  is  this,  that  the  whole  of  the 
money  which  the  railway  company  has 
ever  got  firom  the  Government,  fi-om  the 
beginning  to  now,  has  always  been  obtain- 
ed upon  an  engineer's  certificate. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Hear,  hear. 


Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
form  of  the  engineer's  certificate  I  have 
with  me,  and  it  certifies  that  so  much 
work  has  been  done ;  that  so  much  re- 
mains to  be  done,  and  that  the  proportion 
which  has  been  done  is  so  and  so  to  thb 
proportion  which  remains  to  be  done.  I 
think  that  the  House  would  perhaps  desire 
to  see  the  exact  modus  operandi^  and 
it  may  be  satisfactory  to  hon.  gentle- 
men to  see  the  kind  of  certificate 
which  was  required  by  the  Government 
before  any  money  was  paid )  and  I  have 
taken  from  the  copies  of  the  minutes  of 
the  Privy  Council  the  last  certificate  or 
last  memorandum  of  Council  upon  which 
the  certificate  was  issued.  This  Order-in- 
Council  is  on  a  memorandum  dated  9th 
July,  1885,  and  is  as  follows  : 

Certified  Copy  of  a  ECeport  of  a  Committee  of 
the  Honorable  the  Privy  Council,  approved 
by  His  Excellency  the  Governor  General  in 
Council,  on  the  9th  July,  1886. 

On  a  Memorandum  dated  9th  July,  188(^ 
from  the  Acting  Minister  of  Railways  and 
Canals,  submitting  a  certificate.  No  47,  dated 
7th  July,  instant,  from  the  Chief  Engineer  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  with  respect  to 
the  Eastern  Station  of  the  road,  of  which  the 
following  are  the  details : 

Total    value  of  work  done  and 

material  delivered  up  to  the  1  st 

of  July.  1886 $19,fi6I,W 

WeetofOallander    100  miles 
fiaatef  Fort  Arthur  67    " 

167®$1&,584. 61  =«S,569, 289 
Proportion  of  value  of  work  done 

under  the  Act  of  1884  to  that 

of  work  remaining  to  be  done....  16,982,568 
That  of  this  amount  the  booka  of 

the    Department    ehow    that 

there  has   already  been  paid 

the  sum  of 19,497,6«9 

Leaving  the  balance  now  payable  164,786 

Of  which  balance  the  portions  chargeable  to  the  ''Loan" 
and  **8ubBidy"  accounts  severally  are  as  follows . 

Loan $31,700 

Subsidy. ..  23.058 

154,768 

The  Minister  recommends  that  authority  be 
nven  for  the  payment  to  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Uailway  Company  of  the  said  balance  of  $54,- 
768  accordingly. 

The  Committee  adyise  that  authority  be 
given  as  recommended. 

Now,  that  has  been  the  course  pursued 
by  the  Government  uniformly  throughout, 
and  the  company  has  drawn  no  money 
from  the  country  except  on  a  certificate  of 
that  kind,  with  the  single  exception  of  the 
seven  and  a  half  millions  advanced  them 
under  the  loan  of  last  session  for  the  pur- 
pose  of  paying  off  their   floating   debt 
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Parliament  was  pleased  to  authorize  the 
payment  of  that  sum  of  money  for  the 
purpose  of  paying  off  the  floating  debt,  the 
company  satisfying  the  Government  that 
that  floating  debt  had  been  incurred  for 
the  purpose  of  the  railway,  and  this  was 
the  language  used  on  that  occasion  by 
Parliament : — 

"The  Govern meot  may,  out  of  any  unappro- 

Sriated  moneys  forming  part  of  the  Consoli- 
ated  Revenue  Fund  of  Canada,  make  a  loan 
to  the  said  company  of  anv  amount  in  money, 
not  exceeding  $22,500,000  to  be  repaid  to  the 
Government  on  or  before  the  first  day  of  May, 
1891,  with  interest  at  the  rate  of  five  per 
centum,  payable  half  yearly  until  full  pay- 
ment of  the  principal ;  and  out  of  the  said 
loan  the  Government  may  advance  to  the 
conipany  forthwith  such  amount,  not  exceed- 
ing $7,600,000,  as  shall  be  required  by  the 
oompany  to  extinguish  its  present  floating 
debt,  the  amount  and  character  of  the  items 
of  such  debt  to  be  established  to  the  satisfac- 
tion of  the  Government." 

The  Government  asked  for  information 
In  accordance  with  the  language  1  have 
read  They  asked  for  information  as  to 
the  amount  and  character  of  the  items  of 
these  seven  and  a  half  millions.  The 
company  g^ve  the  character  and  items  of 
their  floating  debt,  which  amounted  to 
$8,144,000.  I  leave  out  the  hundreds  for 
the  sake  of  convenience,  and  it  was  thus 
composed : — 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY. 

Overdraft  at  Bank  of  Montreal 

(see  certificate    of  fiank  at- 

tached)    Mainly  for  supplies 

and  labor  furnished  north  of 

Lake  Superior  $3,494,280  55 

XiOans  for  purposes  of  Company: 

Demand  loan,  Bank  of  Mon- 
treal, N.Y.,  interest  added.        814,271  64 

Demand  loan,  C.  linger  & 
Co.,  N.  Y.,  interest  a.lded..    2,621,666  66 

Loan  due  March  13th,  F,  W. 
Gilley  k  Co.,  N.  Y.,  inter- 
est  added 404,000  00 

Demand  loan,  G.  8.  Scott  & 
Co.,  interest  added 402,000  00 

Demand    loan,  J.    Kennedy 
Tod  Sl  Co.,  interest  added . .       402,000  00 
1883  accounts  unpaid 75,918  76 

$8,114^37  61 

I,  Isaac  G.  Oeden,  of  the  city  of  Montreal, 
auditor  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Com- 
pany, do  solemnly  declare  that  the  fore|;oing 
IS  a  correct  statement  of  indebtedness  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  and  that 
the  said  Company  have  received  a  full  cash 
equivalent  for  the  same,  which  has  been  used 
for  material,  supplies  and  labor  furnished  on 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


the  line  of  the  said  Company's  railway  and 
for  other  purposes  of  the  Company  in  connec- 
tion therewith. 

And  I  make  this  solemn  declaration  con- 
scientiously  believing  the  same  to  be  true  and 
by  virtue  of  the  Act  passed  in  the  thirty- 
seventh  year  of  Her  Migesty's  reien  intituled 
**  An  Act  for  the  Suppression  of  Voluntary 
and  extra  Judicial  Oaths." 

(Signed,)  ISAAC  G.  OGDBN. 

Solemnly  declared  before  me  at  the  city  of 
Montreal  this  26lh  dav  of  February,  1884,. 
in  pursuance  of  the  said  Act. 

(Signed,)        R.  T.  HBNEKER, 
Commissioner  for  receiving  affidavits 

for  the  Provmce  of  Quebec. 

That  we  did  not  consider  thoroughly 
satisfactory,  and  we  asked  for  fuitber 
information  from  the  Accountant,  and  this 
additional  paper  was  sent  in  : — 

THE  CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 

I,  Isaac  G.  Ooden,  of  the  City  of  Montreal, 
Auditor  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company,  do  solemnly  declare : — 

That  the  statement  of  floating  debt  of  the 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company ,being 
sum  of  $8,114,137.61  declared  by  me  on  the 
twenty-sixth  day  of  February,  1884,  to  be  a 
correct  statement  of  indebtedness  of  said 
Company  is  composed  of  indebtedness  accrued 
from  the  amount  deposited  with  the  Govern- 
ment on  account  of  guarantee  of  dividend,  to 
wit.  the  sum  of  $3,781,797.49;  and  that  the  bal- 
ance to  wit.  the  sum  of  $4,332,340.02  accrued  on 
account  of  expenditure  on  the  main  Ime  of  ihe 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  west  ot 
Callander,  and  is  still  due. 

And  I  make  this  solemn  declaration,  con- 
scientiously believing  the  same  to  be  true,  and 
by  virtue  of  the  Act  passed  in  the  thirty- 
seventh  year  of  Her  Majesty's  reign,  intituled 
''  An  Act  for  the  suppression  of  Voluntary 
and  extra- Judicial  Oaths." 

Signed, 

ISAAC  G.  OGDEN. 

Solemnly  declared  before  me  at  the  Citv  of 
Montreal,  this  sixth  day  of  March,  1884,. 
under  and  by  virtue  of  the  said  Act. 

Signed, 

R.  T.  HENEKER, 

CommU»oner  for  taking  afi- 
daviU  for  the  Province  of 
Quebec. 

There,  hon  gentlemen,  is  an  account 
which  I  think  is  satisfactory  and  complete,. 
as  far  as  anything  of  that  kind  can  be,  of 
the  mode  in  which  the  se/en  and  a- half 
million  of  dollars  was  expended.  Now  if 
it  be  true  that  every  dollar  of  the  money 
which  the  company  ever  got  from  the 
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Government  wascomposed  either  of  money 
paid  under  a  certificate,  such  as  I  have 
read,  from  the  engineer,  and  an  Order-in- 
Council  passed  on  that  certificate — if  it 
be  true  that  no  money  was  paid  to  them 
except  under  a  certificate,  save  this  seven 
and  a-half  million  of  dollars,  and  if  the 
House  is  satisfied  with  the  statement  of 
Mr,  Odgen,  the  accountant,  as  to  the  mode 
of  the  expenditure  of  that  seven  and  a-half 
million  of  dollars,  then  it  is  established  as 
clearly  as  anything  can  be  established,  that 
the  company  has  not  diverted  the  money 
from  the  purposes  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway.  It  has  not  diverted  the  money 
which  the  country  gave  it  The  country 
gave  the  company  a  large  sum  of  money  for 
Siese  purposes,  and  it  is  perfectly  proper 
that  they  should  be  called  upon  to  establish 
to  the  satisfaction  of  Parliament  that  they 
have  expended  all  the  money  which  they  got 
from  the  country  for  the  purpose  which 
the  country  had  in  view  when  they 
appropriated  it  for  the  company.  I 
thmk  that  is  established  clearly  by  the 
proof  which  I  have  offered  to  the  House 
of  the  mode  in  which  they  obtained  money 
— the  only  mode  in  which  they  obtained 
it  But  there  is  another  way  to  establish 
it,  and  I  have,  with  a  view  to  make  it 
certain,  taken  that  other  plan  also. 
It  is  to  show  exactly  what  money  they 
have  spent  in  works  of  construction,  and 
where  it  has  gone.  The  question  comes, 
in  the  first  place,  what  is  the  main  line, 
and  what  is  its  extent  ?  Are  they  to  go 
beyond  the  terminal  points  mentioned  in 
the  original  bill?  The  only  question 
is  upon  the  terminal  point  at  Callander 
statioa  The  House  will  keep  in  mind 
that  they  were  to  construct  a  railway  from 
Callander  station  to  Port  Moody,  and 
operate  it — they  were  to  maintain  and  run 
it,  and  they  were  authorized  by  the  Bill  to 
establish  connections  with  Montreal  and 
Brockville.  I  take  it — where  you  ask  a 
company  to  operate  such  a  railway  that 
everyone,  who  thinks  at  all  about  it,  will  ad- 
mit that  it  could  not  have  been  intended 
that  the  road  was  to  begin  at  Callander — 
that  there  must  be  connection  with  Mont- 
real You  cannot  begin  a  road  in  the  mid- 
dle of  the  woods  and  operate  it  from  there ; 
although  I  separate  the  sections  afterwards 
into  that  West  of  Callander  and  that  East 
of  Callander,  so  that  the  House  may 
see  the  separate  view  of  it  as  well  as  the 


view  which  I  myself  take,  yet,  I  think,  for 
the  purpose  of  my  argument  it  is  just  and 
proper  to  say  that  the  road  begins  at  Mon- 
tre^,  because  the  contract  which  they 
made  with  the  country,  rendered  it  absolu- 
tely necessary  that  they  should  run  down 
to  Montreal  It  was  impossible,  and  no 
business  man  would  dream  of  commenc- 
ing to  operate  the  road  from  Callander, 
and  it  was  a  consequence  which  was 
unavoidable,  and  foreseen  and  men- 
tioned, and  which  may,  therefore,  be 
fairly  considered,  and  the  eastern  section  is, 
in  fact,  by  the  terms  of  the  charter,  made 
part  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  I 
will  give  the  figures.  Hon.  gentlemen 
may  desire  to  verify  them.  I  have  veri- 
fied them  myself  by  going  over  them  with 
Mr.  Miall,  who  was  the  accountant 
sent  by  the  Government  to  Montreal  for 
the  purpose  of  inspecting  the  company's 
books  and  who  had  the  most  ample  op- 
portunity of  examining  the  books.  I  will 
read  to  the  House  his  figures,  the  cor- 
rectness of  which  I  have  no  doubt  of 
whatever.    They  are  as  follows  : 

COST  OF  MAIN  LINE. 
West  of  Callander. 

Constraction  of  main  line ^3,776,912 

Improvements  on  Government  sectionB  1,241,780 
Materials  on  hand  there 3,687,729 

948,706,421 

The  House  knows  of  course  that  the 
company  got  the  works  which  the  Gov- 
ernment had  constructed  between  Port 
Arthur  and  Red  River  and  these  works,  at 
the  time  they  were  handed  over,  had  been 
used  for  some  time  for  contractors*  pur- 
poses and  were  not  in  very  good  repair. 
They  put  them  in  good  order,  and  expend- 
ed on  those  sections  to  do  so  $1,200,000. 
Then,  of  course,  there  was  the  equipment 
That  is  a  very  expensive  part  of  operating 
the  railway,  and  some  doubt,  I  know,  has 
been  felt  by  those  who  have  taken  a  keen 
interest  in  this  matter,  whether  the  equip- 
ment which  is  charged  in  the  accounts 
was  all  for  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  01 
whether  part  of  it  was  not  for  other  rail- 
ways in  which  the  same  persons  are  mixed 
up ;  as  for  instance,  the  Ontario  and  Que- 
bec, and  the  Credit  Valley  and  others. 
That  was  a  point  upon  which  the  most 
careful  enquiry  was  made  by  Mr.  Miall, 
and  by  Mr.  Schreiber,  the  Government 
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engineer,  and  the  figures  which  I  have 
given  as  the  cost  of  equipr^ent,  are  con- 
fined absolutely  to  the  equipment  of  the 
main  line.  I  divide  them  in  two,  so  that 
the  House  may  see  how  much  of  this 
equipment  is  chargeable  to  the  railway  west 
of  Callander,  and  how  much  is  properly 
chargeable  to  the  railway  east  of  Callander. 
The  figures  are  as  follows  : 

Equipment  of  entire  main 
line 9,168,765 

Proportion  at  a  mileage 
rate  East  of  Callander, 
860  to  2,950  miles,  say 
7*59,  52-59  for  portion 
West  of  Callander 1,087,801      8,080,964 

Interest  and  financial  expen- 
ses and  on  entire  main 
line  52*59th  of  total 1,889,474 

Proportion  East  of  Callan- 
der        164,853 

1,224,621 

Expended  under  contract $68,011,996 

East  of  Callander  they  did  not  build  a 
road  ;  they  acquired  existing  roads  ;  they 
acquired  the  Canada  Central  Railway 
running  from  this  city  via  Carleton  Place  to 
Callander,  and  they  acquired  the  Brock- 
ville  &  Ottawa. 


EAST  OF  CALLANDER. 

Acquisition  of  main  line. .  .$4,213,768 
Proportion  of  equipment  7/69  1,087,801 
Proportion  of  expenses  7/50     164,853 

6,466,412 

Total  cost  of  entire  main  line '163,478,406 

Bbanches— 

Algoma  branch;  branches  at  Winni- 
peg      4,606,172 

CONNBOTIONB— 
S.  E.  Ry.,  Manitoba  S.  W.,  St.  L. 

&  O.,  Atlantic  &  N.  W.  &c 6.867,224 

Dividends 6,378,000 

Deposit  as  security  for  dividend 6,907,877 

Total  expenditure $86,226,181 


Gentlemen  may  quarrel  with  the  items 
for  connections  and  dividends,  and 
with  the  item  deposited  as  security, 
but  these  are  the  absolute  expen- 
ditures of  the  company,  and  it  is  necessary 
that  they  should  be  recorded  in  order  to 
show  where  tipe  company's  money  went, 
and  satisfy  the  House  that  as  far  as  the 
public  money  went  it  was  expended  upon 
the  main  line  from  Montreal  to  Port 
Moody. 

This  total    expenditure,    $86,226,000, 
was  provided  in  this  way : 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


Government  subsidy $20,240,S17 

Proceedsof  land 8,702,086 

Town  sites 601,676 

Total  aid  from  Gk>vt $29,447,078 

Government  loan 18,6 


48,073,678 

$38,152,605 
Amount  provided  by  Com- 
pany from  these  souroes : 

Capitalstock $29,568,123 

Bonuses 232,600 

Earnings  (nett) 1, 466,318 

Floating  debt 6,895,462 

$381,152,603 

People  are  disposed,  and  I  have  been  too 
apt  myself  in  the  past,  to  confound  the 
loan  and  the  subsidy  together.  I  do  not 
think  we  should  in  any  way  grudge  this 
company  the  subsidy.  It  is  part  of  their 
contract.  We  speak  of  it  as  though  they 
were  indebted  to  the  country  for  the  sub- 
sidy as  well  as  the  loan.  For  the  loan 
they  are  indebted  to  the  country.  That 
was  a  matter  of  grace  and  favor,  but  the  sub- 
sidy is  theirs:  they  earned  it  and  have  given 
value  for  it,  and  it  is  as  much  theirs  as 
the  price  of  a  house  would  be  if  they  had 
built  it  under  contract.  The  following  is 
a  resum^  of  the  figures  I  have  given : 

The  Company  expended  on  the  main 

line  west  of  Callander $48,706,431 

It  received  subsidies 29,447,07$ 

Surplus  above  subsidies $19,259,348 

It  received  as  a  loan  from  the  Govern- 
ment, for  which  it  has  given  secur- 
ity  $18,626,600 

Expended  on  contract  portion  above 

both  loan  and  subsidies $     632,74$ 

The  Company  expended  on  the  main 
line  proper,  Montreal,  to  the  Paci- 
fic  $68,011,996 

It  received  from  the   Gov- 
ernment subsidies $29,447,078 

Government  loan  secured. $18, 626, 600  $48,073,078 

Surplus  provided  by  the  Co. 

on  entire  main  line ....  $9,938,318 

In  the  face  of  the  statements  which  I 
have  submitted  it  seems  to  me  clear  that 
no  one  can  justly  or  truly  say  that  the 
company  have  not  expended  on  the  main 
line,  between  Montreal  and  Port  Moody, 
all  the  money  which  they  received  from 
the  Government  They  have  expended 
all  of  that  and  more  too,  and  it  seems  to 
me  that  is  the  point  with  which  we  have  to 
deal  I  do  not  think  we  have  the  same 
right  to  criticize  the  course  which  they  pur 
sue  with  reference  to  their  stock.  It  was 
their  own,  and  they  raised  money  od  it  and 
expended  it  partly  on  the  main  line  and 
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partly  for  extending  their  line  to  the  sea- 
board, but  that  is  a  transaction  which 
they  had  a  right  to  enter  into.  All  we 
can  properly  ask  of  them  is  to 
demonstrate  that  the  money  which  we 
gave  them  has  been  spent  on  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  and  to  finish  that 
work,  and  that  I  submit  to  the 
House,  with  great  confidence,  has  been 
shown  by  both  the  modes  which  I  have 
adopted,  the  one  by  showing  that  they  got 
no  money  from  us,  except  by  certificate, 
with  the  exception  of  $7,500,000,  and 
shown  that  that  sum  was  spent  on 
the  main  line,  and  the  other  by 
showing  exactly  what  the  cost  of  con- 
struction has  been,  and  that  it  has  ex- 
ceeded considerably  the  amount  they  got 
from  the  country.  So  in  both  ways  I 
think  it  is  established  that  the  company 
has  kept  faith  with  the  country,  and  that 
it  has  expended  all  the  money  it  got  from 
us  by  subsidy  or  loan  on  the  road  itself. 
Another  argument  which  is  made  use  of 
is  that  the  company  have  not  kept  faith 
with  the  country  in  the  character  of  the 
work  which  they  have  done  on  the  road, 
and  particularly  as  regards  curves  and 
gradients.  Now,  with  reference  to  the 
character  of  the  work,  everyone  who  has 
gone  over  it  speaks  in  strong  terms  of  its 
character.  Some  of  my  hon.  friends  in 
this  House  have  gone  over  it — I  know  the 
hon.  member  from  Amherst  has — and  I 
have  heard  the  Minister  of  Public  Works 
and  others,  and  I  think  I  am  right 
and  justified  in  saying  that  the  consensus 
of  opinion  of  those  who  have  gone  over 
the  road — those  who  are  skilled  and  those 
who  are  not — is  that  the  road  has  been 
well  built  and  is  an  excellent -road,  a  bet- 
rer  road  than  the  one  which  was  taken  as 
a  pattern ;  a  road  which  in  all  respects 
commends  itself  to  engineers  as  a 
better  road  than  any  which  crosses  the 
continent,  and  a  road  which  any  engineer 
would  pronounce  as  a  first-class  road.  As 
regards  the  particular  objection  as  to  grades 
and  curves,  I  will  read  to  the  House  a 
very  admirable  and  clear  statement  made 
by  Mr.  Van  Home,  the  vice-president  of  the 
road,  which  establishes  to  my  mind  that 
the  road  which  has  been  constructed  by  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Co.  is  a  better  line 
than  the  one  which  was  taken  as  a  pattern 
for  it — ^that  is  the  Union  Pacific.  I  can- 
not possibly  put  the  argument  in  clearer 


terms  than  it  is  stated  by  Mr.  Van  Home. 
He  says : — 

Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,! 
Montreal,  19th  June,  1885.  j 

The  contract  between  the  Government  and 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  pro- 
vides that  the  Union  Pacific  Railway  shall  be 
taken  as  an  ''approximate  standard,"  whereby 
the  quality  and  character  of  the  railway,  and 
of  the  materials  used  in  construction  thereof, 
and  of  the  equipment  thereof  may  be  regu- 
lated ; "  and  this  clause  was  interpreted  by  a 
subsequent  letter  as  meaning  the  Union 
Pacific  Railway  as  it  was  when  accepted  by 
the  United  States  Government  in  1873. 

It  is  claimed  by  the  parties  to  the  contract 
on  the  part  of  the  Company  that  in  referring  ta 
the  Union  Pacific  Railway,  they,  and  the 
Government  as  well,  had  in  mind  the  entire- 
line  between  Omaha  and  San  Francisco^the 
entire  line  being  commonly  known  in  Canada 
and  the  east  as  the  Union  Pacific,  and  the 
technical  difference  between  the  sections  east 
and  west  of  Ogden  being  little  understood  by 
thepublic. 

However  this  may  have  been,  the  clause  in 
the  contract  fixing  the  standard  has  always 
been  understood  by  the  company  as  referring 
to  the  general  character  of  tne  railway  in  res- 
pect of  gradients,  curvature,  track,  bridges, 
rolling  stock  and  appurtenances^  but  not  as 
providing  that  the  maximum  trades  or 
curves  should  in  no  cases,  and  under  no  cir- 
cumstances exceed  the  maximum  of  theUnion 
Pacific,  and  the  Company  confidently  assert 
that  in  all  respects  the  Canadian  Pacific  is 
superior  to  the  standard  named,  and  parUcw 
larly  in  the  matter  of  gradients. 

While  it  is  no  doubt  true  that  the  maximum 
gradients  on  the  Union  Pacific  Railway  at 
tlie  present  time  do  not  exceed  90  feet  to  the 
mile,  it  is  also  true  that  gradients  of  116  feet 
to  the  mile  were  used  in  the  original  construc- 
tion of  that  railway,  and  that  curves  of  10 
degrees  or  more  were  also  used. 

To  what  extent  these  had  been  reduced  in 
1873, 1  have  no  data  at  hand  to  show,  but  for^ 
this  comparison  we  are  willing  to  take  the 
Union  Pacific  as  it  exists  to-day. 

That  railway  from  Omaha  to  Cheyenne, 
515  miles,  has  lieht  gradients,  corresponding 
to  those  on  our  line  for  957  miles  west  of 
Winnij>eg.  Prom  Cheyenne  to  Ogden,  the 
remaining  517  miles  of  the  Union  Pacific^  or' 
50  pr  cent,  of  its  entire  length,  gradients  of 
90  feet  per  mile  are  scattered  throughout. 

On  that  part  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way constructed  by  the  Company,  the  maxi- 
mum permanent  gradient  from'  Callander  to 
Port  Arthur,  653  miles,  and  for  957  miles 
west  from  Winnipeg,  is  52^  feet  to  the  mile. 
Then  comes  a  pection  of  120  miles,  with 
several  permanent  gradients  of  116  feet  to  the 
mile ;  beyond  this  a  section  of  113  miles,  with 
several  gradients  of  66  feet,  and  finally  65 
miles,  with  the  minimum  gradients  52^  feet 
to  the  mile. 
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The  maximuTD  j^rade  section  on  the  Gana- 
<diaa  Pacific  is  therefore  embraced  within  a 
distance  equal  to  only  6  per  cent,  of  the  main 
line  built  by  the  company,  while  the  maxi- 
mum grade  section  of  the  Union  Pacific  covers 
^0  per  cent,  of  ito  entire  distance.  And  even 
if  the  Canadian  Pacific  mazimnm  grade  hcc- 
tion  is  made  to  include  tbe  section  embracing 
the  66  feet  grades,  or  all  above  52}^o  ^^^  ^  the 
mile,  it  will  amount  to  only  12  per  cent,  of 
the  main  line  built  by  the  Company. 

Assuming  that  double  the  power  is  required 
to  move  a  given  load  over  a  grade  of  116  feet 
that  is  required  over  a  grade  of  90  feet  (and 
the  difference  is  not  nearly  so  great),  it  will 
readily  be  seen  that  the  advantage  is  largely 
in  favor  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  nail  way,  by 
reason  of  its  concentration  of  grades  on  a 
ehort  section,  and  that  a  siven  average  ex- 
penditure ot  power  per  mile  of  railway  will 
move  a  much  greater  load  over  the  entire 
length  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  than 
over  the  Union  Pacific  j  and  even  if  we  take 
for  the  purpose  of  comparison  a  section  of  the 
Canadian  racific  extending  eastwards  from 
Savona's  Ferry  1,032  miles  (the  Union  Pacific 
distance)  and  including  the  heavy  erade  sec- 
tion, the  comparison  will  still  be  largely  in 
favor  of  the  Canadian  Pacific,  whose  maxi- 
mum grade  section  would  be  12  per  cent,  of 
the  1032  miles,  and  the  section  embracing 
grades  exceeding  62A  feet  to  the  mile  less 
Uban  24  per  cent.;  ana  although  such  a  com- 
parison would  be  decidedly  unfair  to  the 
Canadian  Pacific,  it  is  clear  that  the 
same  average  expenditure  of  power  would 
move  more  tons  over  this  section  than  over 
the  entire  length  of  the  Union  Pacific. 

Alreighttrain  startingfrom  Montreal  for  the 
Pacific  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  will 
require  assistance  ascending  but  one  grade, 
namely,  that  of  the  east  slope  of  theSelkirks, 
and  a  freight  train  starting  from  the  Pacific 
terminus  for  Montreal  will  require  assistance 
in  only  two  places ;  namely,  the  ascent  of  the 
west  sloped  the  Selkirks,  and  the  west  slope 
of  the  Rocky  Mountains ;  and  the  two  grades 
coming  eastwards  are  in  the  direction  of  the 
lightest  trans-continental  traffic. 

The  line  over  which  the  same  expenditure 
of  power  will  move  the  greatest  tonnage  is 
surely  the  superior  line  in  respect  of  gra- 
dients, and  this  is  governed  not  so  much  by 
the  maximum  gradients  as  by  their  distribu- 
tion. • 

A  line  100  miles  in  length  with  a  sinde 
gradient  o(  say  160  feet  to  the  mile  for  five 
miles  is  far  superior  to  a  line  of  100  miles 
with  gradients  of  fifty  feet  to  the  mile,  aggre- 
gating five  miles  in  length,  but  scattered 
along  at  intervals.  In  the  latter  case  an 
average  locomotive  could  haul  but  twenty 
loadeo  cars  over  the  entire  line,  while  on  the 
line  with  the  siiiele  heavy  erade  an  average 
locomotive  could  haul  fifty  cars  over 
ninety-five  miles  of  it8  length,  but  would  re- 
quire' locomotive  assistance  up  the  heavy 
grade  of  five  miles, and  even  if  this  assistance 
should  be  equivalent  to  the  use  of  a  locomo- 

HoN.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


tive  for  100  miles  on  a  level  line,  the  advan- 
tage of  the  line  with  the  single  heavy  grade  is 
obvious,  notwithstanding  its  maximum  grar 
dient  is  three  times  as  ereat,  and  no  en^neer 
will  deny  that  it  is  infinitely  superior  in  the 
matter  of  gradients  to  the  line  with  light  but 
scattered  grades.  This  is  an  extreme  case, 
but  it  will  serve  to  illustrate  the  theory  upon 
which  the  company  has  proceeded — theory 
which  is  stated  by  an  eminent  engineer,  Mr. 
Hermann  Haupt,  in  the  following  words : — 

*^  If  the  maximum  resistances  can  be  con- 
centrated at  one  point,  and  overcome  at  once 
with  the  aid  of  assistant  engines,  while  lighter 
gradients  in  favor  of  the  direction  of  the  ton- 
nage prevail  on  all  the  rest  of  the  route,  the 
line  will  be  operated  cheaply ;  but  if  the  max- 
imum resistances  are  scattered  over  the  whole 
line  at  intervals  more  or  less  remote,  the 
operation  will  be  expensive."  And  this 
theory  is  clearly  demonstrated  by  Mr. 
Arthur  Wellington ,  C.  B.,  in  his  treatise  «*  On 
the  economical  Theorv  of  the  Location  of 
Railways,"  and  is  sustained  by  every  modem 
railway  engineer  of  any  standing. 

There  can  be  no  question  as  to  the  practi- 
cability of  grades  of  116  feet  to  the  mile. 
Such  trades  may  be  found  on  the  Baltimore 
and  Ohio  and  other  important  Americao 
lines  carrying  a  heavy  traffic,  and  the  Central 
Pacific,  the  most  profitable  of  all  the  Pacific 
railways,  has  many  such,  combined  with  cur- 
vature up  to  12  de^ees ;  and  there  is  no  line 
between  the  Atlantic  and  the  Pacific  on  which 

frades  of  116  feet  and  upwards  and  curves  of 
0  degrees  and  upwards  do  not  occur. 

With  reference  to  curvature,  I  bee  to  say 
curves  of  10  decrees  only  occur  on  the  Can- 
adian Pacific  Detween  the  summit  of  the 
Rocky  Mountains  and  the  foot  of  the  west 
slope  of  the  Selkirks,  all  being  embraced 
within  a  distance  of  116  miles,  except  for  a 
short  distance  at  Eamloope  Lake,  and 
wherever  curves  and  grades  occur  together, 
the  latter  are  equated  to  the  curvature.  On 
all  the  rest  of  the  line  built  bv  the  Company, 
the  curvature  is  very  easy  and  it  will  compare 
favorabljr  in  this  respect  with  Ri\y  long  line  on 
this  continent. 

Curves  of  10  degrees  and  upwards  are  not 
uncommon  on  some  of  the  very  b<;st  American 
Railways.  They  may  be  found  on  such  lines 
as  the  rennsylvania,  and  the  Baltimore  and 
Ohio  lines  running  the  very  fastest  trains  and 
carrying  the  heaviest  tonnage  of  any  on  this 
Continent. 

In  considering  the  general  character  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  as  compared  with 
the  Union  Pacific,  it  should  be  remembered 
that  the  former  is  laid  with  steel  rails 
throughout,  rails  weighing  66,  60  and  70 
pounds  to  the  yard,  while  the  Union  Pacific 
was  laid  with  60  pound  iron  rails. 

The  embankments  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
have  not  in  any  case  been  made  less  than  14 
feet  in  width  at  formation  level,  and  the  earth 
cuttings  22  feet,  while  on  the  Union  Pacific 
they  were  12  and  20  feet  respectively. 

The  rock  cuttings  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
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are  22  feet  wide,  while  those  on  the  Union 
Pacific  in  1873  were,  and  are  yet,  to  a  large 
extent,  only  16  feet.  The  structures  of  all 
kinds  oD  the  Canadian  Pacific  are  far  superior 
to  those  on  the  Union  Pacific,  ^tot  one  iron 
bridge  was  used  in  the  original  construction 
of  the  Union  Pacific,  and  I  can  state  from  mj 
personal  knowledge  that  not  more  than  one 
nad  been  built  on  that  line  up  to  July,  1874. 
In  a  letter  from  the  United  States  Commis- 
eionerof  Railways,  it  is  stated  that  more  than 
three-tourths  of  the  whole  length  of  truss 
bridging  on  the  Union  Pacific  is  constructed 
of  iron  of  excellent  design,  &c.  On  the 
Canadian  Pacific  every  truss  bridge  between 
Montreal  and  the  summit  of  the  Rocky  Moun- 
tains is  of  iron  or  steel,  except  on  the  section 
built  by  the  Government  between  Thunder 
Bay  and  Winnipeg,  and  the  iron  bridges  built 
by  the  Company  are  at  least  50  per  cent. 
heavier  than  are  those  of  correspondm^  spans 
on  the  Union  Pacific,  and  I  do  not  hesitate  to 
assert  from  the  knowledge  I  have  of  the  Union 
Pacific,  that  there  is  more  first  class  bridge 
masonry  on  the  two  hundred  miles  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  between  Port  Arthur  and 
the  Pic  River,  than  on  the  entire  line  of  the 
Union  Pacific. 

(Sgd.)        W.  C.  VAN  HORNE, 
Viee-PreHdenU 

Now,  I  think  although  that  comes  from 
an  officer  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
there  is  a  tone  of  certainty  and  truth- 
fulness about  it  that  impress  themselves 
upon  the  mind,  and  I  have  no  doubt  the 
statements  there  are  correct,  and  I  say 
and  know  that  they  corroborate  the  opin- 
ions of  those  who  have  traversed  the  line, 
and  I  am  confident  I  can  say  with  great 
accuracy  and  truthfulness  that  the  road  is 
superior  to  the  line  which  was  taken  as  a 
model — the  Union  Pacific — that  we  have 
got  a  better  road  than  the  Union  Pacific 
by  many  degrees,  and  where  fault  is 
found  with  the  grades  and  curves  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  those  who  find 
fault  do  so  without  appreciating  the  argu- 
ment I  now  produce  to  the  House  that 
the  difference  between  two  roads  where 
the  curves  are  scattered  through  the  entire 
length,  or  a  considerable  portion  of  the 
length,  and  a  road  where  the  line  runs 
straight  for  the  best  part  of  the 
whole  length,  with  easy  grades, 
and  the  curves  and  the  heavy 
grades  are  all  concentrated  within  a  small 
percentage  of  the  road  at  one  end — 
the  second  road  is  better  for  many  reasons 
than  the  first — better  for  the  reasons  given 
by  Mr.  Van  Home,  because  it  is  capable 
of  being  more  economically  worked  and 
H3 


enables  the  company  to  earn  more  and 
pay  better  dividends. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— Has  my  hon. 
friend's  attention  been  directed  to  the 
fact  that  Sir  Henry  Tyler,  the  President  of 
the  rival  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company, 
has  given  his  opinion  as  to  the  character 
of  the  road,  expressing  it  in  the  very  high- 
est terms  ?  I  notice  that  that  has  been 
the  case  since  his  return  from  the  Rocky 
Mountains. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
had  not  noticed  it,  and  I  am  very  much 
obliged  to  my  hon.  friend  for  adding  that 
to  the  evidence  that  I  have  submitted  to 
the  House  as  to  the  character  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  That  was  the 
second  objection — which  I  gathered 
from  the  discussions  elsewhere,  and 
from  the  papers — taken  to  the  proposal 
which  is  now  before  the  House.  Another 
objection  which  is  taken  is  that  the  Syndi- 
cate has  made  enormous  gain  on  the  stock 
transactions  j  that  they  have  made  such  an 
arrangement  that  they  have  got  the  money 
deposited  with  the  Government  for 
the  purpose  of  paying  dividends  for  years 
to  come;  that  they  have  taken 
large  amounts  of  stock  at  a  very  small 
price  themselves,  and  that  the  divi- 
dends which  they  have  thus  secured 
afford  an  enormous  return  for  the  money 
invested.  I  was  sorry  to  see  when  that 
was  being  dealt  with  in  another  place 
the  comparison,  as  it  seems  to  me,  was  not 
made  in  a  fair  spirit,  the  whole  of  the 
facts  were  not  brought  out.  The  amount 
of  stock  which  the  syndicate  have  acquired 
in  this  road,  we  all  know,  has  cost  them 
$10,000,000.  For  the  first  $5,000,000 
they  paid  par";  the  other  $20,000,000  stock 
they  bought  at  25  per  cent.  The  whole 
cost  of  the  $25,000,000  stock  is  $10,000,- 
000. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK — Amounting  to 
40  cts.  on  the  dollar. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Forty 
cts.  on  the  dollar.  That  is  what  the  stock 
cost  them  altogether.  Now,  in  the  com- 
parison elsewhere  the  second  item  only  is 
taken  into  consideration,  and  it  has  been 
pointed  out  that  they  have  been  making 
1 2  per  cent  on  their  money  because  they 
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got  $20,000,000  at  25  cts.  on  the  dollar. 
That  is  true,  but  nothing  is  said  about  the 
other  $5,000,000  for  which  they  paid  par, 
and  it  seems  to  me  a  very  unfair  mode  of 
presenting  the  question  for  consideration. 
It  is  true  that  if  you  confine  yourself  sim- 
ply to  the  stock  for  which  they  paid  25 
cts.  on  the  dollar  the  dividends  will  give 
them  12  per  cent.,  but  if  you  add  the 
$5,000,000  for  which  they  paid  par  they 
would  not  get  12,  but  7^  percent  It 
seems  to  me  a  spirit  of  fairness  would 
have  induced  one  to  have  laid  it  before 
the  public  in  its  full  light,  so  that  a  fair 
estimate  might  have  been  formed  of  the 
result  of  the  whole  transaction,  and  not  to 
have  chosen  one  particular  portion  of  their 
transactions,  and  then  to  have  said  that  on 
the  money  they  had  invested  they  got 
twelve  per  cent.  They  have  had  seven 
per  cent,  upon  the  money — 7  per  cent 
because  the  whole  $25,000,000  cost  them 
$10,000,000,  and  because  the  dividend 
which  they  have  received  amounted  to 
only  7  per  cent  and  a  fraction  upon  that 
Why  should  they  not  get  7  per  cent.  ? 
Surely  no  person  familiar  with  transactions 
of  a  similar  kind  would  grudge  for  a 
moment  that  in  an  enterprise  of  this 
enormous  risk  the  company  should  get 
7  per  cent  on  their  money  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— Could  the  hon. 
gentleman  say  whether  the  latter  part  of 
the  stock  that  was  taken  at  25  cents  on 
the  dollar  was  on  the  market,  and  how 
long,  and  what  amount  has  been  offered, 
and  if  there  were  any  offers  on  the  part  of 
the  public  to  take  it  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I  do 
not  know  that  there  were  offers  on 
the  part  of  the  public  to  take  that  $20,- 
000,000,  I  have  not  heard  anything  of  it ; 
but  we  all  know  this,  that  this  stock  taken 
together  cost  them  40  cents.  They  have 
bought  some  since,  which  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Niagara  says  has  cost  them  42 
cents.  We  know  this,  however,  that  any 
person  who  has  desired  to  get  stock  in  the 
road  up  to  within  the  last  day  or  two 
could  have  got  it  at  42  cents. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— And  at  one  time 
they  might  have  had  it  at  34  or  35  cents. 

Hon.    Sir    ALEX.     CAMPBELL— 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL 


Nothing  has  been  obtained  by  the  com- 
pany which  the  whole  world  could  not 
have  got,  and  why  should  there  be  that 
jealousy  of  the  company  getting  that  which 
anybody  else  could  have  got  if  they  had 
chosen  to  go  into  the  market  for  it  ?  Why 
should  they  be  abused  for  buying  at  40 
cents  in  the  dollar  that  which  you,  or  I, 
or  anybody  else  could  go  into  the  market 
and  buy  on  the  same  terms  ?  The  effect 
of  such  statements  is  to  prejudice  the 
company  in  a  way  that  they  ought  not  ta 
be  exposed  to.  Then  after  pointing  out 
the  enormous  gains  which  the  company 
had  made  out  of  this  contract,  and  as  ta 
which,  as  I  explained  to  the  House, 
the  assertion  is  made  "you  have  got  a 
large  sum  deposited  at  your  credit  for  the 
purpose  of  paying  interest,  why  not  take 
that  and  finish  the  road  without  coming 
to  Parliament  for  more  money  ?  "  That 
was  the  suggestion  used,  and  which  was 
put  in  the  shupe  of  a  resolution  in  the 
other  House  as  follows : — 

<'  Canada,  in  the  contract  with  the  Cana- 
dian Pacific  Railway  Company,  gave  the 
coniDany  vast  aids,  which  were  declared  to  be 
ample  and  final ;  Canada,  in  1884,  fave  the 
company  great  additional  aids,  which  were 
again  declared  to  be  ample  and  final ;  the 
shareholders  of  the  company  have  already 
divided  among  themselves  about  $7,000,00*6 
in  dividends,  and  have  on  deposit  with  the 
Government  about  $14,000,000  more,  to  pro- 
vide future  dividends  for  themj^elves  for  over 
eight  years  to  come,  while  they  afl[irm  that 
the  railway  will  be  profitable  from  the  day  of 
its  opening;  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
the  shareholders,  if  they  desire  more  monej 
lor  their  operations,  should  propose  to  utilize 
their  deposit  for  future  dividends  instead  of 
Hsking  Canada  to  impair  its  existing  securi- 
ties to  make  large  iurther  advances,  and  to 
allow  the  enterprise  to  be  charged  wilb 
$15,000,000  additional  capital,  the  interest 
upon  which  must  be  borne  by  the  trade  of 
this  country." 

There  is  a  proposition  which  I  am 
amazed  to  see  presented  to  parliament. 
It  is  a  proposition  to  break  faith  with  the 
persons  to  whom  this  $14,000,000  is 
pledged,  not  only  by  the  faith  of  the 
country  but  by  a  contract  of  the  most 
formal  kind — a  contract  not  only  between 
the  parties  concerned  and  the  Gov- 
ernment alone,  but  in  which  a  third 
party  comes  in — ^the  Bank  of  MontreaL 
Now  whom  are  we  dealing  with  ?  We  are 
not  dealing  with  two  or  three  people. 
We  are  not  dealing  merely  with  the  corn- 
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pany  in  this  respect ;  but  we  are  dealing 
with  the  immense  body  of  shareholders 
who  hold  the  stock  of  the  company — per- 
sons living  in  parts  of  this  continent, 
in  parts  of  England  and  Scotland,  and 
in  many  parts  of  the  continent — Germany 
and  France.  I  have  not  counted  the 
number  of  names,  but  I  hold  in  my  hand 
a  list  of  the  stockholders  showing  their 
names  and  amounts. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ — They  number  1200 
persons. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL—I 
have  the  list  of  shareholders  here  at 
length. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Does  the,  list 
show  how  much  each  shareholder  holds  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^-Yes. 
The  aggregate  is  that  in  England  $40,000,- 

000  of  this  stock  is  held  ;  in  the  United 
States  $10,000,000,  and  in  Canada  $15,- 
000,000.  Here  is  the  faith  of  the  country, 
not  only  the  moral  faith  of  the  country, 
but  the  written  obligation,  signed  and 
sealed,  of  the  country  and  the  Bank  of 
Montreal  to  those  people  living  all  over 
the  world  to  pay  them  their  interest  at  the 
rate  mentioned,  3  per  cent. — a  solemn 
contract  binding  not  only  in  honor  but  in 
law,  and  yet  this  resolution  which  is  pro- 
posed elsewhere  suggests  that  this  money 
which  is  deposited  for  the  purpose  of  car- 
rymg  out  this  obligation  should  be  used 
for  the  purpose  of  finishing  the  railway. 
If  that  suggestion  were  carried  out  where 
would  the  faith  and  honor  of  the 
country  be?  That  is  the  second 
objection.      Now    the     thurd     objection 

1  alluded  to  for  a  moment  in  my 
earlier  remarks  was  that  we  were  weaken- 
ing our  security ;  that  we  now  stand  with 
a  security  which  is  first  and  alone  for  the 
$30,000,000 ;  and  by  the  change  which 
the  Bill  proposes  we  are  agreeing  to  stand 
first  with  only  part  of  our  debt,  that  is, 
with  $20,000,000,  and  that  therefore 
we  are  weakening  our  security.  I  do 
not  think  so.  If  the  $15,000,000 
which  we  are  admitting  part  passu 
to  come  in  with  us  were  not  to  be  expend 
ed  on  the  road  ;  if  it  were  to  be  expended 
elsewhere,  and  put  into  some  other  in- 
vestment, then  it  would  be  true  that  we 


are  weakening  our  security  ;  but  if  those 
$15,000,000  are  to  be  expended  as  this 
BiU    provides,   on    the    railway,   in   im- 
proving  the    railway  itself,  then    I    say 
we    do    not    weaken    our   security,   but 
on  the  contrary  we  are  strengthening  our 
security  by  making  it  more  valuable  than 
it  was  before.     We  are  not  weakening  it 
but  adding  to  it  by  the  $15,000,000,  al- 
though we  are  diminishing  our  claim  upon  it 
by  $10,000,000.  Then  as  tothe$  10,000,000 
we  have  the  security  of  the  land,  and  I  da 
not  think  we  are  weakening  that  security 
in  a  way  that  could  be  objected  to.     The 
House  will  bear  in  mind  that  it  is  neces- 
sary to  give  some  relief  to  this  company. 
We  do  not  want  to  stop  now  when  we  are 
within  a  few  months  of  the  completion  of 
a  gigantic  enterprise  of  this  kind,  in  which 
Canada  is  so  much  interested,  and  which 
promises  a  future  of  such  grandeur  to  the 
country;  and  the  question  now  is,  how 
are  we  to  give  this  assistance  ?    Will  any- 
body point  out  a  better  way  of  doing  it  ? 
Can  anybody  point  out  any  other  mode  of 
giving  security  which  is   better  than  this, 
or  presents   more  advantageous  features 
than  this  one  ?     I  do  not  know  of  any. 
Under  this  system  we  make  no  further  ad- 
vance of  money  except  this  loan  of  $5,000,- 
000.     There  is  no  giving  any  additional 
sum.     We  do  not  propose  to  pay  them 
anything    more    for    the    road    than  we 
agreed    originally,     and     for     the     loan 
we    take    security.     Can    there   be    any 
doubt  as  to  the  security  for  the  $5,000,- 
000,  when  we  have  $8,000,000  of  bonds^ 
$35,000,000    secured    on  3,300  miles  of 
railway  now  doing  very  well,  and  holding 
forth  the  strongest  promise  of  doing  better 
in  the  futuie  ?     Even  taking  it  at  the  mile- 
age rate  it  is  only  $10,000  a  mile,  and 
everbody  knows  that  is  not  a  large  sum  to 
pledge  a  railway  to  pay,  and  looking  at 
the  prospect  of  this  railway,  I  think  any 
doubt  on  the  subject  will  vanish.      The 
prospects  of  the  road,  I  think,  are  exceed- 
ingly good.     If  the  House  will  hear  with 
me  a  moment  I  will  point  out  what  have 
been  the  transactions   of   the    company 
during  the  past  year.     In  1883,  the  earn- 
ings of  the  road  were    $5,423,000,   and 
their  expenses  were  $4,862,000,    showing 
a  net  gain  of  $561,000.      In   1884,  their 
earnings  were  $5,750,000,   and  their  ex- 
penses were  $4,558,000,  showing  a  net 
gain  of  $1,191,000  in  round    numbers 
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There  was  a  step  in  one  year  of  from  half 
a  million  to  $1,191,000.  Now,  we  have 
a  return,  as  it  happens,  of  the  earnings  of 
the  road  for  the  first  six  months 
of  the  present  year.  As  I  have  said,  the 
gross  earnings  in  1884  were  $5,750,000; 
the  gross  earnings  between  the  first  of 
January  and  the  30th  June  of  the  present 
yearwere  $3,317,965.  The  gross  earnings 
during  the  same  period  of  last  year  were 
$2,098,000,  showing  an  increase  for  the 
first  six  months  of  this  year  over  the  same 
period  of  last  year  of  $1,219,920,  or  say 
about  60  per  cent,  of  an  increase. 

Hon.     Mr.     HAYTHORNE— Some 
part  of  that  was  for  the  transport  of  mili- 

\rAG  onH   mAti 


tary  stores  and  men. 


Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— It 
was ;  and  although  that  was  a  source  of 
profit,  there  is  no  reason  to  apprehend 
that  there  will  not  be  other  sources  of 
profit  in  the  future  as  there  will  be 
immigrants  to  carry,  as  numerous  and 
as  profitable  as  the  transport  of  the 
soldiers  and  military  stores  this  year.  I 
do  not  know  either  whether  the  whole  of 
the  traffic  for  even  those  purposes  has 
gone  into  these  accounts,  because  a 
considerable  portion  of  that  earning  is 
held  over  by  the  Government  How- 
ever, it  may  have  all  gone  in,  but 
if  all  the  earnings  have  gone  in  firom 
that  source,  I  do  not  think  we  should 
lay  too  much  stress  upon  it  I  am 
quite  willing  to  attach  a  certain  amount 
of  importance  to  it,  but  not  too  much, 
because  I  think  there  is  every  reason  to 
expect  that  business  as  profitable  and  of 
a  more  pleasant  description,  and  more 
useful  to  the  country,  will  follow  in  other 
years. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.  C.)— Does 
that  return  show  what  portions  of  the 
road  gave  that  revenue  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^No, 
it  is  over  the  whole  road.  Thb  sixty  per 
cent  of  an  increase  in  the  earnings  during 
the  last  six  months  over  the  previous 
year  if  continued  through  the  year, 
added  to  the  gross  earnings  of  1884, 
would  make  the  gross  earnings  for  1885, 
$9,200,000.  Taking  the  working  expen- 
ses at  seventy  per  cent,  and  the  statements 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL, 


of  this  year  show  that  they  are  running  the 
road  for  70  per  cent  of  its  earnings,  the  net 
gain  during  this  year  will  be  $2,700,000. 
If  I  am  right  there,  and  seeing  the  strides 
that  this  road  has  made  since  1883,  if  they 
go  on  in  the  same  ratio  as  they  have  done 
up  to  now,  the  road  is  likely  to  be  a  very 
profitable  investment 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Do  I  under- 
stand my  hon.  friend  to  say  that  the  traffic 
receipts  he  has  mentioned  were  for  the 
line  and  its  branches,  or  merely  for  the 
main  line  ? 

Hon.    Sir    ALEX.    CAMPBELL  — 
From  the  whole  system.     It  is  taken  fi-om 
accounts  published   in   the    newspapers. 
From  this  statement  it  will  be  seen  that 
there  is  no  reasonable  doubt  that  the 
security  for  the  $35,000,000  is  good  and 
ample,  and  we  run  no  risk  whatever  in 
advancing  the  company  $5,000,000  on 
$8,000,000  of  the  bonds.     It  is  certain 
that  it  will  be  repaid  to  us  on  the  ist 
of   July   next,   and  we   will    have    ren- 
dered assistance  to  an  enterprise   which 
deserves  our  assistance  and  with  which 
the  interests  and  future   of  the  country 
are    deeply    involved.      We   shall    have 
rendered  that  assistance  in  the  best  pos- 
sible way,  with  the  least  possible  risk,  and 
with  the  smallest  expenditure  of  money. 
Now,  supposing  everything  goes  to  the 
worst — ^and  there  are  prophets  of  evil  who 
always  look  at  things  in  that  light — sup- 
posing everything  goes  as  they  prophesy, 
and  we  are  obliged  to  take  the  road,  or  it 
has  to  be  dealt  with  for  the  purpose    of 
realizing  upon  it  the  amount  of  obligations 
that  has  been  incurred ;  where  would  we 
stand  then  ?    We  stand  with  a  complete 
and  perfect  security  on  a  road  of  3,300 
miles     at    $10,000    a    mile    only,     and 
yielding  such    returns    as    I    speak    of, 
and  with  the  prospect  of  a  future  such  as 
one  would  anticipate  from  the  figures  I 
have  given.  Supposing  the  whole  cost  of  the 
road  is  $100,000,000,  and  that  the  revenue 
does  not  advance  even  so  rapidly  as  I  have 
pointed  out  in  that  statement,  but  that  we 
have  a  revenue  firom  it  of  $2,400,000, 
there  would  then  be  an  annual  deficit  of 
$1,600,000,  and  we  should  be  obliged  to 
pay  it.      What  should  we  have  gained  ? 
We    should    have  gained    for   a  deficit 
of  $1,600,000  this  great  railway  extend- 
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ing  from  ocean  to  ocean ;  we  should 
have  done  a  great  deal  towards  settling  up 
the  North- West ;  we  should  have  begun 
building  up  the  country  in  a  way  that  I 
do  not  think  any  other  nation  ever  was 
built  up,  and  we  should  have  a  strong 
probability  of  there  flowing  into  our  Noith- 
West  Territories  a  very  large  population, 
supposing  that  the  population  went  in 
there  at  the  rate  of  50,000  persons  per 
annum — ^it  is  not  a  very  large  calculation — 
supposing  there  were  50,000  persons  went 
in  there  every  year  for  five  years,  we 
should  have  at  the  end  of  that  time  a 
population  of  250,000  in  the  North- 
west Statistics  show  that  every  person  in 
that  country  pays  at  the  rate  of  $6  a  head  for 
taxation  on  customs  and  excise  alone.  At 
the  end  of  five  years  we  should  have 
250,000  people  in  there  paying  $6  a  head 
for  taxation,  so  that  if  you  taJce  it  in  that 
light  you  not  only  run  no  risk,  but  are 
certain  not  to  lose.  Ultimately  if  that 
population  goes  in  you  will  have  a  gain, 
even  if  you  have  a  large  deficit  in  the 
running  of  the  railway,  a  deficit  which  I 
have,  for  the  purpose  of  this  argument,  put 
at  $1,600,000  per  annum.  But  you  will 
have  250,000  of  a  population,  and  you 
will  gain  more  by  way  of  revenue  than 
you  have  lost  by  having  to  make  up  that 
deficit  in  the  running  of  the  railway. 
However,  the  more  likely  result  is  that  the 
road  will  pay.  Why  should  we  doubt,  if 
it  pays  so  well  in  its  incipient  stage,  as 
more  grain  is  produced  in  the  west,  and 
as  more  lumber  is  wanted,  and  all  the 
animation  and  business  and  life  of  a  new 
country  increases — why  should  we  doubt 
or  mistrust  that  this  road  will  pay?  I 
think  the  probabilities  are  that  the  road 
will  pay  handsomely,  but  if  it  does  not  pay 
the  interest  on  its  cost,  what  would  be  the 
loss  to  the  country  then  ? 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER- 
loan? 


-How  about  the 


Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
loan  will  be  repaid  if  the  enterprise  is  a  suc- 
cess, which  I  hope  and  believe  it  will  be. 
But  I  am  supposing  now  that  the  road  is  not 
a  success,  if  the  loan  is  not  repaid  there  will 
be  this  deficit ;  but  if  it  is  repaid  we  shall 
have  acquired  the  road  for  $55,000,000  in 
cash,  and  we  shall  have  built  up  a  new 
country  which  in  the  future  may  be  as 


populous,  and  perhaps  as  powerful  as 
Russia.  Why,  in  the  far  future, 
should  we  not  have  a  country  there  as 
powerful  and  as  wealthy  as  Russia  ?  The 
land  is  in  the  same  latitude  as  Russia ;  the 
country  produces  about  the  same  cereals 
as  Russia  does.  Russia  has  now  a  popu- 
lation of  80,000,000,  and  exports  $40,000,- 

000  in  cereals  alone,  and  what  is  there  to 
make  us  believe  that  the  North  West  may 
not  be  as  populous  and  wealthy,  and  do 
as  much  for  its  inhabitants  as  Russia,  and 
more? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— If  it  does  no  bet- 
ter than  Russia  it  is  a  pretty  poor  thing. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I  am 
astonished  at  the  remark  of  the  hon. 
gentleman.  Russia  has  80,000,000  inhabi- 
tants. If  we  get  80,000,000  inhabitants 
into  our  North  West  shall  we  not  then  have 
done  a  great  work  for  this  country  ?  Will 
not  those  who  succeed  us  say  that  we  were 
strong  of  purpose,  resolute  of  heart,  big 
enough  in  our  ideas  to  take  the  steps  which 
are  necessary  to  build  up  a  new  country  ? 

1  think  it  is  as  true  in  this  as  in  everything, 
that  a  nerveless,  hopeless  arm  will  never 
build  up  a  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Or  decrying  it 
either. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— It 
requires  a  belief  in  the  future  of  the 
country,  and  a  vigor  that  has  been  shown 
by  this  Administration,  to  accomplish  a 
great  national  object  such  as  this. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  administra- 
tion has  shown  great  energy  in  building  up 
a  public  debt  anyway. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— And 
we  have  something  to  show  for  the  debt, 
as  I  have  endeavored  to  point  out  to  the 
House.  There  is  one  other  statement 
which  I  desire  to  submit  to  hon.  gentle- 
men, and  it  is  with  reference  to  the  six 
and  a  half  million  dollars  which  is  now  the 
floating  debt  of  the  company.  I  desire 
to  satisfy  the  House  how  this  six  and 
a  half  millions  of  debt  was  incurred.  A 
statement  was  prepared,  which  was  used 
in  the  first  place  by  Hon.  Mr.  Pope  in  the 
other  branch  of  parliament,  showing  how 
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the  six  and  a  half  millions  is  made  up. 
This  statement,  in  order  that  all  may  ap- 
pear together,  I  will  read  to  the  House. 

Statement  showing  the  services  which  occasioned 
the  floating  debt  contracted  by  the  company 
in  1884,  as  shown  by  their  accounts,  books,  ftc. 

Dbtails.         Total. 
Expenditure   not 

covered  by  estimates — 

Callander  to  Port  Ar- 
thur, construction . .  $   918,917  26 

Red  River  to  Savona's 
Ferry  construction..    1,117,040  68 

Rolling  stock 717,737  77 

$2,107,696  66 

Port  Arthur  to  Winni- 
peg construction. . . .  758,769  67 


Construction  of 
branches  west  of  Cal- 
lander  $   706,77228 

Improvementson  Pem- 
bina Branch 130,435  80 

$   836,208  08 
Lees  bonus  on  South- 
western Branch. . . .       200,000  00 

Lake  steamers 

Expenditure  west  of 
Callander 

Montreal  to  Callander 
(main  Une) $   736,368  83 

Branch  east  of  Cal- 
lander           72, 276  26 

Expenditure  on  works, 
Montreal  to  Port 
Moody 

Administering  land 
grant 109,437  59 

Expenses  of  London 
office,  handling 
stores,  &c 230,096  63 

Fire  insurance  pre- 
mium 3  years  in  ad- 
vance        122,76362 

%   462,297  84 
Less  receipts  on  land 
sales 305,66900 


$2,866,465  33 


636,208  08 
145,118  24 


$3,647,791  65 


808,645  09 


$4,456,436  74 


166,728  84 


Interest  and  exchange       443,761 19 

do     on  land  grant 

bonds 100,41095 

Deposit  on  guarantee 

fund 147,136  87 


Expended  out  of  com- 
pany's funds  on  con- 
nections, &c 


$4,613^165  58 

691,315  01 
1,890,334  00 


Less  receipts  from 
town  sites,  munici- 
pal bonuses,  and 
net  earnings 


$7,194,815  49 


299,353  00 
$6,895,462,49 


Hon.  Sir  ALEX.   CAMPBELL. 


This  latter  amount,  $6,895,000,  is  the 
floating  debt  which  is  to  be  paid  out  of 
the  proceeds  of  these  bonds.  I  have 
now  accomplished  the  task  which  I  took 
upon  myself,  and  I  hope  I  have  made 
tolerably  clear  the  view  I  have  taken  of 
the  position  of  this  company  and  the 
character  of  the  change  which  the  Bill 
proposes  to  make;  and  I  think  I  can 
assure  the  House  that  that  change  will 
not  diminish  or  lessen  our  security  in  any 
way,  and  it  will  accomplish  great  good 
to  this  country,  by  enabling  us  to  finish  this 
gigantic  enterprise. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— As  no  other  hon. 
gentleman  appears  to  be  desirous  to  address 
the  House  I  shall  venture  to  say  a  few 
words  on  this  question.  I  am  in  earnest 
in  speaking  as  I  do,  because  this  is  a  sub- 
ject to  which  I  have  devoted  compara- 
tively little  attention,  and  I  have  not  made 
any  special  preparation  to  deal  with  the 
present  measure.  Under  these  circum- 
stances it  would  be  presumptuous  for  me 
to  undertake  to  follow  the  Minister  of 
Justice  through  the  carefully  prepared 
argument  which  he  has  delivered  to  the 
House,  fortified  as  it  has  been  with  state- 
ments from  the  officers  of  the  company. 
I  may  say  that  I  think  the  hoa  Minister 
has  put  the  case  for  the  Government  and 
for  the  company  far  better  than  that  case 
was  put  in  the  other  Chamber.  I  venture 
to  say  that,  with  all  respect  to  the  other 
Chamber,  and  I  regret  to  say  that  the  case 
for  the  other  side  is  not  going  to  be  put  in 
this  Chamber  as  it  has  been  put  elsewhere, 
or  as  it  ought  to  be  put  The  case 
against  the  company,  if  one  may  so  call  it, 
has  been  put  in  another  place  in  such  a 
way  that  not  even  the  hon.  Minister  who 
has  addressed  the  House  is  able  to  answer 
it  satisfactorily.  I  do  not  propose  to  go 
into  any  labored  argument  with  respect  to 
this  Bill  but  I  wish  to  lay  before  the 
House  some  of  the  things  which  strike 
me  as  being  remarkable  in  this  measure 
We  have  the  annual  report  of  the  presi- 
dent of  the  railway.  The  Hon.  Minister 
of  Justice  has  given  us  extracts  from 
that  report,  and  he  has  given 
us  other  information  in  the  same  direction. 
The  effect  of  the  report  of  the  president 
and  directors  of  ihe  company,  and  the 
tendency  of  the  information  which  the 
Minister  has  given  us  is  to  show  that  the 
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Pacific  Railway  Company  are  in  a  most 
admirable  condition.  The  President  shows 
that  their  liabilities  altogether  cannot 
amount  to  more  than  $106,000,000,  and 
he  shows  that  their  assets  amount  to  more 
than  double  that 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— What  are  they 
made  up  of? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentle- 
man has  the  report  before  him,  and  he  can 
satisfy  himself  as  to  the  details.  That  is 
the  fact ;  and  the  president  calls  the  atten- 
tion of  the  stockholders  and  of  the  public 
to  the  fact  that  the  affairs  of  the  company 
are  in  a  most  flourishing  condition.  He 
says  that  the  company's  fixed  liabilities 
amount  to  only  $3,000,000  a  year.  Under 
these  circumstances  it  is  singular  that  this 
company,  with  this  immense  property, 
with  their  magnificent  prospects,  should 
be  unable  to  pay  the  men  who  are  doing 
their  work  for  them,  and  that  they  should 
be  obliged  to  come  to  the  Government 
and  Parliament  to  ask  for  a  further 
advance  in  addition  to  the  large  advances 
made  last  year  to  meet  those  pressing 
demands. 

Hon.  Mr.  CARVELI^It  is  not  at  all 
strange  to  anyone  who  understands  com- 
mercial transactions. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— My  commercial 
transactions  have  not  been  large. 

Hon.  Mr.  CARVELL— If  the  hon. 
gentleman's  commercial  training  had  been 
at  all  in  keeping  with  his  other  training  he 
would  know  that  a  man  might  have  two 
dollars  to  one  away  up  in  the  millions,  and 
still  might  have  to  borrow  money.  It  is 
done  every  day.  His  assets  may  be  in  such 
a  position  that  they  cannot  be  realized  on 
at  the  moment 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  am  quite  aware 
that  companies  as  well  as  individuals  may 
have  very  large  properties  on  paper 
which  are  not  available  either  at  the 
present  time  or  at  any  future  time. 
We  are  asked  now  to  take  the  com- 
pany's statement  as  being  reliable,  and 
the  Minister  of  Justice  as  well  as  those 
who  supported  this  measure  in  the  other 
House,  took  the  same  ground,  and  if  we 


are  to  take  the  statement  of  the  President 
of  the  Company  as  being  correct  in  one 
part  we  have  a  right  to  take  it 
as  being  correct  in  the  other  part 
That  is  a  thing  that  would  surprise 
any  ordinary  person,  that  the  prospects  of 
this  Company  being  so  good,  they  should 
be  in  want  of  funds.  I  know  at  the  pre- 
sent time  money  is  a  drug  in  the  market 
It  is  very  abundant,  and  can  be  got  at  a 
very  low  rate  of  interest  We  know  that 
railway  companies  whose  properties  are 
not  very  valuable  can  succeed  in  borrow- 
ing money,  although  just  now  railway 
property,  at  least  Cansidian  railway  pro- 
perty and  United  States  railway  property, 
is  not  a  favorite  investment  Under  or- 
dinary circumstances  a  company  with  a 
property  such  as  this  should  have  no  diffi- 
culty in  raising  at  least  five  times  the 
amount  of  money  which  this  company  ask 
the  Government  to  lend  them,  and  the 
question  naturally  suggests  itself,  why  is 
this  powerful  company  with  its  valuable 
property,  and  with  its  magnificent  pros- 
pects, coming  again  to  us  for  help? 
I  think  that  a  little  consideration  of  the 
history  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
will  perhaps  throw  some  light  on  that 
point  In  the  first  place  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Co.  were  incorporated  for 
the  purpose  of  building  a  road  from  Port 
Moody,  in  British  Columbia,  to  Callander 
in  Ontario.  The  western  terminus  of  the 
road  was  provided  for  in  a  general  way  in 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Act  of  1874. 
It  was  provided  in  that  Statute  that  the 
western  terminus  should  be  fixed  by 
Order-in-Council.  The  Order-in-Council, 
which  has  the  force  of  law,  fixed  that  ter- 
minus at  Port  Moody.  Then  the  eastern 
terminus  was  to  be  at  Callander.  That 
was  the  portion  of  the  line  contracted  for, 
and  that  was  the  line  that  the  company 
undertook  to  build.  1  may  say  here  just 
by  way  of  parenthesis,  that  when  we  were 
discussing — if  the  House  will  excuse  me 
for  referring  to  a  previous  debate — an  in- 
quiry of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  New 
Westminster  (Mr.  Mclnnes)  I  said  that 
the  company  were  now  about  spendinc: 
$700,000  west  of  Port  Moody.  I  find  in 
the  report  of  the  President  for  the  last 
year  that  they  estimate  that  they  require 
during  the  current  year  the  sum  of  $760,- 
000  for  Coal  Harbor  and  English  Bay, 
building  docks,  tracks,  and  other  facilities 
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at  the  Pacific  terminus.  This  sum  is  really 
to  be  regarded  as  forming  part  of  the 
money  that  we  are  now  advancing  to  the 
company ;  and  I  think  it  altogether  im- 
proper and  indefensible  to  make  that 
advance  for  that  purpose.  I  just  make 
that  remark  en  passant^  as  to  the  western 
terminus.  Then  we  come  to  the  eastern 
end  of  the  road,  and  the  terminus  was  to 
have  been  at  Callander.  The  Minister 
says,  and  I  think  fairly  enough,  that  Cal- 
lander was  a  point  in  the  air,  it  was  not  a 
fitting  terminus  for  a  trans-continental 
railway.  Then  the  Minister  says  that 
Montreal  was  the  natural  terminus.  Well, 
I  grant  that ;  I  grant  that  Montreal  was  the 
proper  terminus.  What  this  country 
wanted  was  to  get  communication  between 
the  business  centres  of  the  east  and  the 
Pacific  Ocean — the  port  chosen  in  the 
Province  of  British  Columbia.  That 
was  what  the  country  was  interested 
in  getting.  That  was  what  the  country 
had  a  right  to  pay  for,  and  what  the 
company — I  submit  with  all  deference  to 
the  greater  business  knowledge  of  gentle- 
men around  me — ought  to  have  devoted 
their  energy  to  in  the  first  instance.  That 
was  a  task,  as  it  was  declared  at  the  time 
when  the  measure  was  before  Parliament, 
the  construction  of  the  road — that  would 
tax  the  energies  of  the  company  quite  suf- 
ficiently without  going  into  other  under- 
takings. Now  if  the  company  had  confin- 
ed themselves  to  the  work  that  they  un- 
dertook to  do  for  this  country  what  would 
the  position  have  been?  They  would 
have  been  in  a  position  to  have  gone  into 
the  money  markets  of  the  world  and  to 
have  pointed  to  the  liberal  money  subsidy 
they  were  getting,  the  large  land  grant  and 
all  the  other  advantages  that  they  had, 
and,  judging  from  the  experience  of  rail- 
way companies,  this  company  would  have 
had  no  difficulty  in  borrowing  in  the  Lon- 
don money  market  any  sum  of  money 
which  was  necessary  in  order  to  enable 
them  to  complete  their  work.  What  did 
the  company  do  ?  Instead  of  following 
that  business-like  course,  almost  the  first 
thing  they  did  when  they  got  organized 
was  to  take  a  course  which  could  have 
only  one  result :  they  immediately  began 
to  take  such  steps  as  to  excite  the  hostility 
of  other  companies  in  the  East.  They 
()egan  to  acquire  railways  in  the  East, 
which  had  no  direct  connection  with  the 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER 


object  for  which  their  contract  was  made, 
and  the  result  of  these  operations — the 
natural  and  necessary  result — was  that  the 
hostility  of  parties  powerful  in  the  London 
money  market  was  excited ;  and  when 
the  Company  found  it  necessary  to  look 
to  that  market  for  money  they  were  unable 
to  raise  it,  as  they  could  have  raised  it,  if 
they  had  not  unnecessarily  excited  that 
hostility. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— They  were  at- 
tacked by  every  body  else  on  the  hon. 
gentleman's  side. 

Hon,  Mr.  POWER— What  was  the 
character  of  the  attack  from  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman's side  ?  The  character  of  the  at- 
tack was  this — ^it  was  stated  in  the  other 
Chamber  and  in  this  Chamberalso  that  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  were 
getting  too  good  terms  from  the  Govern- 
ment Is  that  the  sort  of  attack  which 
was  calculated  to  damage  their  credit  in 
the  money  markets  of  the  world  ?  On 
the  contrary.  But  with  all  the  advantages 
that  this  company  started  with,  one  can 
understand  how  it  happened  that  they  did 
what  they  did.  I  have  just  indicated 
that  they  did  a  very  foolish  thing  by  un- 
necessarily exciting  tiie  hostility  of  people 
who  are  very  powerful  in  the  London 
money  market,  with  the  result  that  when 
this  company  wished  to  borrow  money, 
which  they  could  have  borrowed  if  it  had 
not  been  for  that  hostility,  they  were  un- 
able to  borrow,  and  consequently  they 
were  driven  back  to  the  Parliament  of 
Canada  for  more  assistance,  although  they 
had  declared  themselves,  and  the  govern- 
ment of  the  day  had  declared,  and  it  had 
been  proved  conclusively  that  the  first  ar- 
rangement made  with  them  was  not  only 
fair  but  liberal.  That,  I  believe  to  be  in 
truth  the  main  secret  of  the  want  of  success 
of  this  company  in  carrying  out  its  work. 
The  Minister  undertook  to  say  in  a  gen- 
eral way  that  this  company  has  not  spent 
anything  outside  of  ihe  contracted  line — 
that  they  had  so  spent  none  of  the  money 
received  from  the  Government.  Looking 
at  the  last  balance  sheet  of  the  company  I 
find  this : — and  these  sums  are  taken  in 
in  all  the  calculations  with  respect  to  the 
company  and  have  to  be  borne  in  mind. 
It  appears  there  from  the  report  of  the 
president  and  directors  of  the  company 
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that  they  have  expended  the  following 
amounts : 

On  the  South  Eastern  Railway  $1,595;- 
a8o. 
St.  Lawrence  &  Ottawa  Railway  $227,- 

155. 

Two  railways  that  were  utterly  un- 
necessary for  the  purposes  of  the  com- 
pany. 

On  the  Atlantic  &  North  West  Railway 
$202,837. 

On  the  Manitoba  &  South  Western 
Colonization  line  $1,254,678. 

Another  rauway  which  was  unnecessary. 

On  the  Ontario  leased  lines  $1,265,450. 

Making  altogether  $4,445,402. 

Hon.  gentlemen  will  see  that  that  is  a 
very  considerable  sum  $4,500,000 — which 
has  been  directly  expended  in  these 
eastern  speculations. 

Hon.  Mr.  CARVELI^-AU  Govern- 
ment money  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  have  already 
said  I  was  not  prepared  to  go  into  those 
calculations,  for  the  simple  reason  that  I 
am  not  in  the  habit,  as  I  regret  to  say  some 
some  hon.  gentlemen  are,  of  making  state- 
ments which  I  am  not  prepared  to  stand 
by  with  respect  to  figures ;  and,  further, 
these  calculations  have  all  been  dealt  with 
in  the  most  thorough  way  in  another  place, 
and  no  attempt  has  been  made  to  answei 
the  argument  with  respect  to  these  figures 
there — no  attempt  was  made,  although 
the  speakers  on  the  Government  side  were 
supplied  with  information  by  the  officers 
of  the  company.  I  have  no  hesitation  at 
all  in  saying  that  those  eastern  speculations 
are  the  principal  cause  why  we  have  those 
people  knocking  at  our  doors  again.  They 
are  the  cause  directly,  because  they  have 
taken  $4,500,000  out  of  the  company, 
which  should  have  been  spent  on  the  con- 
tracted line,  and  they  are  the  cause 
indirectly,  because  they  have  ruined  the 
credit  of  the  company  in  the  London 
money  market  The  hon.  gentleman  be- 
hind me  wanted  to  know  whether  this  was 
the  money  of  the  country,  or  not  I  have 
already  stated  that  I  think  it  was,  that  it 
had  been  shown  clearly  in  another  place 
that  it  was :  but  that  is  not  the  question, 
and  if  the  Mmister  showed  as  distinctly 
as  possible  that  this  was  not  the  money  of 


the  country,  his  case  would  not  yet  be 
proved.  Was  it  understood,  when  we 
undertook  to  hand  the  building  of  this 
railway  over  to  a  company,  that  we  were 
to  build  the  road,  that  we  were  to  pay  all 
that  the  road  cost  ?  Was  not  the  great 
argument  for  handing  it  over  to  a  company, 
and  to  the  particular  company  to  which  it  was 
handed,  that  they  were  immensely  wealthy 
men  and  able  to  build  the  road  without 
any  help  from  the  country,  and  that  they 
would  put  a  large  amount  of  their  own 
capital  into  this  contracted  line,  and  that 
what  we  were  giving  them  was  something 
fair  and  right,  but  it  was  not  what  was  ne- 
cessary? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Was 
not  $10,000,000  a  large  sum  ? 

Hon,    Mr.   POWER— What  $10,- 
000,000  ? 

Hon,  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
$10,000,000  of  their  own  money  which 
they  have  put  in. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman is  only  jesting. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— No, 
I  consider  it  is  a  large  sum. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— What  amount  of 
dividends  have  they  taken  out?  They 
have  taken  out  $5,000,000  in  dividends. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Oh  no  I  nothing 
like  it 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  bulk  of  the 
stock  was  held  by  these  people  until  very 
recently. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Oh 
no. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— There  is  some 
stock  held  by  the  public  but  the  bulk  of  it 
is  held  by  them.  I  think  the  report  of 
the  president  says  something  about  that 
We  know  that  these  men  held  $25,000,- 
000  stock  and  I  think  the  whole  stock 
amounts  to  $65,000,000,  and  I  think  I 
have  seen  somewhere  in  the  annual  re 
port  that  about  $35,000,000  were  held  by 
them  altogether. 
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Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^-Oh 
no.  Only  $15,000,000  held  in  Canada 
altogether. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— Take  the 
•dividends  and  the  amounts  spent  on  the 
branch  lines  and  how  much  is  left  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB  —  What  good 
^ould  the  main  line  be  without  the 
branches  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Niagara  I  have  no  doubt  is 
pretty  familiar  with  this  whole  subject,  and 
I  have  no  doubt  we  shall  hear  from  him 
by  and  by ;  but  in  the  meantime  I  should 
like  to  get  my  small  innings.  The  Minis- 
ter said  they  had  subscribed  $10,000,000. 
The  shareholders  of  the  company  have 
subscribed  that  much  money,  and  they 
have  taken  out  already  I  think  about  $5,- 
000,000  in  the  shape  of  dividends. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— How  would  they 
take  out  $5,000,000  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— These  interrup- 
tions are  not  arguments  and  hon.  gentle- 
man know  that  the  company  have  taken 
out  this  money.  Now  there  are  several 
millions  more  as  the  Minister  tells  us  which 
are  tied  up,  to  pay  dividends  to  the  com- 
pany. The  $10,000,000  they  put  in  has 
been  more  than  swallowed  up  to  pay  and 
secure  the  dividends.  The  amount  used 
to  secure  dividends  comes  I  think  alto- 
gether to  $14,000,000,  and  no  hon. 
gentleman  will  find  it  easy  to  show  that 
they  have  put  that  much  money  into  the 
road.  Then,  as  has  been  suggested,  when 
we  come  to  add  to  that  the  amount  of 
money  that  has  been  invested  in  those 
outside  undertakings,  we  shall  find  that  no 
money  qf  the  company  has  gone  into  the 
main  road.  That  was  shown  as  clearly  as 
anything  can  be  shown  in  the  other 
Chamber.  I  am  aware  of  the  fact  that  a 
gentleman  who  stands  as  high  in  the 
counsels  of  the  company  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Niagara,  when  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  had  closed  his  speech 
on  the  subject,  said  that  that  speech  was 
unanswerable — a  man  who  was  quite  as 
able  to  judge  as  the  hon.  member  from 
Niagara :  so  the  statement  is  not  one  which 
is  so  laughable.     I  have  tried  to  show  in  a 


general  way  how  it  is  that  this  undertaking, 
which  promised  so  well  at  first  and  whidi 
we  are  told  promises  so  well  now,  has 
called  for  such  unexpected  relief  from  the 
country.  We  were  told  when  they  came 
for  the  $30,000,000  or  thereabouts  that 
that  was  the  last  time  of  asking.  So  far  as 
I  remember  the  Minister  did  not  say  on 
this  occasion  that  this  was  the  last  time  of 
asking.  I  feel  confident  that  before  two 
years  are  over  we  shall  have  these  same  peo- 
ple coming  for  further  assistance  in  another 
guise :  because,  with  that  desire  to  grasp 
everything  around  them,  which  I  think 
is  ther  bane  and  which  will  be  still  more 
the  bane  of  the  country,  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company  are  now  en- 
deavoring to  make  further  acquisitions  of 
railroads  throughout  the  country ;  and  I 
have  very  little  doubt  that  we  shall  be 
called  upon  within  two  years  from  this  to 
assist  in  the  construction  of  roads  in  the 
eastern  part  of  the  country,  because  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  have 
not  money  enough  to  build  it  themselves. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Hear,  hear: 
that  is  what  we  want 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  enterprise 
is  a  very  good  thing ;  and  I  understand 
that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Com- 
pany, led  by  the  distinguished  American 
gentleman,  Van  Home,  who  is  the  real 
moving  and  guiding  spirit  in  the  company, 
propose,  in  addition  to  killing  out  all  com- 
petition in  the  railway  business — I  under- 
stand some  of  their  prominent  officials 
have  made  the  statement — propose  in  a 
little  while  to  have  control  of  the  telegraph, 
the  telephone,  and  the  express  business  of 
Canada.  They  already  run  the  political 
business.  I  do  not  remember  what  reason 
the  Minister  gave  why  the  company  which 
had  such  flattering  prospects  and  so 
valuable  a  property,  and  had  been  man- 
aged with  such  wonderful  energy  and 
skill  were  now  so  hard  up  for  money.  I 
have  forgotten. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Perhaps  my  hon. 
colleague  would  tell  me. 

Hon.   Mr.  ALMON— If  I    did    not 
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know  anything  about  it  I  would  not  speak 
on  the  subject 

HcN.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  it  would 
be  a  good  rule  to  observe  about  other 
things  toa 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— Example  is  better 
than  precept. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  remem- 
ber now  what  the  exact  reason  was  why 
the  company  were  so  hard  up.  I  have 
tried  to  give  what  I  think  is  the  true 
reason. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— I  suppose  they 
want  money. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— There  is  one 
thing  which  I  do  happen  to  know  on  very 
fair  authority  about  the  company.  When 
the  company  came  last  year  asking  for  an 
advance  from  the  Government  it  might 
have  been  noticed  that  some  of  the  officers 
looked  very  much  worried  and  were  evi- 
dently in  very  serious  trouble.  I  think 
any  one  who  has  paid  attention  to  their 
movements  and  looks  this  year,  has  pro- 
bably noticed  that  it  is  different  now ;  and 
the  reason  I  believe  is  that  since  last  year 
the  company  have  not  invested  their  own 
money,  and  there  is  not  any  of  their  own 
money  at  risk  now  at  all.  They  made  up  their 
minds,  after  the  experience  of  last  year, 
that  in  future  all  the  money  that  was  to  be 
spent  on  the  road  should  be  expended  not 
by  the  company  but  by  the  country ;  and 
we  have  the  fact  that,  while  the  share- 
holders of  the  company — a  great  many  of 
them — are  very  wealthy  people,  and  while 
the  stock  of  the  company  is  so  valuable, 
the  men  who  have  been  doing  the  work 
for  the  road  cannot  get  their  money,  and 
the  company  is  issuing  its  paper,  some  of 
which  I  am  informed  has  sold  at  a  discount 
in  the  market  of  Montreal.  The  Minister 
said  that  we  had  no  right  to  ask  more  thin 
that  the  money  went  on  the  contracted 
line.  We  have  reason  to  ask  more  than 
that.  These  people  got  the  contract  be- 
cause they  were  wealthy  men  capable  of 
implementing — I  think  that  is  the  term  the 
Minister  of  Railways  of  that  time  liked  to 
use — 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— That  was  Mr. 
Blake's  word. 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER  (continuing)— We 
had  a  right  to  expect  that  they  should  ex- 
pend a  reasonable  amount  of  their  own 
money  on  their  road.  The  effect  of  this 
bill  is  that  weadvance the  company  $5,ooo,- 
ooo  and  instead  of  a  first  mortgage  for 
$30,000,000  we  take  a  mortgage  for 
$20,000,000  and  we  admit  $15,000,000  in 
addition  along  with  us.  Speaking  of  the 
cause  of  the  failure  of  the  company  to 
tarry  out  their  contract  without  coming  to 
us  for  more  assistance,  I  left  out  of  sight 
one  matter  to  which  the  Minister  of  Justice 
adverted,  and  it  is  a  very  serious  item — 
the  Algoma  branch.  We  have  had 
the  wisdom  and  skill  of  the  policy 
of  the  company  and  its  engineers  held  up 
to  us  many  times ;  but  I  think  the  con- 
struction of  that  Algoma  branch  is  a  very 
fitting  monument  of  the  wisdom,  skill  and 
judgment  of  the  people  who  have  con- 
trolled the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 
The  company  put  $2,250,000  of  the 
country's  money  into  that  branch,  and 
then  abandoned  it  and  have  let  it  lie  idle 
and  useless  for  a  year.  I  think  the  line 
has  been  finished  to  Algoma  Mills  about  a 
year,  and  it  has  been  lying  idle  ever 
since  The  company  showed  great  enter- 
prise in  having  steamers  built  for  them  in 
the  old  country ;  but  I  think  they  showed 
a  lack  of  practical  knowledge,  inasmuch  as 
when  the  steamers  came  out  they  found 
them  too  large  for  the  service;  and 
because  of  that  mistake  we  are  told  the 
Algoma  branch  has  to  remain  idle,  and 
that  $2,250,000  has  to  remain  invested 
there  earning  nothing.  Add  that  $2,250,- 
000  to  the  amount  I  mentioned  before, 
and  you  can  understand  why  the  company 
are  short  of  money.  The  Minister  hav- 
ing dealt  directly  with  the  provisions  of 
the  bill  before  us,  undertook  to  deal  with 
the  charges  which  had  been  made  against 
the  character  of  the  road.  Now  I  do  not 
propose  to  deal  with  that  matter  at  any 
length,  because  I  do  not  know  enough 
about  it  to  do  so,  but  I  know  this :  it  is 
admitted  by  the  Minister  that  there  are 
permanent  grades  on  that  road  in  the 
Province  of  British  Columbia  of  116  feet 
to  the  mile.  The  contract  that  the  com- 
pany made  was  that  their  road  was  to  be 
equal  to  the  Union  Pacific  when  it  was 
completed,  and  the  Minister  entered  into 
an  argument  to  show  why  that  contract 
was  not  to  be  strictly  construed.     He  said  : 
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what  people  generally  understood  by  the 
Union  Pacific  was  the  whole  road  from 
Omaha  to  the  Pacific — the  Union  Pacific 
and  the  Central  Pacific  taken  together 
— and  then  the  Minister  read  a  com- 
munication from  the  American  vice- 
president  of  the  company  instituting  a 
comparison  between  the  Union  Pacific 
and  the  Canadian  Pacific  railway,  which  I 
thought  was  exceedingly  unfair — I  mean 
the  comparison  was  unfair.  The  company 
said  and  the  Government  said  that  it 
was  unfair  to  compare  the  road  which  is 
laid  down  in  the  statutory  contract  as 
being  the  standard  for  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  with  our  line.  They  say 
we  should  take  the  whole  road — the 
Central  Pacific  along  with  the  Union 
Pacific,  that  it  is  true  the  grades  of 
the  Union  Pacific  are  not  as  steep  as 
those  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
but  if  you  take  the  two  roads  together 
then  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  taken 
altogether,  is  better  in  the  matter  of 
grades.  But  what  does  the  vice-president 
of  the  company  do  ?  When  he  comes  to 
institute  a  comparison  between  the 
American  and  the  Canadian  road,  he  does 
not  take  the  whole  road,  but  takes  the 
Central  Pacific  alone,  the  one  on  which 
the  most  difficult  work  of  the  American 
road  was.  Any  one  can  see  that  it  is 
most  unfair.  He  says,  take  the  looo 
miles  or  whatever  it  is  of  that  Central 
Pacific  and  you  get  so  many  grades  over 
50  feet  per  mile;  and  then,  instead  of 
taking  the  section  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  corresponding  with  it — that  is  the 
section  say  between  Calgary  and  the 
Pacific — he  takes  the  whole,  including 
the  prairie  section.  Any  one  can  see 
that  is  a  most  unfair  comparison.  If  you 
wish  to  compare  the  two  roads  through- 
out then  compare  them  throughout  If 
you  want  to  compare  the  road  from 
Winnipeg,  take  the  American  road  from 
New  York,  or  St.  Lous,  or  some  point 
like  that.  There  is  this  feature,  I  think, 
in  connection  with  the  grades  on  the 
Kicking  Horse  Pass  route  which  is  a  very 
objectionable  one.  One  of  the  argu- 
ments which  we  heard  a  great  deal  of 
when  this  road  was  about  being  con- 
structed, and  at  the  time  the  contract  was 
before  Parliament,  was  that  we  would 
have  a  much  better  road  than  any 
American  road. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER 


Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— So  it  is. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  company 
were  not  to  be  limited  to  this  provision  in 
the  contract :  that  was  put  in  the  contract 
more  as  a  matter  of  form  than  otherwise. 
It  was  not  to  be  merely  equal  to  the  Union 
Pacific,  but  the  intention  was  that  it  was  to 
be  superior ;  and  it  was  pointed  out  that 
we  had  a  great  advantage  over  the  United 
States  lines  because  the  summit  in  Canada 
was  much  lower  than  any  pass  through  the 
Rocky  Mountains  in  the  United  States, 
and  the  summit  indicated  was  the  Yellow 
Head  Pass.  Can  it  be  supposed  for  a 
moment  that  if  the  United  States  company 
had  a  pass  like  the  Yellow  Head  which 
they  could  go  through  without  having  a 
grade  exceeding  53  feet  to  the  mile  that 
they  would  have  adopted  as  a  permanent 
thing  the  more  difficult  passes  with  steeper 
grades  ?  Not  at  all.  They  were  obliged 
to  take  the  passes  that  they  did  take ;  but 
we  had  a  pass  which  had  been  carefully 
surveyed  and  on  which  there  was  no  grade 
exceeding  53  feet  to  the  mile — I  mean  a 
road  had  been  located  there  with  gradients 
of  that  character. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— The  hon,  gentle- 
man is  mistaken ;  the  road  was  net  located 
there. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentle- 
man may  be  sheltering  himself  behind  a 
technicality.  The  road  has  been  carefully 
surveyed  there,  the  line  laid  down,  and  it 
was  ascertained  that  no  grade  was  over  53 
feet  to  the  mile ;  and  it  was  stated  in  the 
contract  with  the  company  which  I  have 
before  me  now  that  the  line  should  go 
through  the  Yellow  Head  Pass.  Now  the 
company  cho^e,  and  the  Government 
chose,  as  I  think  most  improperly,  in  the 
&ce  of  the  statute  and  in  the  face  of  their 
experience,  to  leave  that  admirable  pass 
and  select  a  pass  where  there  are  perma- 
nent grades  of  116  feet  to  the  mile ;  and 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  and  of  the 
Company  are  both  indefensible.  The 
road  across  the  prairies,  I  understand,  is  a 
very  good  one,  and  I  am  not  saying  any- 
thing against  the  character  of  the  road  as 
to  workmanship ;  but  I  think  it  is  a  great 
misfortune  that  this  route  should  have 
been  taken  through  the  mountains,  be- 
cause it  handicaps  the  road  forever  as  a 
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commercial  and  passenger    route.     The 
Minister  of  Justice  animadverted  in  very 
strong  terms     upon     the       proposition 
which    was    moved    by   the   leader  of 
the    Opposition    in    the    other  chamber 
that  the  company  should  take  their  own 
funds  to  pay  their  debts,  instead  of  asking 
for  more  money  from  Parliament     I  do 
not  see  that  that  is  such  a  shocking  propo- 
sition.    In  the  first  place,  if  the  prospects 
of  the  company  are  as  good  as  they  are 
represented  by  the  president  in  his  report 
to  be,  I  do  not  see  why  it  is  necessary  to 
ask  an  advance  of  money  from  us  at  all ; 
and  certainly  if  it  is  a  question  whether  the 
company   shall   advance    the    money  or 
whether  the  country  shall,   I  think  it  is 
quite  clear  that  the  company  should  do  it. 
I  put  this  to  the  Minister  :  a  number  of 
the  shareholders  and  directors  of  this  com- 
pany are  very  wealthy  men — the  wealthiest 
men  in  Canada  almost — that  was   one  of 
the  strongest  arguments  used  in  favor  of 
our  giving  them  the  contract.     Now  the 
company  want  to  raise  $5,000,000  to  pay 
off  the  men  who  have  been  working  for 
them.     Why  should    not   these    wealthy 
stockholders   pay    them?     Why   should 
they  come  to  us  for  money  ?    If  you  con- 
tend  that  it  is  unfair  to  touch  the  fund 
which  is  there  to  secure  dividends  to  all 
the   shareholders,  why    should    not   the 
wealthy  directors  advance  the  money  ?     I 
think  it  is  natural  to  expectthat  they  should 
do  it  rather  than  that  the  country  should 
If  the  shareholders  of  the  company  want 
money  to  pay  their  debts  and  to  prevent 
their    mortgage   being    foreclosed,    they 
should  be  prepared  to  give  up  this  guaran- 
tee that  they  shall  get  interest,  and  trust  to 
the  success  of  the  undertaking  for  their 
interest ;  but  if  the  shareholders  did  not 
wish  to  do  that,  then  they  should   have 
advanced  the  money  themselves,  and  not 
come  to  us.     The  Minister  spoke  as  to 
what  would  happen  if  we  took  over  the 
road      I  think  that  when  the  company 
came  to  us    12  months    ago    for    more 
money,  we    would    have    done  perhaps 
wiser  to   have   taken  over  the  road     If 
they  insist  upon  our  taking  over  the  road 
now,  I  am  disposed  to  think  it  would  be 
just  as  well  that  we  should  take  it  over ; 
but    I    do  not    think    it    would    be    a 
very  valuable  property,  because  I  think  it 
would  be  found  that  the  company  have 
so  arranged  things  that  those  parts  of  the 


undertaking  from  which  the  large  returns 
that  the  Minister  read  of  come  do  not 
form  part  of  the  contracted  line,  and  they 
are  not  covered  by  the  mortgage  which 
the  country  holds ;  and  it  is  not  an  im- 
possible thing  that  by  and  by,  just  as  Mr. 
Mclntyre  has  got  out  of  the  concern  and 
taken  his  $2,000,000,  and  as  Mr. 
Kennedy  has  got  out  and  taken  a  very 
considerable  sum  with  him,  the  old  con- 
tractors will  get  out  of  the  company,  and 
possibly  the  country  may  take  over  the 
contracted  line  and  find  they  have  not  a 
particularly  valuable  property.  If  the 
property  is  so  valuable  it  is  rather  re- 
markable that  the  stock  of  the  company  is 
so  low  in  the  market.  The  Minister 
seemed  to  misapprehend  a  remark  which 
I  made  about  Russia.  I  thought  that 
Canada  becoming  such  a  country  as 
Russia  would  be  a  misfortune.  Russia 
is  governed  by  an  autocrat.  The  remark 
of  the  Minister  was  calculated  to  suggest 
the  idea  that  we  were  about  establishing  a 
despotism  for  Canada  to  be  controlled  by 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company. 
I  think  that  was  an  unfortnnate  sugges- 
tion. I  have  every  confidence  in  the 
future  of  the  country.  I  think  that  our 
North-West  must,  in  the  not  remote 
future,  have  a  very  considerable  popula- 
tion, because  there  is  now  comparatively 
little  land  suited  for  settlement  available 
in  the  United  States.  The  land  there  has 
been  nearly  taken  up ;  and  our  land  is,  as 
a  rule,  better  than  theirs,  and  it  will  be  the 
only  land  available  for  settlement.  I 
have  no  doubt  that  in  the  next  20  years 
— that  is  if  the  country  gets  a  somewhat 
better  government  than  it  has  now,  and  we 
get  rid  of  the  monopoly  that  is  exercised 
by  this  railway,  and  give  the  people  of  the 
North-West  representative  institutions — 
probably  in  less  time,  we  shall  have  a 
considerable  population  there. 

Hon.  Mr  KAULBACH— How  do 
you  propose  to  get  rid  of  the  monopoly  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— As  I  stated  at 
the  beginning,  I  regret  that  I  was  not  as 
well  informed  on  this  subject  as  I  should 
be,  and  that  i  was  not  as  well  prepared  to 
deal  with  the  elaborate  argument  of  the 
Minister  of  Justice  as  I  should  be ;  but  I 
think  I  have  said  enough  to  show  at  any 
rate  why  the  Company  are  in  the  position 
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in  which  they  are,  and  that  the  character 
of  the  road  is  not  all  that  we  might  have 
expected  as  regards  the  pass  through  the 
mountains. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

TIMBER  CULLING  BILL. 

IN   THE   COMMITrEE. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (154),  "An 
Act  to  further  amend  the  Acts  relating  to 
the  culling  and  measuring  of  timber  in  the 
provinces  of  Ontario  and  Quebec  " 

In  the  Committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  PELLETIER— I  hope  the 
Minister  will  reconsider  the  clause  which 
provides  for  the  reduction  of  the  cullers  of 
staves  and  spars.  While  I  was  in  Quebec 
lately  I  met  several  of  the  cullers,  and 
they  all  complained  that  the  proposed  re- 
duction in  the  number  of  cullers  of  staves 
and  masts  was  too  great.  The  number 
now  is  five,  and  one  of  them  devotes  his 
attention  exclusively  to  culling  masts.  In 
reducing  the  number  to  three  only  two 
would  remain  for  the  culling  of  staves  and 
laths.  The  one  who  culls  masts  knows 
nothing  about  staves  and  laths.  They  all 
contend,  and  the  supervisor  of  cullers 
there  thinks,  that  the  reduction  from  five 
to  three  is  too  great,  because  only  two 
would  remain  for  the  culling  of  staves  and 
masts. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
will  consider  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  and  mention  it  to  the  Minister. 
We  can  report  the  Bill  now,  and  if  any 
amendment  should  be  considered  neces- 
sary it  can  be  made  at  the  third  reading. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.  C.) 
from  the  Committee,  reported  the  Bill 
without  amendment 

CHINESE  IMMIGRATION  BILL. 

REPORTED  FROM  COMMITTEE. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (156)  "An 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER. 


Act    to    restrict    and    regulate 
Immigration  into  Canada." 

In  the  Committee, 


Chinese 


On  the  5th  clause, 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — I  have  an  amend- 
ment to  move  in  this  case.  There  are 
18,000  Chinese  already  settled  in  British 
Columbia  and  are  allowed  to  remain  in- 
habitants of  that  province.  They  came 
out  there  to  work  on  the  railway  and,  of 
course,  having  no  money  to  bring  their 
wives  with  them,  they  came  alone,  and 
you  are  keeping  18,000  men  in  the  vigor 
of  manhood  in  that  place  without  the 
possibility  of  contracting  any  connubial 
tie.  WTiat  will  be  the  result  of  it?  If 
violence  takes  place  on  women,  who  will 
be  to  blame  for  it?  Will  it  be  those 
18,000  men,  or  will  it  be  this  House  who 
compel  them  to  live  there  without  being 
able  to  contract  marriage  ?  It  would  be 
well  to  amend  the  Bill  so  that  a  Chinaman 
can  send  to  his  own  country  and  bring  out 
his  wife.  In  our  country  a  man  in  con^ 
tracting  marriage  does  not  buy  a  pig  in  a 
poke,  but  in  China  it  is  different,  where  in 
99  cases  out  of  100  the  man  does  not  see 
the  woman  to  whom  he  is  to  be  married 
until  the  day  he  is  married,  and  there  is 
nothing  inconsonant  with  their  habits  and 
customs  for  a  man  to  send  home  an  order 
to  his  parents  to  have  a  wife  sent  out  to 
him. 

Hon.  Mr.  NELSON— At  present  there 
is  no  restriction  on  Chinese  females  coming 
into  British  Columbia  ;  yet  they  come  in 
exceedingly  small  numbers.  In  fact  there 
is  no  Chinese  woman  of  good  character  at 
all  allowed  to  leave  China,  and  those  who 
come  to  this  country  are  of  the  very  worst 
class.  None  but  Chinese  prostitutes  come 
to  the  country,  and  if  you  were  to  give 
them  this  privilege  I  do  not  think  it  would 
be  of  any  benefit. 

Hon.  Sir.  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I  am 
very  much  struck  with  what  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  British  Columbia  has  just 
said.  Before  he  spoke  I  had  no  objec- 
tions to  altering  the  clause  in  the  way  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Halifax  suggests,buty 
as  pointed  out  by  the  hon.  gentleman  op- 
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posite,  the  women  that  come  would  very 
likely  be  prostitutes, 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — In  the  case  of 
Australia,  a  number  of  female  immigrants 
went  out  from  England  that  were  prosti- 
tues.  Those  women  married  there  and 
became,  the  majority  of  them,  very  decent 
women,  and  the  singular  thing  mentioned 
is  that  while  in  London  on  the  streets  they 
had  no  children,  out  there  they  had  chil- 
dren, and  their  descendants  are  some  of 
the  most  respectable  people  in  the  place. 
Therefore  I  do  not  believe  what  my  hon. 
friend  says  that  no  one  will  come  out  to 
British  Columbia  but  prostitutes,  and  even 
if  it  were  so,  it  is  better  to  have  those  men 
marry  those  prostitutes  than  to  be  allowed 
to  remain  with  all  the  passions  and  vigor 
of  manhood  without  any  restraint 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— The  Bill  is 
too  restricted  now,  but  certainly  if  females 
do  not  come  out  under  the  present  cir- 
cumstances, they  are  not  likely  to  be  en- 
couraged to  come  by  the  amendment  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Halifax. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  think  we  are 
legislating  with  a  great  deal  of  ignorance 
of  the  social  life  of  the  Chinese.  Perhaps 
the  hon.  gentleman  does  not  understand, 
or  perhaps  I  do  not  understand  thoroughly, 
what  the  social  habits  and  conditions  of 
those  people  are  who  are  coming  here.  I 
do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman  under- 
stands the  Chinese  marriage  arrangement 
at  all.  I  do  not  think  the  class  of  women 
who  are  wives  are  likely  to  come  with  the 
laborers  who  are  \  rought  out  and  are  the 
kind  of  immigrants  weare  legislating  against 
now.  They  have  no  marriage  tie,  or  mar- 
riage arrangement :  and  unless  I  am 
much  mistaken  in  regard  to  the  condition 
of  Chinese  society,  as  far  as  it  affects 
these  people,  1  should  object  very 
much  to  any  arrangement  by  which 
an  unlimited  number  of  the  other 
sex  should  be  brought  out,  as  would  be 
the  case  if  my  hon.  friend's  amendment 
were  accepted.  You  might  provide  that 
a  man  for  every  50  tons  of  shipping  may 
come  out,  and  that  he  may  have  a  partner : 
but  there  really  is  no  immigration  of  virtu- 
ous women  with  Chinese  laborers.  That 
18  well  known  to  everybody  who  knows 
anything  about  the  habits  of  the  Chinese. 


Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— It  must 
be  borne  in  mind  that  Chinamen  do  not 
come  to  remain  in  this  country.  They 
intend  to  go  back  to  their  own  country 
after  they  have  made  money.  A  few 
women  do  come,  and  some  are  prostitutes 
and  some  are  good  women.  Some  of  the 
wives  of  merchants  in  British  Columbia 
are  very  good  women.  We  do  not  wish 
to  make  an  abiding  place  in  our  country 
for  those  people  at  alL  They  do  not  bring 
their  domestic  comforts  with  them.  They 
only  come  to  stay  in  the  country  a  short 
time,  and  they  associate  with  the  Indian 
women  a  good  deal. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Some  Chi- 
nese come  with  their  wives.  Why  not 
encourage  them  and  other  Chinese  who 
come  to  bring  their  wives  with  them  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  NELSON— I  have  known 
of  no  case  where  respectable  women  came 
into  the  country  from  China.  I  know  of 
cases  where  Chinese  merchants  have 
taken  some  of  the  women  brought  into 
the  country  and  married  them  and  they 
have  afterwards  become  respectable,  but 
no  respectable  women  come  into  the 
country  from  China  in  that  way. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
hope  my  hoa  friend  will  not  press  his 
amendment 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— As  I  am  going 
to  move  the  three  months'  hoist  on  the 
third  reading  I  will  not  press  the  amend- 
ment, and,  with  the  permission  of  the 
House,  I  will  withdraw  it 

The  amendment  was  withdrawn  and 
the  clause  was  agreed  to. 

On  the  17th  clause, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  would  ask  the 
Minister  of  Justice  if  he  does  not 
think  this  a  rather  sweeping  provision. 
No  doubt  if  the  sentence  of  those 
tribunals  involves  death  or  any  very  serious 
bodily  injury,  one  could  see  the  necessity 
for  such  a  provision  in  the  Bill,  but  if 
those  people  who  live  by  themselves — 
forming  a  sort  of  imperiutn  in  imperio — if 
they  are  able  to  preserve  order  amongst 
themselves  and  keep  things  working  satis- 
fectorily  by  these  courts  without  troubling 
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their  neighbors,  I  really  do  not  see  why 
severe  penalties  should  be  imposed  upon 
them  for  doing  so.  Unless  the  lives  and 
limbs  of  the  members  of  the  community 
are  threatened,  I  think  that  Chinamen 
should  be  allowed  to  settle  their  own 
disputes. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^-I 
do  not  understand  the  question  myself. 
Perhaps  some  hon.  gentlemen  from 
British  Columbia  will  explain  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— I  believe 
they  do  have  some  secret  tribunals,  but 
the  difficulty  is  about  evidence.  They 
all  look  so  much  alike,  and  they  do  not 
tell  the  truth,  that  there  should  be  a 
clause  that  they  shall  have  no  trial  among 
themselves ;  but  that  they  should  come  to 
the  courts  of  the  country.  It  is  supposed 
that  they  have  some  means  of  punishing 
offenders  amongst  themselves  by  a  sum- 
mary way,  perhaps  by  taking  life. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— If  there 
is  np  manifest  evil  in  connection  with 
their  tribunal  I  do  not  see  why  we  should 
legislate  in  this  way.  We  allow  the 
Indians  to  have  their  own  social  arrange- 
ments and  civil  rights,  and  why  not  allow 
the  Chinaman  to  have  his  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— I  think  this 
clause  is  contrary  to  the  genius  of  the 
19th  century  and  to  the  rules  of  the 
Christian  religion. 

Hon.  Mr.  NELSON— It  is  generally 
supposed,  in  fact  it  was  a  subject  of 
inquiry  and  brought  to  the  attention  of  the 
judges  of  the  Supreme  Court  very  lately, 
and  I  think  it  is  in  a  report  made  by  the 
commissioners  who  went  out  from  British 
Columbia,  that  the  Supreme  Court  judges 
spoke  very  strongly  of  some  secret 
organizations  of  that  kind  by  which 
the  Chinese  take  the  punishment 
of  offenders  into  their  own  hands. 
Large  numbers  of  crimes  are  com- 
mitted in  British  Columbia  and  throughout 
the  province  by  Chinese,  and  no  trace  of 
the  murderers  in  those  cases  could  be  dis- 
covered, and  no  parties  could  be  found  to 
give  evidence ;  and  crimes  of  that  charac- 
ter go  unpunished.  The  fact  of  people 
being  taken  off  in  that  way  has  led  to  the 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER. 


suspicion,  whether  properly  founded  or 
not,  that  they  have  been  condemned  to 
death  through  some  secret  organizations. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— It  seems 
to  me  that  the  provision  at  the  end  of  the 
clause  is  sufficient  to  meet  any  bona  fide 
right  that  the  Chinese  have  amongst  them- 
selves ;  but  as  we  must  be  prepared  by 
some  means  to  control  the  bad  class  cf 
Chinese,  it  would  not  be  wise  to  allow 
them  to  deal  with  criminal  matters  with 
their  own  laws  when  they  have  the  laws  of 
the  country  to  appeal  ta 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Undoubtedly 
they  ought  to  be  taught  to  respect  our 
laws.  As  long  as  they  have  secret  tribu- 
nals amongst  themselves,  they  will  not  do 
so,  and,  no  doubt,  this  clause  was  placed 
here  with  a  better  knowledge  of  the  necessity 
of  it  than  perhaps  we  have  here.  At  any 
rate  it  can  do  no  harm,  and  if  it  should 
be  found  that  it  is  oppressive  in  any  way, 
the  Act  can  be  dealt  with  hereafter. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Is  it  not 
found  in  almost  every  community, 
amongst  all  Christian  bodies,  that  eadi 
sect  has  a  court  in  which  to  regulate  the 
duties  and  obligations  of  the  persons 
belonging  to  it  ?  We  find  it  in  all  re- 
ligious bodies,  and  we  find  it  in  other 
bodies.  We  find  that  a  man  may  be 
expelled  from  a  Church,  and  from  certain 
societies,  because  he  does  not  conform  to 
the  rules  laid  down  for  the  guidance  of 
such  society.  I  do  not  know  how  far 
these  secret  organizations  among  the 
Chinese  go,  but  if  they  ^ould 
have  courts  of  their  own  for  deciding 
petty  offences  and  disputes,  I  cannot 
see  why  they  should  be  iuierfered  with, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— We  have  the  best 
evidence  we  can  get  here  before  us,  and  I 
suppose  it  is  as  good  as  any  they  had  in 
the  other  Chamber,  and  it  does  not  show 
that  there  is  any  serious  objection  to  those 
courts — that  is,  provided  there  is  some 
limitation  to  their  power.  The  only  thing 
that  is  said  against  those  courts  is,  that 
sometimes  their  sentence  is  death.  This 
clause  might  be  amended  by  inserting 
after  the  word  "  tribunal "  in  the  fourth 
line,  sth  page,  words  like  these  "  which  in- 
volve death  or  bodily  injury  to  any  per- 
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son."  The  law  will  be  violated ;  they  will 
go  on  and  hold  their  secret  tribunals,  but 
perhaps  if  the  law  was  less  sweeping  in  its 
character  they  would  be  more  likely  to  ob- 
serve it. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^-I  ob- 
serve  that  in  the  report  of  the  Chinese 
Commission  they  quote  the  opinion  of 
judges  and  others  on  this  subject. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH  —  There 
seems  to  have  been  a  lot  of  unsubstantial 
vague  evidence  brought  before  that  Com- 
mission. The  effect  of  this  law  may  be  to 
render  their  secret  societies  more  secret. 
If  they  violate  the  law  now,  they  are  liable 
to  be  punished  by  the  law  of  the  country. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
that  the  Committee  rise  and  report  pro- 
gress and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.    ,      '*^ 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

It  being  six  o'clock  the  Speaker  left  the 
Chair. 

AFTER  RECESS. 

MANITOBA  CLAIMS  BILL. 

THIRD  R£ADING. 

The  House  resolved  itselt  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (155)  "  An 
Act  for  the  final  settlement  of  the  claims 
made  by  the  Province  of  Manitoba  on  the 
Dominion." 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE,  from  the 
Committee,  reported  the  Bill  without 
amendment. 

The  bill  was  then  read  the  third  time 
and  passed. 

THE  FRANCHISE  BILL. 

THIRD  READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  third  reading  of  Bill  (103),  "An  Act 
respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise." 

Hon  Mr.  HAYTHORNE-It  is  not 
necessary  that  I  should  speak  at  any  length 
on  the  third  reading  of  this  Bill,  as  I  had 
the  honor  of  addressing;  the  House  on 
the  second  reading ;  but  I  said  then  that  I 
J3 


should  move  an  amendment  on  the  third 
reading,  with  a  view  to  the  perpetuation  of 
the  Electoral  Franchise  in  Prince  Edward 
Island,  in  the  manner  in  which  it  is  at 
present.  Hon.  gentlemen  may  readily 
conceive  that  this  is  a  task  which  to  me 
takes  the  form  of  a  duty.  The  amendment 
which  I  am  about  to  move  is  one  thai  I 
can  recommend  to  this  House  with  the 
greater  confidence,  because  ten  years  ago 
the  Senate  interfered  to  preserve  the  exist- 
ing franchise  of  Prince  Edward  Island. 
I  referred  to  the  circumstances  of  that  oc- 
casion the  other  day,  and  perhaps  it  is 
unnecessary  for  me  to  repeat  them  at 
length  now ;  but  this  I  will  say  that  the 
action  then  taken  by  this  House  has  been 
most  kindly  remembered  in  our  Province 
from  that  day  to  this.  It  is  generally  the 
case  that  when  a  number  ot  the  freemen 
of  that  Province  meet  together  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  public  affairs,  they  are  very  apt 
to  remember  the  part  the  Senate  of  Can- 
ada took  on  that  occasion.  Although  the 
seats  are  not  very  full  this  evening,  there 
are  not  a  few  gentleman  listening  to  me 
now  who  took  part  in  the  debate,  although 
ten  years  make  a  sad  inroad  upon  a  body 
constituted  as  this  Senate  is,  and  during 
that  period  we  have  to  regret  the  passing 
away  of  a  quite  a  number  of  gentlemen 
who  then  took  an  active  part  in  the  pro- 
ceedings of  this  body.  Still,  unless  I  am 
greatly  mistaken,  there  are  more  than  a 
few  members  present  to-day  who  assisted 
in  preserving  the  franchise  of  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island  on  that  occasion.  I  appeal  to 
those  gentlemen,  especially,  to  once  more 
preserve  this  franchise,  and  I  appeal  to 
other  gentlemen  who  occupy  the  seats  of 
those  who  have  passed  away  from  us  to 
take  the  same  action  this  evening  as  their 
predecessors  did  upon  the  former  occa- 
sion. I  think,  myself,  that  this  can  be 
done  without  any  great  breach  of  party 
fealty.  It  seems  to  me  an  action  worthy 
of  the  Senate,  that  without  any  break,  or 
decided  interference  with  a  Government 
measure,  we  can  say  to  the  people  of  that 
province  "  We  sympathize  with  your  ap- 
prehensioiis,  and  we  are  willing  to  main- 
tain for  you,  as  much  as  in  us  lies,  all  the 
rights  and  privileges  which  are  part  of 
your  inheritance."  The  Government  hav- 
ing already  conceded  so  far  as  to  allow 
existing  voters  in  Prince  Edward  Island 
to  retain  their  suffrages  during  the  term  of 
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their  natural  lives,  it  is  only  a  small  further 
concession  to  ask  that  they  should  be  able 
to  tell  their  children  that  what  they  have 
gained  for  themselves  they  are  able  to  pass 
down  to  them,  and  to  express  a  hope  that 
they  will   be  as   faithful  and  careful  to 
preserve  it    as    their  fathers   had  been. 
I  would  not  by  any  means  be  ashamed  to 
point  to  the  political  history  of  that  pro- 
vince.    If  I  were  to  do  so  at  any  length  I 
should  tell  a  story  of  a  hard  struggle  for 
liberties  and  for  rights  which  have  been 
enjoyed  by  most  other  parts  of  Canada. 
I  should  tell  of  a  manly,  consistent  struggle 
carried  on  for  years ;  I    should    tell   of 
some  unhappy  infractions  of  the  law,  and 
I  should  tell,  also,  that  in  solving  the  great 
question    which   agitated  the  people  of 
Prince  Edward  Island,  they  accomplished 
their  object  at  last,  and  no  proprietor  of 
land  in  any  part  of  the  country  could  say 
that  he  was  wronged  out  of  a  shilling  in 
parting  with  his  vested  rights.     I  would 
ask  hon.  gentlemen  is  it  at  all  likely  that 
men  who  would  act  in  that  way  would 
easily  part  with  so  valuable  a  privilege  as 
they  once  enjoyed  ?    If  so  I  have  formed 
a  very  inadequate  appreciation  of  their 
political  principles  and  feelings,  and  when 
I  speak  in  this  way  I  speak  not  of  one 
party  only,  because  I  am  well  aware  that 
these  same  principles  are  held  by  the  men 
of  both  parties  there.     If  it  were  necessary 
to    bring  evidence  of  that   before    this 
House  I  should  point  to  the  fact  that  the 
four  members  from  Prince  Edward  Island 
who  were  in  the  House  of  Commons  when 
the  division  was  taken  on  the  Franchise 
Bill,  and  when  an  amendment  similar  to 
this  which  I  hold  in  my  hand  was  moved, 
all  voted  for  it     I  think  that  having  ex- 
plained the  position  of  my  province,  and 
having  spoken  of  the  right  which  people 
have  to  maintain  and  preserve  perfectly 
inviolate  their  political  rights,  it  will  be 
sufficient  for  me  to  read  my  resolution  to 
this  House,  and  to  call  upon  its  members 
to  give  it  their  cordial  support.     I  shall 
therefore  make  this  motion  : — 

That  the  Bill  be  not  now  read  a  third  time, 
but  that  it  be  amended  by  striking  out  in  the 
ninth  clause  the  words  "  and  Prince  Edward 
Island  *'  in  the  18th  and  19th  lines,  and  by 
strikinf;  out  the  word  *'  respectively"  in  the 
28th  line,  and  by  inserting  as  a  sub-section  to 
clause  nine  the  following: — 

**  In  the  Province  of  Prince  Edward  Island 
the  provincial  qualification  of  voters  shall 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE. 


continue  to  be  the  qualification  of  voters  for 
the  election  of  memoers  of  the  House  of  Com- 


Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— My  hon.  friend 
from  Prince  Edward  Island  has  made  an 
appeal  to  his  co-members  who  were  here 
some  ten  years  ago  when  a  question  arose 
with  regard  to  the  electoral  franchise  of 
the  voters  in  Prince  Edward  Island,  which 
was  proposed  to  be  taken  away  by  the 
then   existing  government,  and  as  I  was 
one  of  those  to  whom  he  appeals  permit 
me  to  say  a  few  words.     I  entirely  agree 
with  the   hon.  member  that  it  is  a  very 
difficult,  and  I  may  add  in  all  consistency^ 
an  improper  thing  for  any  government  or 
any  parliament  to  take  away  the  existing 
franchise  enjoyed  by  any  particular  body 
of  electors,  without  first  submitting  the 
question  to  them  for  their  consideration, 
in   order  that  they  may  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  voting  upon   it     Had   this  Bill 
come  up  before  us  in  the  form  in  which 
it  was  presented  first  to  the    House  in 
another  place   I   should    most  certainly 
have  gone  with   my  hon.  friend  in  any 
motion  that  he  might  make  to  preserve 
the  existing  franchise  to  the  electors  of 
Prince  Edward  Island  in  the  same  way 
that  they  now  enjoy  it  until  they  had  a 
constitutional  opportunity  of  expressing  an 
opinion  upon  it,  and  I  should  have  done 
that  in  all  consistency,  because  referring 
for  a  moment,  not  with  a  view  to  reviving 
any  difference  of  opinion,  but  to  a  prece- 
dent which  existed  in   the   Province  of 
Nova  Scotia,  I  should  be  compelled  to 
take  that  course.     On  that  occasion  in 
the  year  1863 — I  am  sorry  to  say  so  long 
ago  as  22  years — a  motion  was  made  by 
the  then  existing  Premier,  and  a  Bill  was 
brought  in  by  him  (I  allude  to  the  late 
Hon.  Joseph  Howe)  which  proposed  to 
take  away  the  franchise  that  had  existed 
for  some  six  or  seven  years  or  more  in  the 
province  of  Nova  Scotia,  embracing  what 
is  called  resident  suffrage — that  is  to  say 
that  every  person  resident  in  the  country, 
who  was  over  2 1  years  of  age,  had  a  fran- 
chise.    On  that  occasion  1  as  one  of  the 
Conservative  party  acting  in  concert  with 
the  whole  body  of  Conservatives  voted 
against  that  Bill  as  it  stood  then,  unless 
it  was  qualified  by  a  provision  that  the 
existing  electors  should  have  an  oppor- 
tunity  of   passing    upon   that    measure, 
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because  while  we  admitted  at  once  the  con- 
stitutional right  of  the  House  to  change  its 
franchise  either  by  lowering  or  by  elevat- 
ing it,  we  yet  protested  against  the 
doctrine  that  the  rights  of  people  should 
be  taken  away  without  their  consent  and 
without  them  having  an  opportunity  of 
expressing  their  opinion.  Therefore,  I 
repeat  that  had  this  Bill  come  before  us 
in  the  form  in  which  it  was  first  presented 
I  should  certainly  have  gone  with  my 
hon.  friend  to  protect  the  rights  of  those 
people  in  some  way  or  other.  The  mode 
in  which  that  was  dealt  with  I  have 
already  intimated.  It  was  a  bill  to  take 
away  the  franchise,  and  when  it  came  up 
to  the  place  in  the  legislature  of  Nova 
Scotia,  which  corresponds  to  the  position 
that  this  House  occupies  in  the  Dominion 
Parliament  I,  after  feeling  my  way  to 
know  exactly  how  I  stood,  took  upon  my- 
self the  responsibility  to  move  that  clause. 
I  moved  a  rider  to  the  effect  that  the  Act 
should  not  go  into  operation  until  after 
the  next  general  election,  and  that  was 
carried  ;  and  I  may  say,  as  a  bit  of  pro- 
vincial history,  that  that  little  rider,  which 
was  only  passed  by  a  majority  of  one,  had 
a  most  material  effect  upon  the  future 
fortunes  of  Nova  Scotia  and,  I  may  add, 
of  this  Canada  of  ours,  because  when  the 
election  took  place  it  led  to  a  change  of 
Government.  The  Liberal  or  Reform 
Government  which  pressed  that  bill  to 
disfranchise  those  people,  were  turned  out 
of  power  and  the  Conservatives  came  in. 
It  was  then  that  the  present  Sir  Charles 
Tupper — at  that  time  Dr.  Tupper — be- 
came provincial  secretary,  and  he  remained 
in  power  three  or  four  years.  The  elec- 
tion took  place  in  1863,  and  in  the  very 
first  session  of  the  new  Parliament  the 
hon.  member,  who  had  joined  in  opposing 
that  bill,  moved  a  resolution  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  commissioners  to  settle  the 
question  of  maritime  union  with  Prince 
Edward  Island  and  New  Brunswick  which 
led,  as  is  now  a  part  of  our  history,  to  the 
larger  union  in  which  we  now  stand. 
Therefore  I  shall  refer  no  further  to 
the  part  I  took  in  it  myself,  for  which  I 
got  little  credit  afterwards  from  those  who 
benefited  by  it,  although  I  got  a  very 
considerable  amount  of  credit  and 
•ome  abuse  at  the  time,  as  to 
which  I  may  say  I  care  nothing, 
because    it    is    a    matter    of   no    con- 


sequence to  me  whether  I  get  credit  or 
not.  I  did  it  as  a  matter  of  duty  to  pro- 
tect the  interests  of  people  who  were  not 
there  to  protect  themselves,  and  I  should 
do  the  same  with  regard  to  the  people  of 
Prince  Edward  Island,  but  this  is  a  very 
different  case.  In  this  instance  the  rights 
of  existing  electors  are  preserved  by  this 
Bill.  They  are  allowed  the  privilege 
which  they  now  enjoy,  and  my  hon. 
friend  seeks  to  carry  that  protection  down 
to  those  who  come  after  them  on  the 
ground,  as  he  puts  it,  that  they  should  have 
the  right  to  transmit  to  those  who  come 
after  them  the  same  powers  that  they  have 
themselves.  Now  the  right  of  voting  is 
not  a  right  that  a  man  can  will  or  transmit 
to  his  sons.  It  is  a  personal  right,  a  right 
which  he  enjoys  under  the  constitution 
and  which  is  given  to  him  by  law,  and 
there  is  no  pretence  that  under  this  Bill 
injury  is  done  to  anybody  who  now 
enjoys  the  right  of  voting.  That  right 
still  remains,  and  my  hon.  friend  might  have 
simply  effected  his  purpose  by  moving  this 
amendment  and  with  a  much  greater  degree 
of  clearness,  I  think,  if  he  had  struck  out 
in  the  21st  line  "every  person  who  at  the 
time  of  the  passing  of  the  same  /"that  would 
have  left  the  words  to  read  "  every  person 
who  is  of  the  age  of  21  years,  etc."  The 
amendment  would  have  effected  what  he 
desires  better  than  by  asking  the  House 
to  commit  themselves  to  a  principle 
which,  if  adopted,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say> 
would  lead  to  this  Bill  being  wholly  recast 
My  hon.  friend,  not  content  with  taking  the 
opinion  of  the  House  by  striking  out  these 
words  applying  the  provision  to  everbody, 
asks  the  House  to  commit  themselves  to 
a  separate  sub-section  by  which  they  de- 
clare that  the  provincial  franchise  shall  be 
the  Dominion  franchise.  Therefore  my 
hon.  friend  has  put  his  case  in  a  form  most 
unfavorable  to  himself  and  to  the  views  for 
which  he  contends.  But  as  far  as  my 
impression  goes  the  Act  at  the  present 
time  is  entirely  right  and  has  gone  as  far  as 
it  is  possible,  or  as  far  as  my  hon.  friend 
could  have  expected  the  House  to  go. 
My  hon.  friend  deserves  all  credit,  not 
alone  for  the  action  he  has  taken  this 
evening  on  behalf  of  his  people,  but  for 
his  continual  advocacy  of  their  rights.  I 
sympathize  with  his  efforts,  and  am  dis- 
posed to  accord  to  my  hon.  friend  every 
credit  for  them,  but  I  take  it  for  granted 
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he  can  hardly  expect  that  this  House  will 
stultify  themselves,  and  incorporate  a  prin- 
ciple in  that  Bill,  which  will  lead  to  its 
being  wholly  recast,  but  that  he  wishes 
simply  to  record  his  opinions  upon  it,  and 
the  opinions  of  gentlemen  who  may  be 
disposed  to  vote  with  him ;  but  while  I  am 
fully  disposed  to  protect,  and  should  have 
stood  by  his  side  in  protecting,  the 
interests  of  any  persons  who  are  proposed 
to  be  disfranchised,  I  shall  certainly  not 
follow  him  so  tar  as  prospectively  to  legis- 
late for  people  who  have  no  franchise 
now,  but  who  may  hereafter  be  placed  in 
the  same  position  as  those  who  have, 
because  if  that  principle  were  admitted  it 
would  be  impossible  for  Parliament  to 
alter  any  franchise  if  it  were  once  given. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— I  wish  to 
explain  the  vote  which  I  am  about  to  give 
on  this  amendment.  If  I  am  not  mistaken 
the  franchise  in  Prince  Edward  Island  is 
universal  suffrage.  To  that  franchise,  as  I 
said  before,  I  am  quite  opposed,  but  in 
this  instance  it  is  proposed  to  give  to  that 
province  the  franchise  which  she  enjoys 
to-day.  As  I  stated  at  a  former  stage  of 
this  Bill,  we  have  in  this  Dominion  many 
provinces,  and  the  fairest  way  would  have 
been  to  have  left  to  each  province  its  own 
franchise.  Therefore,  I  am  bound  to  give 
my  vote  in  support  of  the  amendment, 
and  though  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Amherst  (Mr.  Dickey)  took  exception  to 
it  on  account  of  the  difficulty  in  the  way 
of  going  on  with  the  Bill,  I  do  not  believe 
that  it  could  be  called  a  valid  objection, 
because  this  Bill  only  reached  us  two  or 
three  days  ago,  and  we  must  take  our  time 
to  legislate  in  a  proper  way.  If  it  requires 
•one  day  more  to  put  the  Bill  in  a  proper 
shape,  we  should  take  that  time  and 
mature  the  measure.  Therefore,  I  do 
not  consider  that  it  is  a  strong 
argument  against  the  amendment  If  this 
House,  which  is  supposed  to  be  more  con- 
-servative  than  the  popular  branch,  would 
consider  a  little  the  opinion  expressed  by 
the  Minister  of  Justice  himself  when  he 
stated  the  other  day  that  his  own  idea  was 
to  leave  to  each  province  its  own  fran* 
chise,  I  suppose  it  would  not  be  difficult 
for  this  House  to  vote  in  that  direction. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— My 
hon.  friend  must  pardon  me  if  I  correct 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY. 


him.  I  said  that  that  was  my  first  thought 
until  I  heard  further,  and  then  I  willingly 
gave  way. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— I  suppose 
with  one  or  two  hours'  work  we  could  have 
the  Bill  recast  so  as  to  put  it  in  a  shape 
which  would  satisfy  the  whole  of  the 
people  throughout  the  Dominion,  but  as 
it  is  now  it  will  cause  dissatisfaction.  It 
changes  the  franchise  in  every  province  of 
the  Dominion,  and  therefore  the  best  way 
would  be  to  recast  the  Bill  now.  I  will 
support  the  amendment  for  the  reason  I 
have  given. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— I  refrained 
from  saying  anything  on  this  Bill  at  the 
second  reading,  because  the  Minister  of 
Justice  was  anxious  that  the  House  should 
come  to  a  vote  at  that  particular  sitting 
and  I  supposed  that  an  opportunity  would 
be  afforded  to  discuss  the  measure  at  a 
later  stage.  We  find  ourselves  face  to  face 
with  a  franchise  Bill  prepared  by  the 
House  of  Commons,  whom  it  more  parti- 
cularly concerned,  and  anything  which  we 
might  say  on  the  subject  here  has  already 
been  stated  very  fully  there.  I  was  some- 
what surprised  at  the  opposition  that  arose 
to  this  Bill.  It  was  not  for  a  moment  pre- 
tended that  the  Government  had  no 
power  to  introduce  a  Bill  of  this  kind ;  on 
the  contrary,  it  has  been  admitted  by  my 
hon.  friend  from  DeSalaberry  in  this 
House  that  the  Government  have  that 
power.  The  Bill  has  been  introduced, 
and  I  think  I  may  say,  without  exaggera- 
tion, that  it  has  been  pretty  freely  dis- 
cussed, and  the  opinions  of  gentle- 
men whom  it  more  immediately  con- 
cerns are  well  understood  I  am  surprised 
that  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  in  this 
House,  instead  of  allowing  the  bill  to  go  to 
committee  to  be  considered  and  modified, 
moved  the  six  months'  hoist,  and  I  am 
surprised  that  my  hon.  friend  from  Prince 
Edward  Island  should  have  assisted  him, 
because  if  that  vote  had  been  carried  it 
would  have  been  impossible  to  amend  the 
bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  PELLETIER— There  would 
have  been  no  necessity  to  amend  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— My  hon.  friend 
who  proposes  this  amendment  asks  this 
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House  to  do  as  it  did  in  1874.  I  say, 
without  discussing  the  bill  clause  by  clause 
and  point  by  point,  that  there  is  no  analogy 
between  this  bill  and  the  measure  to  which 
he  refers.  The  bill  which  we  had  before 
us  in  1874  was  one  which  allowed  no  man 
to  vote  in  Prince  Edward  Island  unless  he 
had  $333  worth  of  real  estate. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— By  whom  was 
that  introduced  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— By  the  Mac- 
kenzie Government. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— That  would 
have  taken  away  some  25  per  cent,  of  the 
voters  of  prince  Edward  Island.  The 
hon.  gentleman  who  has  moved  this 
amendment  and  myself  appealed  to  this 
House  to  consider  the  position  in  which 
it  would  place  the  people  of  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island,  and  asked  as  one  of  the 
smaller  provinces,  the  protection  which  we 
had  a  right  to  expect  from  the  Senate. 
We  received  that  consideration,  and  the 
franchise  was  preserved  to  the  people  of 
Prince  Edward  Island,  and  they  have 
been  thankful  for  that  preservation,  and 
with  the  exception  of  one  constituency  the 
whole  province  has  returned  supporters  of 
the  party  which  protected  them  on  that 
occasion.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  pro- 
poses this  amendment  contends  that  this 
House  should  not  go  back  on  what  was  its 
expressed  opinion  at  that  time,  but  as  I 
have  said  there  is  a  wide  difference  be- 
tween the  two  measures.  There  is  no 
question  in  my  mind,  or  in  the  minds  of 
hon.  gentlemen  acquainted  with  the  sub- 
ject, that  the  people  of  Prince  Edward 
Island  are  in  favor  of  manhood  suffrage.  I 
am  aware  that  a  very  respectable  minority 
indeed  of  the  gentlemen  composing  the 
other  branch  of  Parliament  are  also  in 
favoi  of  that  suffrage.  I  am  myself  un- 
reservedly in  favor  of  it,  and  I  have  never 
he&itated  to  say  so.  I  do  not  agree  with 
the  hon.  member  from  DeLanaudiere 
that  it  is  a  wretched  franchise,  and  the 
reason  why  I  am  in  favor  of  the  Bill  before 
us  is  that  it  tends  towards  manhoood 
suffrage.  A  man  must  be  a  very  poor 
student  of  the  every-day  incidents  of  the 


Dominion  if  he  cannot  see  that  we  are 
fast  moving  towards  manhood  suffrage. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— Hear  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN — I  am  surprised 
at  the  hon.  gentleman's  "  hear  hear."  Our 
system  of  government  is  by  a  majority,  and 
when  the  majority  pronounce  on  that  par- 
ticular question  it  is  beyond  the  power  of 
the  minority  to  alter  it :  but  I  wish  to  show 
how  different  this  Bill  is  to  the  one  we  had 
under  consideration  in  1874.  That  was 
absolute.  We  have  in  Prince  Edward  Is- 
land an  elective  upper  House  with  one 
franchise :  we  have  our  House  of  Assembly 
with  another  franchise,  this  manhood 
suffrage.  Every  man  who  comes  to  the  age 
of  a  I  years  can  vote  if  he  pays  one  dollar 
taxes  and  resides  one  year  in  the  province. 
If  he  cannot  find  the  $1  he  can  work  four 
days  on  the  roads  and  be  entitled  to  vote 
The  other  franchise  is  $333  on  real  estate. 
How  different  is  this !  It  allows  the 
father  and  sons  to  vote — the  step-father's 
and  step-mother's  sons  also.  If  you  add 
the  uncle  and  aunt  you  include  everybody. 
I  know  that  this  arrangement  was  made  in 
the  interests  ol  Prince  Edward  Island. 
The  first  provision  made  is  that  the  fran- 
chise of  those  in  Prince  Edward  Island 
who  had  the  right  to  vote  in  the  last  elec- 
tion shall  be  preserved.  With  regard  to 
the  franchise,  generally,  there  are  several 
alterations  which  meet  the  views  of  the 
people  of  Prince  Edward  Island.  For  in- 
stance, fishermen's  sons  and  farmers'  sons 
are  entitled  to  vote,  and  the  fisherman  him- 
self, who  absolutely  owns  no  land,  but  has 
got  a  stand  on  the  shore  and  a  fishing  net 
and  a  boat,  has  a  right  to  vote,  and  his  son 
also.  The  farmer  has  a  vote,  himself,  and 
as  many  votes  for  his  sons  as  the  farm  will 
give.  The  grandfather,  the  father-in-law, 
the  mother-in-law,  the  step-father,  and 
the  step-mother  all  are  included.  This 
Bill  will  not  rob  the  people  of  Prince 
Edward  Island  of  their  votes  in  the  same 
way  as  the  Bill  of  1874  would  have  done. 
The  grandson  could  not  have  voted,  nor 
any  of  the  sons  of  the  farmer  under  the 
Bill  of  1874,  but  they  can  vote  now.  The 
fisherman's  son,  or  even  the  fisherman, 
could  not  have  voted  under  the  Bill  of 
1874.  Therefore  I  say  this  measure  is  a 
much  more  liberal  Bill.  There  is  no 
comparison  ;  but  in  the  appeal  which  my 
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Hon.  friend  has  made  to  the  Senate  I  think 
he  should  have  stated  clearly  the  difference 
between  the  two  measures  so  that  the 
.  Senate  might  understand  it  and  we  would 
be  in  a  position  to  vote  intelligently.  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  I  am 
going  to  vote  with  my  hon.  friend  on  his 
amendment 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— My  hon.  friend 
says  "  hear,  hear."  I  am  not  at  all  satisfied 
that  the  amendment  will  carry,  because  it 
has  been  already  pronounced  upon  in  the 
other  House.  With  regard  to  one  thing, 
my  hon.  friend  has  stated  in  his  speech 
that  this  Bill  would  not  be  acceptable  to 
the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island,  or 
they  would  be  placed  in  a  false  position 
because  they  would  have  to  go  before  a 
judge,  and,  as  I  took  down  a  note  of  his 
speech,  the  judge  or  barrister  would  be 
sent  down  from  here.  I  do  not  wish  to 
misquote  my  hon.  friend.  Did  I  under- 
stand him  to  say  so  ? 

Hon.  Mr,  HAYTHORNE— That  is 
not  exactly  what  I  said.  I  said  something 
to  this  effect — it  might  be  a  barrister  from 
Ottawa  or  elsewhere. 

'  Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— Then  I  have 
taken  down  my  hon.  friend's  remark  pro- 
perly. Now,  as  I  understand,  it  is  not 
.  the  intention  to  take  barristers  from  here 
to  serve  in  any  other  locality — the  barrister 
will  be  appointed  in  the  locality  where  he 
resides. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Of 
course  that  is  it 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— Therefore  the 
objection  that  a  barrister  might  be  sent 
from  Ottawa  to  Prince  Edward  Island  en- 
tirely falls  to  the  ground.  With  reference 
to  the  difficulty  of  any  person  going  before 
.  a  judge  I  can  only  say  this  :  I  have  run 
eleven  elections,  myself,  and  in  my  experi- 
ence I  do  not  think  a  voter  would  be  any 
more  displeased  to  go  before  a  judge  than 
be  would  be  to  go  before  a  bantenng  crowd 
of  his  own  neighbours  with  regard  to  his 
qualification  as  a  voter.  The  matter 
struck  me  in  that  light  Again  with  regard 
to  the  question  of  Indian  voters,  I  confess 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN. 


I  cannot  see  anything  wrong  about  an 
Indian  having  a  vote  if  he  is  possessed  of 
property  and  is  a  permanent  resident  I 
really  can  see  no  reason  why  an  Indian 
who  has  a  farm,  on  which  he  works,  and 
which  is  to  all  intents  and  purposes  his 
own,  a  man  who  can  read  and  write  and 
who  pays  his  taxes  and  conforms  to  the 
laws  of  this  country — I  can  see  no  reason 
why  he  should  be  refused  a  vote. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— There  is  nothing 
in  the  Bill  to  prevent  it 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— I  know  there  is 
not ;  that  is  what  I  say,  and  I  can  see  no 
ground  for  the  objection  to  the  Indian 
vote.  I  am  endeavoring  to  meet  the  ob- 
jections which  have  been  raised  by  some 
hon.  gentlemen  on  that  point.  This  mat- 
ter of  the  franchise  is  to  me,  who  have 
lived  in  a  country  where  we  have  a  free 
franchise,  perfectly  clear;  to  my  mind 
manhood  suffrage  is  the  proper  franchise, 
and  if  this  Bill  did  not  lead  in  that  direc- 
tion I  should  be  inclined  to  vote  against  it, 
but  I  say  it  is  a  stepping  stone  to  a  free 
franchise.  We  must  not  forget  this,  that 
when  we  entered  the  Dominion  of  Canada 
as  a  province  we  did  so  to  take  our  proper 
share  of  the  burdens  as  well  as  the  advan- 
tages of  the  union,  and  as  the  constitution 
gives  the  Dominion  a  right  to  legislate  on 
this  subject,  and  as  this  Bill  has  been 
passed  after  a  very  thorough  discussion, 
and  the  public  mind  of  the  Dominion  has 
been  pretty  well  settled  with  regard  to  it,  I 
do  not  see  why  we  should  seek  to  amend 
the  Bill  to  meet  our  particular  views.  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  if,  under 
the  working  of  this  Bill,  it  should  be  found 
that  any  portion  of  our  people  are  robbed 
of  their  votes,  if  the  Parliament  of  Canada 
is  appealed  to  it  will  remedy  the  wrong. 

Hon.  Mr.  MONTGOMERY— If  this 
Bill  had  come  down  as  it  was  originally  in- 
troduced, I  should  certainly  have  voted 
for  the  amendment  The  hon.  gentleman 
from  Marshfield  (Mr.  Haythome)  has 
appealed  to  us  to  act  on  this  occasion  as 
we  did  in  1874,  when  a  bill  was  intro- 
duced affecting  the  franchise  in  Prince 
Edward  Island,  but  he  seems  to  forget 
that  the  concessions  made  in  this  Bill  were 
not  made  in  that  measure.  I  believe  that 
the  representatives  of  the  Island  are  gen- 
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erally  satisfied  with  the  concessions  made 
in  this  Bill  to  their  province,  and  I  am 
also.  I  think  the  House  has  acted  in  a 
very  liberal  manner  towards  Prince  Edward 
Island. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— My  hon.  friend 
opposite  has  moved  an  amendment  to  the 
Franchise  Bill  which  provides  that  his  pro- 
vince shall  be  excepted  from  the  operation 
of  the  Bill.  An  amendment  was  made  in 
the  other  House  to  the  effect  that  all  those 
who  are  enrolled  upon  the  Prince  Edward 
Island  voters'  list  should  remain  as  such 
voters.  That  was  departing  really  from  the 
principle  of  uniformity  in  favor  of  the  hon. 
gentleman's  province.  My  hon.  friend  on 
my  right  (Mr.  Howlan)  has  well  said  that 
when  the  hoa  gentleman  and  his  friends 
chose  to  cast  in  their  lot  with  the  Dominion 
they  did  so  with  a  full  knowledge  that  this 
Parliament  had  power  to  establish  a  uni- 
form franchise  for  the  confederation.  They 
never  could  have  supposed,  until  they 
heard  the  hon.  member  from  DeLanau- 
diere  speak,  that  the  province  of  Quebec 
would  solemnly  advocate  the  principle  of 
universal  suffrage.  They  never  could 
have  supposed,  except  under  the  strange 
conditions  which  bring  together  those  sin- 
gular bed  fellows — my  hon.  friend  from 
DeLanaudiere  and  my  hon.  friend  from 
Marshfield — that  there  could  be  any  possi- 
bility that  a  Franchise  Bill  could  be  framed 
which  would  have  recognized  the  principle 
of  universal  suffrage  in  Canada.  I  wish 
to  remind  my  hon.  friend  of  what  has  been 
brought  to  our  notice  by  my  hon.  friend 
at  my  right  (Mr.  Howlan)  that  he  was 
oompelled,  for  the  protection  of  his 
province,  in  1S74  to  stand  up  against 
his  own  Liberal  Government  which 
proposed  not  only  to  disfranchise 
his  people  utterly  (Oh,  Oh  H  yes,  utterly, 
on  the  principle  of  universal  suffrage,  but 
to  require  that  every  man  should  own  a 
certain  portion  of  real  estate  before  he 
could  be  a  voter  at  all — not  admitting  tax- 
payers, or  farmers'  sons,  or  many  of  those 
who  are  entitled  to  vote  under  this 
illiberal  Tory  measura 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  was  only  a 
temporary  bill 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  do  not  care 
whether  it  was  temporary  or  not     My 


hon.  friend  is  quite  mistaken ;  it  was 
intended  to  affect  the  franchise  of  Prince 
Edward  Island  and  to  prevent  a  large 
portion  of  its  population,  who  had  up  to 
that  time  enjoyed  the  suffrage,  from  voting 
in  elections  for  the  Dominion  Parliament, 
and  my  hon.  friend  from  Marshfield  is  too 
candid  to  dispute  for  one  moment  the 
position  I  am  taking. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— He  will  explain  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— It  will  require  a 
great  deal  of  ingenuity  to  explain  it  away. 
It  is  one  thing  to  explain,  and  another 
thing  to  explain  away.  My  hon.  friend 
will  see  that  the  most  tender  regard  has 
been  paid  to  the  voters  of  Prince  Edward 
Island.  Every  man  who  is  entitled  to  vote 
will  continue  to  possess  the  franchise; 
Nobody  is  disfranchised,  and  not  only 
that,  but  there  are  men  absolutely  ad- 
mitted to  the  franchise — sons  of  fisher- 
men and  farmers'  sons.  But  my  hon. 
friend  says  he  objects,  on  the  other  hand» 
to  the  Indians  voting.  All  his  friends  are 
making  the  same  objection  ;  they  are  ob- 
jecting to  the  enlargement  of  the  franchise 
on  the  one  side,  and  they  are  representing 
it  as  being  too  restrictive  on  the  other.  It 
is  impossible  to  please  the  hon.  gentleman 
and  get  at  any  common  point  upon  which 
we  can  agree.  My  hon.  friend  from  DeLan- 
audiere, whom  I  know  to  be  Conservative  of 
Conservatives,has  stated  that  there  is  univer- 
sal dissatisfaction  against  this  franchise 
because  it  is  too  liberal  and  sweeping. 
Other  gentlemen  of  his  way  of  thinking 
say  the  same  thing,  and  yet  he 
advocates  that  there  shall  be  a  more 
sweeping  measure  still — in  fact  that  the 
principle  of  universal  suffrage  which,  in  a 
franchise  Bill  like  this,  once  admitted  as 
a  general  principle,  must  affect  the  whole 
principle  of  the  Bill  and  must  be  carried 
through  all  the  provinces — my  hon.  friend 
who  is  so  logical  usually,  has  actually 
committed  himself  to  the  principle  of  uni- 
versal suffrage.  Well,  he  is  quite  welcome 
to  do  so  but  I  wish  to  have  one  thing 
understood,  that  is,  that  this  conservative 
Senate  in  1874  saved  the  franchise  of 
Prince  Edward  Island.  This  conserva- 
tive Senate  proposes  now  to  agree  with 
the  proposition  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
by  which  all  the  voters  who  are  registered 
in  Prince  Edward  Island  shall  still  have 
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the  privilege  of  recording  their  votes.  I 
say  we  may  come,  some  time  or  other,  to 
the  general  principle  of  universal  suffrage, 
but,  in  language  which  my  hon.  friend 
opposite  will  understand,  our  principle 
should  be  festina  lente.  The  time  may 
come  when  he  and  all  the  rest  of  us  will 
have  to  agree  to  manhood  suffrage,  but 
for  the  present  we  have  a  measure  which 
is  largely  in  advance  of  any  general  suffrage 
measure  which  has  been  adopted  for  the 
provinces  of  this  Dominion.  I  shall  vote 
for  it  and  I  trust  that  the  amendment  of 
my  hon.  friend,  well  meant  as  it  is — ^for  I 
can  well  understand  the  delicate  position 
in  which  he  and  my  hon.  friend  from 
Alberton  are  placed — will  be  rejected.  If 
adopted,  it  would  be  fatal  to  a  Bill  which 
has  enlarged  the  privileges  of  the  general 
voting  population  of  the  Dominion,  and  I 
know  my  hon.  friend,  when  he  comes  to 
think  of  it  seriously,  would  not  be  the 
means,  in  any  way,  .of  obstructing  those 
privileges,  as  he  would  do  if  an  amend- 
ment of  this  kind  were  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C)— As  I 
have  not  taken  any  part  in  this  debate  on 
the  Franchise  Bill,  and  as  British  Columbia 
is  as  greatly  affected  probably  as  any 
other  part  of  the  Dominion,!  hope  I  may  be 
allowed  to  say  a  word  or  two  on  this  sub- 
ject. I  am  quite  in  accord  with  the  amend- 
ment that  my  hon.  friend  from  Prince 
Edward  Island  has  moved.  I  believe 
it  is  a  step  in  the  right  direction.  We 
have  had  in  the  Province  of  British  Col- 
umbia universal  suffrage,  for  a  great  num- 
ber of  years,  and  our  experience  is  that  it 
has  worked  admirably.  To  take  this  re- 
trogressive step,  is  contrary  to  the  spirit  of 
the  age  in  which  we  live.  I  think  a  great 
mistake  was  made  that  this  subject  of  the 
franchise  was  not  submitted  to  the  differ- 
ent provinces  before  a  Bill  was  framed — I 
think  it  was  a  great  mistake,  notwithstand- 
ing the  difference  of  opinion  held  by  many 
*hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House.  If  the 
feelings  of  the  different  provinces  had 
been  tested,  I  am  sure  we  would  not  have 
been  sitting  here  until  this  late  period  of 
the  summer.  As  I  said  before,  I  think 
the  tendency  is  to  extend  the  franchise 
instead  of  curtail  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB-— It  has  been  done 
by  this  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB. 


Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— Only  in  some 
of  the  provinces.  I  do  not  see  why  those 
provinces  which  are  further  advanced  in 
some  things  than  the  larger  members  of 
the  confederation  should  be  deprived  of 
privileges  which  they  have  enjoyed  for  a 
number  of  years.  I  believe  if  the  Gov- 
ernment had  brought  in  a  Bill,  in  the  first 
place,  adopting  universal  suffrage  such  as 
we  have  in  British  Columbia,  it  would 
have  been  acceptable  to  the  vast  majority 
of  the  people  of  Canada.  I  believe  it  will 
be  but  a  few  years  before  this  Bill,  which 
has  cost  the  country  so  much  valuable 
time  and  will  cost  a  great  deal  of 
money  in  the  operation  of  it,  with  its  half 
dozen  or  more  different  qualifications, 
will  be  swept  off  the  Statute  book  and  uni- 
versal suffrage  adopted  We  are  drifting 
in  that  direction,  and  I  believe  and  hope 
that  all  of  us  will  see  it  in  a  few  years. 
For  these  reasons  I  will  support  the 
amendment  moved  by  my  hon.  friend 
from  Prince  Edward  Island  ?   - 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— I 
should  like  to  know  if  the  hon.  gentleman 
who  has  moved  this  amendment  wishes  us 
to  legislate  to  give  universal  suffrage  to 
Prince  Edward  Island  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— If 
the  amendment  was  to  leave  to  the  Local 
Legislature  the  right  to  regulate  the  fi:an- 
chise  I  would  vote  in  favor  of  the  amend- 
ment, although  it  might  lead  to  universal 
suffrage. 


Hon.   Mr.  SCOTT— That  is  what  it 


IS. 


Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Oh,  no,  it  is 
not. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— By 
this  amendment  it  is  not  asked  that  the 
regulation  of  the  suffrage  should  be  left 
to  the  local  legislature,  but  that  we  should 
legislate  that  universal  suffrage  con- 
tinue in  Prince  Edward  Island.  There- 
fore there  are  two  points  involved  I  am 
certainly  in  favor  of,  and  would  vote  for 
an  amendment  giving  to  the  local  l^isla- 
ture  the  right  to  deal  with  the  fi-anchisein 
that  province. 
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Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  will  read  it  :— 
"  In  the  Province  of  Prince  Edward  Island 
the  provincial  qualification  of  voters  shall 
continue  to  be  the  qualification  of  voters 
for  the  election  of  members  of  the  House 
of  Commons." 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^We 
are  asked  to  enact  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— 
That  is  the  way  I  understood  it.  We  do 
not  tell  the  Local  Government  that  they 
shall  regulate  the  franchise,  but  we  say — 
we,  the  Parliament  of  Canada,  declare 
that  they  shall  continue  to  have  universal 
sufirage. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— 1 
may  not  understand  the  language  well, 
but  that  is  the  way  it  presents  itself  to 
me. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^-You 
understand  it  correctly. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— I 
am  in  favor  of  leaving  to  the  local  legisla- 
tures the  fixing  of  the  franchise,  but  I  ob- 
ject to  the  Dominion  Parliament  declaring 
that  we  are  in  favor  of  universal  suffrage. 
I  have  opposed  the  bill,  not  because  I 
consider  it  is  not  liberal  enough,  but  be- 
cause I  consider  it  is  too  liberal,  and  hav- 
ing voted  against  the  Government  measure 
on  that  ground,  I  think  I  must,  to  be 
consistent,  vote  against  this  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — I  must  confess  that 
I  am  not  a  little  surprised  that  my  hon. 
friend  from  Prince  Edward  Island  whose 
candor  and  clearness  of  statement  and 
fsumess  are  so  fully  and  constantly  recog 
nized,  should  tonight  try  to  put  so  many 
of  us  in  a  felse  position  by  his  reference  to 
the  vote  in  this  House  in  1874  upon  the 
Prince  Edward  Island  Bill  In  my  judg- 
ment there  is  no  analogy  whatever  between 
the  two  cases.  In  the  one  instance  there 
was  an  attempt  to  interfere  with  one  single 
province,  and  to  deprive  many  of  the 
people  of  that  province  of  the  exercise  of 
a  right  which  they  had  enjoyed — an  inter- 
ference which  we  in  our  wisdom  and 
exercising  the  duties  rightly  and  properly 


devolving  upon  us,  put  a  stop  to.  The 
hon.  gentleman  alluded  to  the  functions  of 
this  House  in  relation  to  this  matter.  I 
recognize  those  functions  fully,  and  I  think 
if  there  is  any  one  thing  which  should  be 
kept  in  view  more  than  another  in  this 
House  it  is  that  we  are  here  to  protect 
the  rights  of  the  provinces.  The  ratson 
d'itre  of  the  Senate  is  to  accomplish  that 
end,  so  that  the  preponderating  vote  in  the 
other  House,  of  any  large  province,  should 
not  bear  unduly  on  any  province  having  a 
smaller  representation.  I  think  the  hon. 
gentleman,  in  the  motion  he  has  made, 
entirely  misapprehends  the  intention  of 
the  Bill,  and  what  the  Bill  would  actually 
accomplish  if  carried  into  force  I  look 
upon  this  measure  as  granting  a  very  large 
extension  of  the  franchise — giving  the  pri- 
vilege to  many  thousands  of  persons  who 
have  hitherto  not  enjoyed  the  right  of 
voting  for  members  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  I  believe  in  some  few  cases 
it  may  prove  to  be  a  Bill  disfranchising 
some  who  have  hitherto  had  a  vote ;  but 
when  we  look  at  the  fact  that  the  qualifi- 
cation is  placed  so  very  low,  I  think  that 
no  valid  objections  can  possibly  be  urged 
against  it  I  feel  myself  that  it  is  a  very 
unfortunate  thing  that  the  concession  has 
been  made  which  we  find  embodied  in 
this  Bill.  Strongly  as  I  would  like  to 
protect  the  rights  of  every  man  and  to 
disfranchise  none,  still  the  matter  is 
such  an  important  one,  the  bringing 
of  the  franchise  into  one  uniform 
system,  that  I  think  it  is  a  pity  that 
in  the  case  of  Prince  Edward  Island  and 
British  Columbia  there  has  been  a  depar- 
ture fi-om  this  rule  of  uniformity.  I  fully 
sympathize  with  the  motive  that  led  to  that 
departure,  a  desire  to  act  with  the  greatest 
liberalty,  and  allow  a  defect  in  the  mea- 
sure for  the  purpose  of  doing  justice  to 
those  people.  When  we  look  at  the  fran- 
chise in  Prince  Edward  Island,  in  the  first 
place  we  see  there  will  be  a  voters'  list  on 
that  very  low  basis  which  is  to  prevail 
throughout  the  Dominion ;  then  there  is 
a  provision  that  those  who  are  not  quali- 
fied on  that  basis  will  have  the  same  right 
to  vote  that  they  enjoy  to-day.  Now  if 
that  provision  were  not  made,  I  believe 
that  before  the  next  general  election  takes 
place  for  the  House  of  Commons  we 
would  not  find  the  name  of  a  single  one  of 
those  who  now  enjoy  the  vote  absent  from 
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the  voters'  list.  The  qualification  is  so 
very  low  that  every  man  could  at  once  at- 
tain it  if  he  was  desirous  of  doing  sa 
Then  the  franchise  is  extended  to  fisher- 
men and  their  sons,  and  every  provision 
seems  to  me  to  be  made  that  the  people 
shall  be  well  and  fully  represented  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  If  it  were  a  question 
affecting  the  rights  of  the  province — if  for 
instance  it  was  going  to  deprive  Prince 
Edward  Island  of  a  representative  in  the 
House  of  Commons  it  would  be  a  totally 
•different  question.  But  that  province  is 
not  deprived  of  any  right ;  it  will  be  repre- 
sented by  the  same  number  under  the 
operation  of  this  Bill  as  it  is  to-day,  so  that 
the  province  is  not  injured  in  any  way ;  its 
interests  will  be  as  fully  guarded  under 
this  Bill  as  under  the  existing  law.  I  cer- 
tainly think  the  framers  of  the  Confedera- 
tion Act  contemplated  that  a  bill  of  this 
kind  would  be  introduced  at  an  early  date 
in  the  history  of  the  Dominion.  The  very 
language  they  used  implies  that  such  an 
idea  was  in  their  mind  at  the  time,  and  it 
seems  to  me  to  be  a  natural  and  necessary 
thing  that  the  Dominion  Parliament 
should  have  the  right  of  determining  the 
iranchise  upon  which  its  members  are  to 
be  elected.  For  instance,  if  Ontario 
thought  fit  under  the  impulse  of  excessive 
liberality  to  give  universal  suffrage  to  its 
people,  would  not  the  other  provinces 
have  a  right  to  complain  of  the 
basis  on  which  that  province  was  repre- 
sented in  the  Dominion  Parliament?  I 
think  we  ought  not  to  be  exposed  to  a 
contingency  of  that  kind.  It  might  be 
done  on  a  mere  whim  one  year,  and  the 
next  they  might  again  change  the  franchise 
so  that  there  would  be  no  stability  or  fair- 
ness in  their  representation.  There  was 
another  objection  made  by  my  hon.  friend 
— I  do  not  know  whether  it  was  under 
misapprehension — but  he  referred  to  the 
sending  of  a  revising  barrister  from  Ottawa 
down  to  his  province.  Now  the  Act  itself 
clearly  and  distinctly  provides  that  that 
could  never  be,  that  the  revising  barrister 
must  be  a  person  residing  in  the  Province 
in  which  he  is  to  act  At  this  late  hour  of 
the  evening,  although  I  would  like  to  add 
some  further  remarks  on  this  bill  I  do  not 
think  it  is  expedient  to  do  sa 

Hon.   Mr.  O'DONOHOE— I  do  not 
rise  for  the  purpose  of  speaking  on  the 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL. 


merits  of  the  bill,  but  simply  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Minister  of  Justice  to  that 
point  which  has  just  been  adverted  to— 
the  sending  of  a  barrister  down  to  any  pro- 
vince. Supposing  a  barrister  who  has  had 
five  years'  practice  in  Ontario  goes  to 
reside  in  Nova  Scotia  or  in  any  o^er  pro- 
vince, should  his  five  years'  practice  in  the 
province  he  left  not  be  a  qualification 
to  entitle  him  to  act  as  a  revising  barrister 
in  the  locality  to  which  he  has  removed,  or 
does  it  disqualify  him  ?  I  know  very  well, 
and  I  desire  particularly  to  brine;  it  to  the 
notice  of  the  hon.  leader  of  this  House, 
that  in  Manitoba,  for  instance,  a  very  large 
number  of  the  barristers  there  have  gone 
up  from  this  province.  If  they  have  had  five 
years  of  practice  in  their  profession  in  this 
province,shouldtheybedisqualifiedfrombe- 
ing  revismg  barristers  in  Manitoba  because 
they  have  not  had  five  years  practice  there  ? 
They  are  under  this  Act ;  but  I  do  not 
think  that  such  a  result  was  contemplated 
by  the  framers  of  this  Bill  Surely  if  a 
barrister  has  practised  five  years  in 
any  of  the  provinces  he  is  qualified  to  be 
a  revising  barrister  in  any  province  in 
which  he  may  choose  to  reside ;  but  if  you 
require  in  this  bill  that  he  must  be  five 
years  practising  in  the  province  in  which 
he  is  called  upon  to  act  as  a  revising 
barrister,  you  disqualify  a  very  large  num- 
ber of  barristers  in  Manitoba,  as  most  of 
the  barristers  there  are  men  who  have 
gone  from  other  provinces  to  practise 
their  profession  there.  Very  few  of  them 
have  spent  five  years  in  Manitoba  and 
under  this  Bill,  unless  a  man  has  practised 
five  years  in  that  province,  he  cannot  be  a 
revising  barrister. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Are  they  not  ad- 
mitted in  Manitoba  now  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  O'DONHOE— Yes,  but 
they  must  be  five  years  practising  at  the 
bar  in  the  province  in  which  they  are 
called  upon  to  act  as  revising  barristers, 
under  section  13  of  the  BUL  I  do  not 
think  it  is  very  reasonable,  and  I  do  not 
think  it  is  proper. 

Hon.  Mr.   SMITH— The  resident 
barrister  ought  to  have  the  preference. 

Hon.  Mr.  O'DONOHOE— It  is  not 
his  residence,  it  is  his  five  years'  practice 
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that  qualifies  him.  However,  I  am  not 
going  to  make  any  ado  about  it  any  more 
than  to  perform  the  duty  of  bringing 
the  matter  under  the  notice  of  the  leader 
of  the  Government 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  think  it  is 
a  very  desirable  clause  of  the  Bill.  I  think 
we  can  find  in  every  province  barristers  of 
five  years'  standing  qualified  for  the 
duty. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  rise  to  a  point 
of  order,  we  are  not  on  that  amendment 
now ;  we  are  on  another  amendment 

The  SPEAKER— Very  wide  latitude 
is  allowed  on  a  debate  of  this  kind. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  think  the 
revising  barrister  should  have  some  locsd 
Icnowledge,  and  he  should  have  a  certain 
term  of  residence  before  he  acquires  that 
local  knowledge  and  is  qualified  for  the 
office.  The  hoa  gentleman  firom  Prince 
Edward  Island  opposed  this  clause  of  the 
Bill  on  the  ground  that  the  revising 
l>arrister  might  be  taken  from  any  other 
province.  The  Bill  provides  that  he  can- 
not be  taken  from  any  other  province.  I 
am  surprised  that  those  gentlemen  who 
are  in  favor  of  universal  suffrage  should 
be  opposed  to  this  Bill.  It  is  clear 
to  my  mind  that  no  man  is  disfi-anchised 
by  it  Even  in  Prince  Edward  Island  it 
is  only  a  sentiment  The  right  of  fi^n- 
chise  does  not  descend  from  father  to 
5on,  and  it  should  not  descend  in  that 
way  in  perpetuity.  No  man  in  any  part 
of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  who  ought  to 
have  a  vote  is  deprived  of  it  under  this 
Bill 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— The  hon. 
gentleman  from  Amherst,  made  a  state- 
ment which  was  re-echoed  by  several 
other  gentlemen,  and  in  answering  him  I 
shall  also  answer  them.  He  spoke  of  the 
Nova  Scotia  fi-anchise  as  one  which  had  ex- 
isted only  for  six  or  seven  years,  whereas 
the  present  franchise  in  Prince  Edward 
Island  must  have  existed  three  or  four  times 
that  length  of  time.  The  hon.  gentleman 
spoke  of  the  right  of  voting  not  being 
transmissible  from  father  to  son.  But  is 
that  doctrine  consistent  with  historical 
facts  ?  Has  not  permanence  been  an  im- 


portant factor  in  all  great  struggles  for 
fireedom  ?  I  say  that  the  very  essence  of 
our  liberties  is  that  it  shall  descend  from 
father  to  son,  and  that  they  transmitted 
the  liberties  which  they  won  for  themselves 
firom  father  to  son  from  the  remotest 
generation  to  our  own  time;  and  that 
when  at  any  time  they  relaxed  their  vigi- 
lance, or  allowed  any  power  to  encroach 
upon  their  liberties,  in  that  way  they  lost 
them,  and  in  that  way  the  miserable  state 
in  which  the  municipalities  of  England 
existed  up  to  the  year  1835  or  1836  is  ac- 
counted for.  It  was  from  this  very  remiss- 
ness of  the  people,  and  remissness  of  their 
representatives  in  not  faithfully  guarding 
their  rights  and  privileges  that  this  loss  of 
liberty  occurred.  And  how  am  I  or  how 
is  any  gentlemen  who  represents  Prince 
Edward  Island  to  meet  the  people  of  our 
province  face  to  face  and  admit  to  them 
that  we  have  allowed  those  liberties  of 
theirs  to  slip  away  from  them  without 
making  a  protest  against  it  and  at- 
tempting to  preserve  them  faithfully? 
I  will  not  lay  myself  open  to  any  such 
imputation.  I  have  before  stood  up 
in  my  place  to  advocate  the 
liberties  of  my  people,  and  al- 
though ten  years  have  elapsed  since 
that  occasion,  and  my  hairs  have  grown 
from  gray  to  white,  and  ray  frame  becomes 
more  feeble,  still  I  thank  God  that  I  have 
voice  and  strength  enough  yet  to  stand  up 
in  my  place  and  defend  the  liberties  of  the 
people  of  my  province.  Have  hon.  gentle- 
men ever  thought— has  it  occurred  to 
them,  or  have  they  forgotten  what  occurred 
in  the  history  of  our  cousins  and  neigh- 
bors in  the  United  States  ?  Did  they  not 
struggle  most  manfully  against  the  first 
attempt  of  the  British  to  impose  taxes  up- 
on them  ?  Everybody  knows  the  history 
of  those  times,  and  some  gentlemen  will 
here  recollect  the  words  of  our  great  Eng- 
lish statesman  Lord  Chatham.  They  are 
noble  yords,  and  the  people  of  whom 
they  were  spoken  fully  deserved  them.  I 
think  also  that  my  own  people  fully 
deserve  credit  for  their  care  and  zeal,  and 
the  manner  in  which  they  have  guarded 
the  liberties  they  possess.  What  did  Lord 
Chatham  say  of  the  conduct  of  the 
Americans  in  resisting  the  encroachment 
of  the  British  Parliament,  or  rather  of  the 
British  sovereign,  on  their  liberties  ?  Be- 
cause those  enroachments  made  upon  the 
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liberties  of  the  people  of  America  were 
encroachments  made  by  a  Parliament 
subservient  to  the  sovereign  power — a 
subserviency  obtained  by  all  sorts  of  illicit 
means,  and  surely  we  cannot  but  protest 
strongly  against  the  introduction  of  the 
thin  end  of  the  wedge  in  this  country. 
I^rd  Chatham  says,  "The  spirit  which 
now  resists  taxation  in  America  is  the 
same  spirit  which  in  England  formerly 
opposed  the  loans,  benevolences,  and  ship 
money."  I  hope  and  believe  that  that 
same  spirit  exists  among  the  people  of 
Prince  Edward  Island  this  day,  and  long 
may  it  continue  there.  Some  hon.  gentle- 
men have  spoken  of  how  we  would  act  if 
this  were  a  question  of  the  liberties  of  the 
provinces,  and  if  it  were  a  question  aflfect- 
ing  a  province,  depriving  it  of  any  rights. 
In  that  I  see  the  same  identical  disregard 
for  the  liberties  of  the  people  which 
lost  to  our  British  ancestors  those 
liberties  which  they  inherited  from  their 
Anglo-Saxon  forefathers.  I  say  this 
argument  is  altogether  inconsistent  with 
the  preservation  of  our  municipal  and  pro- 
vincial institutions.  Some  reference  has 
been  made  to  the  action  of  this  House 
some  ten  years  ago — on  an  occasion  in 
some  respects  similar — ^and  I  think  some 
little  misapprehension  prevails  in  regard 
to  it  That  was  not  an  attempt  at  any 
permanent  enroachment  upon  the  liberties 
of  the  people  of  Prince  Eidward  Island ; 
it  was  a  temporary  arrangement  proposed 
until  the  Local  Government,  too,  should 
establish  registration  courts  there  which 
up  to  that  time  had  no  existence.  It  need 
not  necessarily  have  occupied  more  than 
a  year  at  the  outside.  The  Local  Legis- 
lature was  not  in  session,  and  nine  or  ten 
months  must  necessarily  have  elapsed  be- 
fore it  could  have  framed  and  passed  a 
measure  to  establish  registration  courts. 
During  that  time  the  liberties  of  the  peo- 
ple would  have  been  in  abeyance,  and  it  is 
for  that  very  reason  that  I  opposed  the 
bill,  and  used  my  very  best  influence  to 
prevent  it  from  becoming  law,  and  success- 
fully. And  I  did  so  on  this  principle, 
that  if  once  you  allow  the  abrogation  ot 
your  liberties  or  of  any  privileges  you  poss- 
ess, by  any  power  whatsoever,  you  aban- 
don the  tenure  on  which  they  are  held. 
It  is  that  very  carelessness  that  leads  to 
the  loss  of  liberty.  Any  one  who  will  take 
the  trouble  to  read  up  this  question  will 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE. 


find  that  it  is  by  that  very  means, 
adopted  by  tynmnical  sovereigns, 
in  other  countries  besides  our  own,  that 
the  rights  of  the  people  have  been  invaded 
When  once  our  liberties  are  enroachedon 
it  is  difficult  to  re-establish  them.  Let 
anyone  take  up  the  history  of  the  Nether- 
lands and  read  the  struggle  which  the 
people  of  that  region  went  through  in  or- 
der to  obtain  their  municipal  privileges ; 
let  them  study  the  history  of  that  country 
under  Philip  II.,  and  observe  how  the 
privileges  of  of  the  people  were  abrogated 
by  that  sovereign.  Let  them  read  the 
history  of  England  and  see  how  in  the 
days  of  the  Stuarts  our  municipal  liberties 
were  often  infringed  upon,  abrogated  and 
forfeited  to  the  Crown,  and  new  franchises 
granted,  granted  not  to  those  who  held 
them  before,  but  to  others  who  were 
known  to  be  subservient  to  the 
Royal  interests.  These  are  the  dangers 
which  we  have  to  contend  against 
Of  course,  we  here  in  Canada  do 
not  anticipate  such  extreme  dangers  as 
that ;  but  are  there  no  other  dangers  that 
the  dominant  party  in  Canada  should  by 
means  of  this  bill,  and  through  such  bills 
as  have  passed  through  Parliament,  be- 
come a  permanent  majority,  and  thus  an 
oligarchy  would  become  established  in 
this  Dominion  of  ours?  Is  there  any 
danger  of  that  in  this  Dominion?  fi" 
hon.  gentlemen  think  not,  let  them  pass 
this  bill ;  but  I  hope  there  is  sufficient 
independence  in  this  House  yet  to  save 
the  franchise  for  the  people  of  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island.  I  will  not  detain  the  House 
any  further  by  any  unnecessary  remarks. 

The  House  divided  on  the  amendment, 
which  was  lost  on  the  following  division ; 


Contents: 

Hon. 

Messrs. 

Baillargeon, 

O'Donohoe, 

Bellerose, 

Paquet, 

Gu^vremoDt, 

Pelletier, 

Haythorne, 

Power, 

Howlan, 

Scott, 

Leonard, 

Stevens, 

McClelan, 

Wark.— 15. 

Mclnnes, 

NON^CONTENTS: 

Hon. 

Messrs. 

Allan, 

McKindsey, 

Bolduc, 

McMillao, 

Bouchervillede, 

Macdonald, 

Campbell  (Sii 

•  Alex.) 

Maclnnee, 
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Garyell, 

Clemowy 

DeBloie^ 

Dever, 

Dickey, 

Girard, 

Gowan, 

HamiltOD» 

Kaulbach, 

McDonald, 

McKay, 


Miller  (Speaker), 

Montgomery, 

Nelson, 

Northwood, 

Plumb, 

Poirier, 

Head, 

Smith, 

Sutherland, 

VidaL— 29 


Hon,  Mil  SCOTT  moved  in  amend- 
ment : 

That  the  said  Bill  be  not  now  read  a  third  time, 
but  that  it  be  amended  by  striking  out  the 
words,  <<In  the  Provinces  of  British  Columbia 
and  Prince  Edward  Island,"  in  the  9th  section, 
and  by  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  wo  rds, 
•*In  all  the  Provinces  of  the  Dominion,'* 

He  said — It  has  been  conceded  that  it 
is  a  sound  principle  that  where  free  men 
have  had  the  right  to  vote  it  is  unwise  to 
take  away  from  them  that  privilege.  That 
principle  has  been  extended  to  British 
Columbia  and  Prince  Edward  Island 
where  those  who  are  now  on  the  list  will 
have  the  right  to  vote.  If  it  is  a  sound 
principle  in  British  Columbia  and  Prince 
Edward  Island  where  practically  manhood 
suffrage  exists,  how  much  sounder  is  the 
principle  when  applied  to  parties  who  now 
have  the  right  to  vote  on  a  qualification, 
and  which  right  will  be  taken  away  from 
them  by  this  Bill  ?  Now,  I  am  asking  the 
same  privilege  for  these  that  has  been 
conceded  to  the  people  of  Prince  Edward 
Island  and  British  Columbia.  It  does  not 
disturb  the  Bill  in  the  slightest  particular ; 
but  in  case  there  are  in  the  other  provinces 
of  the  Dominion  some  persons  who  will 
not  be  entitled  to  vote  under  this  Bill,  and 
who  have  at  present  a  vote,  that  such 
parties  shall  not  be  deprived  of  the  fran- 
chise. In  Ontario,  it  is  conceded  that 
there  are  some  who  are  now  entitled  to 
vote  who  will  be  disfranchised  under  this 
Bill 

The  House  divided  on  the  amendment 
which  was  lost  on  the  following  division  : — 


Contents : 
Hon,  Messrs. 


Baillargeon, 

Chaffers, 

fiaythorne, 

Leonard, 

McClelan, 

Mclnnes  (B.C.), 


Paauet, 

Pelletier, 

Power, 

Scott, 

Stevens, 

Wark.— 12. 


NOK-COHTENTS : 

Hon.  Messrs. 

Allan,  McKindsey, 

Bolduc,  McMillan, 

Boucherville,  de,  Macdonald  (B.C.), 

Campbell  (Sir  Alex.),  MacInnes(Burlington), 

Carvell,  Miller  (Speaker), 

Clemow,  Montgomery, 

DeBlois,  Nelson, 

Dever,  Northwood, 

Dickey,  O'Donohoe, 

Girard,  Plumb, 

Go  wan,  Poirier, 

Hamilton^  Bead, 

Howlan,  Smith, 

Kaulbach,  Sutherland, 

McDonald  (C.B.),  Vidal.— 31. 
McKay, 

Hon.  Mr  BELLEROSE  moved  in 
mendment : 

That  the  said  Bill  be  not  now  read  a  third 
time,  but  that  it  be  recommitted  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  for  the  purpose  of 
amending  the  same  by  inserting  after  the 
fourth  clause  the  following : — 

'^  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  con- 
tained in  the  third  and  in  the  fourth  clauses 
of  this  Act,  which  will  have  no  effect  in  the 
Province  of  Quebec,  from  and  after  the  first 
day  of  January,  in  the  year  of  Our  Lord,  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-siz,  in 
this  said  Province  of  Quebec,  every  person 
who  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  this  Act  is 
entitled  to  vote  in  this  Province  by  the  laws 
at  present  existing  in  the  same,  shall  have  a 
right  to  be  registered  as  a  voter  and  to  vote  so 
long  as  he  shall  continue  to  be  qualified  to 
vote  under  the  provisions  of  the  said  last 
mentioned  laws  and  no  longer." 

He  said — In  moving  this  amendment  I 
hope  the  House  will  not  forget  that  I  have 
asked  for  the  Province  of  Quebec  only 
that  it  be  put  on  the  same  footing  as, 
under  the  Confederation  Act,  it  has  been 
placed  in  its  representation  in  the  Senate. 
If  hon.  gentlemen  will  refer  to  the  22  nd 
clause  of  the  British  North  America  Act 
they  will  see  that  the  Province  of  Quebec 
is  represented  in  the  Senate  in  an  excep- 
tional way.  While  Senators  from  other 
provinces  are  appointed  for  the  province, 
in  Quebec  Senators  are  appointed  for 
electoral  divisions,  and  they  are  obliged  to 
own  a  property  qualification  in  the  electoral 
divisions  which  they  represent.  As  I  said 
the  other  day,  although  my  argument  was 
misunderstood,  it  showed  that  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  framers  of  the  constitution 
that  Quebec  should  stand  as  an  exception 
in  regard  to  representation,  and  I  say  so 
now.  I  voted  with  pleasure  a  few  moments 
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ago  to  leave  to  another  province  the 
privilege  which  she  now  enjoys,  and  I 
hope  the  House  will  grant  to  Quebec 
that  to  which  she  seems  to  be  entitled 
under  the  Confederation  Act,  and  seems 
to  have  been  specially  reserved  to  her 
according  to  my  interpretation  of  the 
constitution. 

The  House  divided  on  the  amendment, 
which  was  lost  on  the  following  division  : — 

GONTSNTS : 


Hod.  Messrs. 


Armand, 

BaillargeoD, 

Bellerose, 

Boucher ville,  de 

Chaffers, 

Ou^vremont, 

Haythorne, 

LeoDard, 


McGlelan, 
Mclnnee  (B.C.), 
Pftquet, 
Pelletier, 
Power, 
Scott, 
Stevens, 
Trudel.— 16. 


Nok-Contbhtb: 
Hon.  Messrs. 


Allan, 

Campbell  (Sir  Alex. 

Garvell, 

Clemow, 

DeBlois, 

Dever, 

Dickey, 

GHrara, 

Gowan, 

Hamilton, 

Howlan, 

Eaulbach, 

Macdonald  (C.B.), 

McKay, 

McEindeey, 


McMillan, 
),  McDonald  (B.C.), 
Mclnnes  (Burlington), 
Miller  (Speaker), 
Montgomery, 
Nelson, 
North  wood, 
O'Donohoe, 
Plumb, 
Poirier, 
Read, 
Smith, 
Sutherland, 
Vidal.— 29. 


Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE  moved  in 
amendment 

That  the  said  Bill  be  not  now  read  a  third 
time  but  that  it  be  recommitted  to  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  House  for  the  purpose  of 
amending  the  same  so  that  the  voters^  list  in 
the  different  provinces  shall  be  prepared  by 
an  officer  chosen  by  the  Federal  Government 
for  that  purpose  from  amongst  the  residents 
of  such  electoral  division  in  the  Dominion  and 
revised  by  a  Commission  of  three  competent 
individuals  also  resident  in  the  County  or 
electoral  division  and  to  be  chosen  by  one  of 
the  Judges  of  a  Superior  Court  in  each  Pro* 
vince. 

The  motion  was  declared  lost  on  a 
division. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  have  an 
amendment  to  propose  to  the  Bill  which  I 
hope  will  meet  the  approval  of  a  majority 
of  the  House.     It  is  as  follows  : — 


That  the  said  Bill  be  not  now  read  a  third 
time,  but  that  it  be  recommitted  to  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  House  for  the  purpose  ot 
strikingout  the  paragraphin  the  second  clause 
which  defines  the  word  **  person  "  and  inserts 
ing  instead  thereof  the  following: — '*  Person 
means  a  male  person  including  an  Indian  not 
being  an  unenfranchised  tribal  Indian.'' 

And  also  of  striking  out  sub-clause  (C)  of 
clause  IL 

I  may  be  allowed  to  explain  the  elTect 
of  that.  The  paragraph  which  defines 
**  person  "  is  as  follows  : — "  Person  means 
a  male  person,  including  an  Indian  and 
excluding  a  person  of  Mongolian  or  Chi- 
nese race."  The  effect  of  the  amendment 
is  to  allow  a  Chinaman  who  has  become 
a  naturalized  citizen  to  vote.  None  but 
native  bom  or  naturalized  subjects  are  re- 
cognized in  this  Bill,  and  any  Chinaman 
who  has  become  naturalized  and  possesses 
the  necessary  property  qualification  would,^ 
under  this  amendment,  possess  the  fran- 
chise. I  think  that  is  a  proposition 
which  will  meet  with  the  approbation  of 
the  majority  of  the  Senate.  The  amend- 
ment also  puts  the  Indian  ir;  the  same  po- 
sition as  the  white  man,  if  he  lives  the 
same  as  a  white  man,  and  pays  taxes,  and 
can  make  contracts  like  a  white  man. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— 
Would  the  hon.  gentleman  have  any  ob- 
jection to  dividing  his  motion  into  two  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Not  the  slightest. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— 
The  hon.  Member  is  willing  to  divide  his 
motion  but  he  cannot  do  so  without  the 
consent  of  the  House.  If  the  House  will 
permit  it  to  be  divided  I  think  that  would 
be  the  better  way. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— It 
would  be  better  for  my  hon.  friend  to 
move  a  second  amendment  defining  his 
own  view. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— 
There  is  one  portion  of  the  amendment 
for  which  I  would  vote ;  the  other  I  have 
not  studied. 

The  speaker— The  House  does 
not  consent  to  a  division  of  the  amend- 
ment 


Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSK 
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Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— 
Then  I  beg  to  move  in  amendment  to  the 
amendment  that  the  words  after  "  an 
Indian  "  in  the  3rd  and  4th  lines,  page  2, 
be  stricken  out 

The  Senate  divided  on  the  amendment 
which  was  rejected  by  the  following  vote  : 

Contents : 
Hod.  Messrs. 
Arroandy  Chaffers, 

BaillargeoDy  Gu^vremont, 

Bellerose,  Trad  el, 

Boucherville,  de  Yidal . — 8. 

NoN-CONTENTS  : 


Hod 
Allan, 

Campbell  (Sir  Alex), 
Carvel!, 
Clemow, 
DeBlois, 
Dever, 
Dickey, 
Girara, 
Gowan, 
Hamilton, 
Howlan, 
Raul  bach, 
McDonald  (C.B.)9 
Mclnnes  (B.C.), 
McKay, 


Messrs. 

McKindsey, 

McMillan, 

Macdoiiaid  (B.C.)f 

Madnnes  (Burlington) 

Miller  (Speaker), 

Montgomery, 

Nelson, 

North  wood, 

O'Donohoe, 

Plumb, 

Poirier, 

Read, 

Smith, 

Sutherland.— 29. 


The  Senate  divided  on  the  motion  in 
amendment  to  the  main  ftiotion,  which 
was  rejected  by  the  followmg  vote  : — 

Contents: 
Hon.  Messrs. 
Armand,  McClelan, 

BaillargeoD,  P&quet, 

Bellerose,  Peltetier, 

Boucherville,  de.  Power, 

Chaffers,  Scott, 

Haythome,  Stevens. — 13. 

Leonard, 

Non-Cohtints  : 
Hon.  Messrs. 
Allan,  McMillan, 

Campbell  (Sir  Alex,),  Macdonald  (B.C.), 


Carvell, 

Clemow, 

DeBlois, 

Dever, 

Dickey, 

Girara, 

Gowan, 

Hamilton, 

Howlan, 

Kaulbach, 

McDonald  (C.B.), 

Mclnnes  (B.C.), 

McKay, 

McKindsey, 


Maclnnee  (Burlington) 

Miller  (Speaker), 

Montgomery, 

Nelson, 

North  wood, 

O'Donohoe, 

Plumb, 

Poirier, 

Read, 

Smith, 

Sutherland, 

Trudel, 

Vidal.— 31. 


HoH.  Mr.  DEBOUCHERVILLE 
moved 

That  the  said  Bill  be  not  now  read  a  third 
time,  but  that  it  be  amended  by  inserting  the 
words  *<  unless  he  be  a  Christian  "  after  the 
word  **  race  "  in  the  fourth  line,  page  2. 

He  said — I  do  not  think  there  is  any 
nation  of  barbarians,  as  we  call  them,  who 
refuse  the  right  of  citizenship  to  those  who 
adopt  their  religion.  We  have  sent  mis- 
sionaries to  China,  and  although  hon. 
members  say  that  very  few  of  the  Chinese 
have  been  converted  to  the  Christian  re- 
ligion, I  think  the  hon.  member  from 
Sarnia  has  shown  that  there  are  quite  a 
number  of  Christian  Chinamen.  I  have 
certainly  seen  lately,  on  good  authority, 
that  the  Christian  rehgion  has  made  great 
progress  in  China.  Now  supposing  those 
men  to  whom  we  have  said  "  Adore  our 
God  and  be  our  brethren,"  should  come 
to  this  country  are  we  to  tell  them 
"  although  you  are  Christians  and  profess 
the  same  faith  as  we  do,  you  will  be  in  a 
lower  position  here  than  the  slave  occu- 
pied some  years  ago  in  the  United  States 
— lower  than  the  slave  occupies  at  this 
day  in  some  parts  of  the  Western  Hemis- 
phere?" It  is  unnecessary  to  say  any 
more  on  this  subject ;  a  Christian  who  is 
a  British  subject  and  possesses  the  qualifi- 
cations prescribed  in  this  Bill  ought  to  be 
an  elector. 

The  Senate  divided  on  the  amendment, 
which  was  rejected  on  the  following  vote.. 


CoKTEirrs : 

Hon.  Messrs. 

Arm  and. 

O'Donohoo, 

Baillargeon, 

P^uet, 
Pelletier, 

Bellerose, 

Boucherville, 

de,          Poirier, 

Chaffers, 

Power, 

DeBlois, 

Scott, 

Dickey, 

Stevens, 

Gu^vremoni, 

Trudel, 

Haythome, 

Vidal, 

Leonard, 

Wark.-.21. 

McClelan, 

NOK-COKTENTS  : 

Hon.  Messrs. 

Allan, 

McKindsey, 

Campbell, 

McMillan, 

(Sir  Alexander),       Macdonald  (B.C.), 

Carvell, 

Maclnnes 

Clemowy 

(Burlington), 

Dever, 

Miller  (Speaker), 

Girard, 

Montgomery, 

Gk>waD, 

Nelson, 
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Hamilton, 
Howlan, 
Eaulbach, 
McDonald  <G.BO» 
Mclnnes  (B.G.)» 
MoKaj, 


Northwoody 
Plumb, 
Read, 
Smith, 
Sutherland.— 25. 


Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I  de- 
sire to  say  before  the  Bill  is  read  the  third 
time  that  I  have  been  requested 
by  the  hon.  member  for  DeSala- 
berry  to  propose  an  amendment  re- 
specting Judges  of  the  Session  of  the 
Peace,  Recorders  and  Stipendiary  Magis- 
trates, so  that  they  may  be  revising  offi- 
cers. I  consulted  the  Premier  and 
another  of  my  colleagues,  and  I  have 
mentioned  the  matter  to  my  hon.  friend 
from  DeSalaberry.  They  think,  with 
reference  to  two  of  the  officials  mentioned, 
that  there  is  no  necessity  for  an  amend- 
ment, inasmuch  as  they  are  generally 
barristers  of  five  years  standing,  and  there- 
fore there  is  no  occasion  to  dter  the  Bill 
in  the  manner  proposed  My  hon.  friend 
also  desires  that  the  Bill  should  be 
changed  so  as  to  admit  barristers  of  three 
years  standing  instead  of  five. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— No,  no. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
think,  myself,  that  it  would  not  be  an  im- 
provement. My  hon.  friend  however, 
made  the  suggestion  to  me,  and  I  thought 
I  should  mention  it  on  the  third  reading 
of  the  Bill. 

The  main  motion  was  agreed  to  on  a 
division,  and  the  Bill  was  read  the  third 
time  and  passed. 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  10:15  p.m. 


THE  SENATE, 

Ottawa,  Wednesday,  July  isth,  188s , 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 


CANADIAN    PACIFIC   RAILWAY 
COMPLETION  BILL. 

THIRD  READING. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (153),  "An  Act 
further  to  amend  the  Act  respecting  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  to  provide 
for  the  completion  and  successful  opera- 
tion thereof." 

In  the  Committee  on  the  loth  clause. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Before  this  clause 
is  adopted  1  should  like  the  Minister  of 
Justice  to  put  in  plain  English  the  mean- 
ing of  it,  for  it  seems  rather  hard  to  follow 
and  to  tell  exactly  what  the  meaning  of  it 
is  as  it  now  stands. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
meaning  of  the  clause,  as  it  now  stands, 
is  that  this  Algoma  Branch  runs  only  part 
of  the  way  to  Sault  St  Marie  There  is 
in  contemplation  the  constructing  of  a 
line  from  Minneapolis  and  St.  Paul  to 
Sault  St.  Marie,  and  if  that  line  is  con- 
tinued to  the  Sault,  and  if  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company  extend  their 
line  up  from  Algoma  to  the  Sault,  the 
Algoma  branch  may  be  mortgaged,  not- 
withstanding this  Bill,  for  the  purpose  of 
raising  money  to  make  the  connection  at 
the  Sault 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  understand 
that  while  the  Algoma  branch  remains  in 
its  present  condition,  the  mortgage  is  the 
first  lien  on  it 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— But  if  there  is  a 
prospect  of  the  road  becoming  valuable 
then  the  Government  will  be  prepared  to 
relinquish  their  lien  upon  it  and  allow  the 
company  to  mortgage  the  whole  Algoma 
branch  to  other  parties  to  raise  money, 
and  the  Government  lien  will  come  in 
merely  as  a  second  mortgage. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I  do 
not  think  my  hon.  friend  should  draw  the 
conclusion  that  the  Government  is  to  do 
so  ;  the  Government  has  power  to  do  so 
under  this  bill,  and  my  hon.  friend  must 
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bear  in  mind  that  the  money  so  raised  is 
to  be  applied  on  the  road 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— But  there  is  the 
position;  that  while  the  Algoma  branch 
is  of  no  great  value,  the  Government  hold 
the  first  lien  on  it  If  such  circumstances  as 
the  Minister  of  Justice  indicates  take  place, 
the  road  will  then  become  of  great  value 
because  if  the  connection  which  is  spoken 
of  is  made^  the  branch  from  Sault  St 
Marie  to  Sudbury  will  be  the  most  valu- 
able portion  of  the  Pacific  Railway,  and 
then  the  country  will  have  only  a  second 
mortgage  on  that  road  when  it  becomes 
valuable. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— It  is  better 
than  a  first  mortgage  on  a  road  which  is 
good  for  nothing. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI The 

money  that  will  be  raised  will  be  spent 
upon  the  road. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  am  not  saying 
this  of  the  present  more  than  of  any  other 
administration,  but  a  Government,  dealing 
with  a  corporation  like  the  Pacific  Rail- 
way Company,  is  always  at  a  disadvantage. 
The  representations  of  the  directors  are 
hard  to  resist,  and  there  is  generally  no 
one  present  who  is  interested  m  opposing 
those  representations  and  solicitations; 
so  I  take  it  that  saying  that**the  Governor 
in  Council  may  in  his  discretion,"  is  prac- 
tically equivalent  to  saying  that  "the  Gov- 
ernor in  Council  shall,"  and  I  think  it  is  an 
objectionable  provision  As  regards  that 
Algoma  branch,  my  impression  is  that  it 
would  really  be  better  for  the  Government 
to  advance  a  little  money  themselves  than 
to  give  up  their  lien  on  the  road,  because 
there  is  no  portion  of  the  Pacific  Rail- 
way which  will  be  better  security  for 
money  advanced  on  it  than  that  section. 
There  is  nothing  said  in  this  Bill  to  pre- 
vent the  company  from  going  outside  of 
the  provisions  of  their  charter,  and  there 
is  an  amendment  which  I  think  is 
desirable  should  be  moved  as  to  the 
western  terminus  of  the  road.  I  suppose 
it  is  not  necessary  to  give  notice  of  the 
amendment  now,  but  if  it  is,  I  give  notice 
that  I  am  prepared,  when  the  Bill  is  at  its 
third  reading,  to  move  an  amendment 
K3 


with  respect  to  the  western  terminus  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— It  is  quite 
reasonable,  if  this  Algoma  Branch  is  now, 
in  its  incomplete  state,  comparatively 
worthless,  as  my  hon.  friend  admits  it  is, 
that  anyone  advancing  money  upon  it  to 
make  it  valuable  should  have  a  first  lien 
for  money  so  advanced.  Those  who 
make  it  valuable  should  have  some  right 
to  get  their  money  back. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— An  unfinished 
road,  as  a  rule,  is  not  very  valuable. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— Before 
this  Bill  is  reported,  I  desire  to  move  that 
the  following  clause  be  added  to  the 
Bill:— 

Clause  A. 

« In  case  the  company,  by  any  extension 
of  its  main  line,  or  by  the  construction  of  any 
branch  line  or  lines,  or  by  any  agreement  for 
acquiring  or  leasing  the  hue  or  nnes  of  any 
other  rauway  company  or  companies,  or  by 
any  agreement  for  running  powers  over  the 
line  or  lines  of  any  other  railway  company  or 
companies,  or  by  traffic  arrangements  with 
any  other  railway  company  or  companies,  or 
by  any  other  means  or  device,  establish  (or 
purpose  to  establish)  a  Terminus  on  the 
Pacific  coast  at  any  point  other  than  Port 
Moody,  then  the  Government  of  Canada 
shall  not  construct  or  establish  any  such 
terminus,  nor  along  the  line  or  lineit  of  rail- 
way (whereby  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bail- 
way  18  connected  or  proposed  to  be  con- 
nected with  such  terminuf*,)  the  engine  house, 
station  buildines,  and  water  service,  which, 
bj  contract  and  aj^reement  with  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company  approved  and 
ratified  by  the  Act  passed  in  the  Forty-Fourth 
year  of  Her  Majesty's  Reign,  Chapter  One, 
the  Government  is  bound  to  construct,  estab- 
lish and  convey  to  the  company,  upon  the 
completion  of  the  Eastern  and  Central  Section 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway;  but  the 
said  engine  house,  station  buildings  and 
water  service  shall  be  constructed  and 
established  at  Port  Moody,  notwithstanding 
the  establishment,  or  proposed  establishment, 
of  any  other  terminus.'' 

This  is  the  amendment  that  I  gave  no- 
tice of  some  days  ago  when  I  was  discuss- 
ing the  terminus  question,  but  before  en- 
tering upon  the  merits  of  it  to-day  I  desire 
to  make  a  personal  explanation  which 
slipped  my  memory  upon  that  occasion.  My 
hon.  friend  from  Lunenburg  and  myself, 
have  been  accused  of  speculating  in  Port 
Moody  property,  and  in  consequence  of 
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that  speculation  that  our  minds  were  more 
or  less  biased.  It  is  quite  true  that  my 
Hon.  friend  from  Lunenburg  and  myself 
have  speculated  there.  I  regret  to  say 
that  we  have,  but  I  have  only  to  acquaint 
this  House  with  the  fact  that  we  did  not 
do  so  until  we  had  the  most  positive  as- 
surances— private  as  well  as  public — 
public  announcements  and  declarations 
from  the  Government,  that  Port  Moody 
was  the  terminus  and  would  remain  the 
terminus  ot  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 
But  if  my  hon.  friend  and  myself  have 
speculated  there  we  have  done  so  with 
our  own  moneys.  We  did  not  come  to 
the  Government  and  ask  them  for  a  loan 
of  over  three  quarters  of  a  million  as  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Co.  are  doing  at 
the  present  time,  asking  for  $760,000  for 
private  speculation.  I  claim  that  the  Cana- 
dian Pacific  Railway  Co.  have  no  more 
right  to  ask  this  Government  for  $760,000 
to  further  their  own  private  in- 
terests that  are  wholly  and  solely 
apart  from  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way than  we  have.  It  has  not  been 
denied  by  the  Minister  of  Justice,  or  by 
the  Premier,  or  by  the  acting  Minister  of 
Railways,  or  by  the  late  Minister  of  Rail- 
ways, that  Port  Moody  is  all  that  can  be 
desired  as  a  terminus  for  a  great  trans- 
continental railway.  It  is  not  on  any 
ground  of  inefficiency,  or  want  of  space,  or 
want  of  good  anchorage,  or  any  facilities 
necessary  for  the  terminus  of  a  great  trans- 
continental railway  that  another  terminus 
has  been  selected.  At  Port  Moody  there 
are  no  less  than  ten  miles  of  the  finest 
anchorage  and  dockage  that  could  be 
found  in  any  harbor,  I  do  not  hesitate  to 
say,  in  the  world.  Vessels  can  lie  along 
the  shore  there  without  even  casting 
out  an  anchor,  so  secure  is  that  place 
and  so  well  protected  from  any  winds — 
it  is  perfectly  land-locked. 

In  confirmation  of  that,  I  will  read  a 
short  article  that  came  under  my  notice 
to-day.     It  is  as  follows  : — 

While  the  estimates  were  passing  through 
the  House  the  following  discussion  took 
place,  at  the  instance  of  Mr.  Blake,  on  the 
Item  of— 

"For  connection  with  Coal  Harbor  and 
English  Bay,  shops,  buildings,  docks,  tracks 
and  other  facilities  at  Pacific  terminus, 
$760,000." 

The  hon.  gentleman  said: — The  Govern- 
ment told  the  House  very  strongly,  and  no 

Hon,  Mr.  McINNES. 


longer  ago  than  last  session — yes,  and  even 
this  session,  when  I  called  the  attention  of 
the  actine  Minister  to  the  fact  that  there  were 
raroors  that  the  compaoy  were  prosecuting 
the  extension  rom  Port  Moody  to  Coal  Har- 
bor or  English  Bay,  and  pointed  ont  that  I 
had  indicated  before  that,  lor  the  China  and 
Japan  trade,  something  of  that  kind  would  be 
done — he  said :    If  it  is  done,  the  Govern- 


ment considers  Port  Moody  the  proper  pointy 
and  if  anything  more  is  done  it  will  oe  by  the 
company  itselt,  and  we  have  no  concern  with 


it  wnatever;  and  at  that  moment  he  was 
making  a  contract  (or  the  additional  expendi- 
ture oi'  no  less  than  $70,000  to  put  down  iron 
piles  instead  of  the  wooden  piles  in  front  of 
Port  Moody  vharf,  which,  if  this  arrange- 
ment is  to  be  made,  will  be  a  structure  little 
required.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  there  will  be 
no  traffic  at  Port  Moody :  but,  if  the  terminus 
is  to  be  some  thirteen  miles  off,  at  Coal  Har- 
bor or  English  Bay,  we  have  made  a  perman- 
ent striicture  at  Port  Moody  to  repair  the 
ravages  of  the  teredo,  costing  more  than  the 
wharf  cost  altogether,  and  in  addition  to  eiv- 
ing  that  to  the  Pacific  Railway  we  are  to  find 
means  of  borrowing,  and  perhaps  are  our- 
selves to  give  them,  $760,000  for  this  exten- 
sion. The  Minister  of  Railways,  early  in  the 
session,  said :  This  is  a  matter  with  which 
we  had  no  concern  ;  it  is  not  our  business  ; 
we  believe  the  terminus  at  Port  Moody  is 
adequate.  I  want  to  know  whether  the  Gov- 
ernment have  any  further  information  on  this 
subject,  whether'they  have  approved  of  this 
as  necessary  and  important  to  the  compan}r, 
and  whether  they  iiave  verified  at  all  the  esti- 
mates and  plans  upon  which  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railwav  term m us  is  to  be  transferred, 
in  fact,  from  Port  Moody  to  Coal  Harbor  or 
English  Bay. 

Now,  I  will  read  the  reply  of  the 
Premier  : 

Sir  John  A.  Macdonald — As  I  understand, 
these  estimates  are  generally  rough  estimates, 
but  before  the  money  can  be  expended  full 
details  will  be  given.  As  to  the  connection 
with  Coal  Harbor,  my  hon.  friend  the  Minis- 
ter of  Railways  was  quite  right  in  stating  that 
it  was  the  affair  of  the  con^pany  ilselL  Un- 
der the  contract  and  the  Act  of  Parliament 
the  terminus  was  stated  to  be  at  Port  Moody^ 
as  far  as  the  Government  was  concerned ; 
the  contract  ends  there,  and  it  is  a  fine  har- 
bor, no  doubt,  and  will  always  have  a  consid- 
erable amount  of  trade,  I  fancy,  which  will 
still  remain  and  start  from  Port  Moody,  al- 
though it  is  the  intention  ot  the  company  to 
extend  the  line  to  Coal  Harbor  and  English 
Bay.  It  appears,  on  fuller  investigation,  that 
the  interests  of  the  company  and  the  interests 
of  foreign  trade  will  be  promoted  by  going  to 
Coal  Harbor  and  English  Bay,  but  it  forms 
no  portion  of  the  contract,  and  they  get  no 

r»rtion  of  the  subsidy  on  this  part  ot  the  line. 
believe  the  extension  of  the  road  has  been 
made  for  the  advanta^^e  of  the  general  Asiatic 
trade.    You   may  depend  upon  it  that  the 
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eompanjf  with  the  evidence  they  have  before 
them,  are  acting  in  the  beat  interests  of  trade 
and  of  their  railway  in  going  to  the  expense 
of  extending  it  13  miles  further. 

I  would  say,  in  reply  to  that  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  gentleman,  that  it  is 
highly  misleading,  to  say  the  least  of  it. 
In  the  first  place,  I  would  not  attempt  to 
say  anything  against  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  or  any  private  company,  extend- 
ing that  road  beyond  Port  Moody  if  they 
were  doing  so  at  their  own  cost,  as  we 
are  led  to  believe  they  are,  and  I  am 
sorry  to  say  that  the  Minister  of  Justice 
about  a  week  ago  gave  this  House  to 
understand  that  it  was  out  of  their  own 
money. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— It 
is  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— The  leader  of 
the  House  says  that  it  is  their  own  money. 
You  have  already  had  the  annual  report 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company 
signed  by  Mr.  Stephens  the  president 
After  giving  a  general  explanation  of  the 
condition  of  the  road,  he  winds  up  as 
follows : — 

«  All  the  various  needs  of  a  new  railway  in 
a  new  and  rapidly  growing  country,  and 
everything  necessary  to  secure  economical 
and  efficient  operation,  and  the  full  develop- 
ment and  permanent  control  of  its  traffic, 
must  be  supplied. 

For  these  purposes,  the  estimated  amount 
required  will  be  as  follows: — 

For  sleeping  cars,  passenger  cars, 
dinins;  cars,  ba)qgage»  mail  and 
express  cars,  emigrant  cars,  box 
and  cattle  cars,  conductors'  cars, 
derrick,  tool  and  other  auxiliary 
cars,  locomotives,  hand  cars, 
push  cars,  track  tools,  sema- 
phores and  other  equipment 
requisite  for  operation  of  line, 
also  for  restormg  construction 
locomotives  to  good  workinrg 
condition $1,000,000 

For  elevators  at  Port  Arthur,  Fort 
William,  Montreal,  etc.;  coal- 
bunkers,  Montreal ;  additional 
real  estate  Montreal  and  else- 
where ;  revetment  walls  at  Mont- 
real ;  additional  depots  and 
tracks  and  other  facilities, 
Montreal  and  other  points ;  ad- 
ditional yard  room  and  tracks^ 
coal  and  other  docks,  and  other 
terminal  facilities  at  Fort 
William  and  Port  Arthur  .•••••    1,600,000 


For  divisional  shops  and  machinery 
at  nine  points^  coal  docks  and 
machinery  at  two  points  on 
Lake  Superior  section ;  station 
buildings,  section  houses  and 
miscellaneous  buildings  at 
various  pointe ;  additional  station 
sidings  and  crossing  tracks  at 
various  pointn  ;  extension  of 
divisional  yards  ;  additional 
engine  houses;  improvement  in 
water  supply ;  additional  tanks; 
permanent  bridge  work  at  the 
various  crossings  of  Bow  River 
and  on  other  sections ;  additional 
ballasting,  filling  trestles  and 
raising  roadway 600,000 

For  completion  of  telegraph 
system,  main  line  and  branches.       276,000 

For  connection  with  Goal  Harbor 
and  English  Bay  ;  shops,  build- 
ings, docks,  tracks  and  other 
facilities  at  Pacific  terminus. . . •       760,000 

Contingent  expenditures 910,000 

$6,046,000 

That  is  a  portion  of  the  $5,000,000  that 
we  are  asked  to  grant  this  company  injjtbe 
Bill  before  the  House.      (No,  no.) 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— My 
hon.  friend  is  quite  mistaken.  The 
$5,000,000,  are  already  spent.  It  is  the 
floating  debt  that  we  are  going  to  meet 
with  the  $5,000,000.  This  is  a  state- 
ment put  in  by  the  company  to  show  what 
the  necessities  of  the  road  are,  and  to 
explain  to  the  country  that  the  road  is  by 
no  means  finished,  although  the  contract 
is  nearly  completed — that  there  are  a  great 
many  things  to  be  done  needing  an  ex- 
penditure of  money,  and  they  put  that 
before  the  countrj*  to  show  that  a  large 
amount  of  money  will  yet  have  to  be  ex- 
pended, but  they  are  not  going  to  spend 
the  public  money,  but  their  own. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— Although  I  am 
not  a  lawyer  or  versed  in  the  law,  I  say  by 
common  sense  (and  I  hope  I  have  com- 
mon sense  and  understand  the  English 
language  sufldciently  to  see  on  the  face  of 
it  what  is  meant  by  it)— 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— My 
hon.  friend  does  not  understand  it  then. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— I  beg  the  hon. 
gentleman's  pardon,  I  do.  What  is  the 
title  of  the  Bill  before  us:  "An  Act 
further  to  amend  the  Acts  respecting  the 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1848  Canudim  Pacific  EaUway  [SENATE]  Gompleticn  BiU. 


Canadian  Pacific  Railway*  and  to  provide 
for  the  completion  and  successful  opera- 
tion thereof."  What  does  the  President 
of  the  Company  say?  Does  he  not  say 
that  it  is  necessary  that  those  sums  of 
money  shall  be  spent  in  order  to  provide 
for  the  completion  and  successful  opera- 
tion of  the  road  ?  It  is  as  clear  to  me  as 
possible,  and  I  am  really  astonished  that 
any  person  can  accept,  or  put,  any  con 
struction  upon  it  but  that.  I  divest  my- 
self of  everything  in  the  shape  of  selfish- 
ness in  the  matter,  and  I  believe  that 
three-fourths  of  the  whole  country  will  put 
that  construction  upon  it.  If  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company  have  money  of 
their  own  to  build  that  road,  I  ask  why 
they  are  coming  here  for  $5,000,000  for 
that  purpose  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB-— They  are  not 
asking  us  to  give  it 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— They  certainly 
are.  Why  do  they  put  in  that  Bill  if  they 
do  not  ask  for  it? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— They 
borrow  it  and  agree  to  return  it  next 
year — ^in  July. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— Yes,  it  will  be 
returned  in  all  probability  as  quickly  as 
the  money  granted  to  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway.  We  have  $30,000,000  there, 
and  it  is  likely  to  remain  there  for  all  time. 
I  do  not  want  to  decry  the  company,  or 
have  that  charge  laid  to  me,  but  I  am  as 
confident  as  I  am  that  I  stand  here  that  this 
country  will  never  see  one  dollar  of  the 
advance  which  has  been  made  to  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  in- 
cluding that  $5,000,000,  paid  back.  We 
are  giving  it  to  them  as  a  gift;  they 
are  not  a  company,  they  are  merely  con- 
tractors for  the  Government,  and  1  be 
lieve  now  is  the  time  for  the  Government 
to  take  possession  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  complete,  equip  and  run  it  in  the 
interests  of  the  count^.  Now  is  the  time, 
because  it  is  only  a  few  months,  in  my 
opinion,  until  it  will  be  compelled  to  do  it 
anjTway. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— Will  the 
hon.  gentleman  refer  to  section  7  of  the 
bill? 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES. 


Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— I  have  read 
that  bill  very  carefully,  and  my  hon.  friend 
may  be  looking  through  one  pair  of  spec- 
tacles and  I  am  looking  through  another 
pair,  and  those  I  am  looking  through  suit 
me  remarkably  well 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— They  arc 
not  green  I  hope. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— In  moving  this 
resolution  I  am  asking  for  nothing  but 
fair  play  and  common  justice  that  ought 
to  be  accorded  to  me  and  that  ought  to 
be  accorded  to  those  who  have  been 
misled :  and  I  expect  that  this  House  will 
give  that  measure  of  justice  that  is  due  to 
them.  Take  this  contract  that  was  en- 
tered into,  and  as  the  right  hon.  gentleman, 
the  leader  of  the  other  House,  stated  in 
that  branch  of  the  legislature,  the  Act  and 
the  contract  entered  into  with  fhe  Pacific 
Railway  Company  make  provision  that 
those  terminal  works  that  I  ask  for  shall  be 
erected  at  Port  Moody.  What  does  it  say 
in  the  loth  clause  of  the  contract  ? 

'^n  further  consideratioD  of  the  premiBes 
the  Government  shall  also  grant  to  the  com- 
pany the  lands  required  for  the  road*bed  of 
the  railway,  and  for  its  staiions,  station- 
srounds,  workshops,  dock  ground,  and  water 
frontage  at  the  termini  or  navif^able  waters, 
buildings,  yards  and  other  appurtenances  re- 
quired for  the  convenient  and  effisctoal  con- 
struction and  workins  of  the  railway,  in  so 
far  as  such  land  shall  be  vested  in  theQovemr 
ment.*' 

The  Government  do  not  dispute  that 
they  selected  Port  Moody  as  the  terminus, 
years  ago,  and  that  they  have  gone  on 
leading  the  public  to  believe  that  it  would 
be  equipped  with  the  public  buildings 
necessary  for  a  great  railway  termmus.  I 
have  been  accused  of  quarreling  with  the 
Government  because  the  company  were 
going  to  extend  the  line  beyond  Port 
Moody.  I  have  no  desire  to  quarrel  with 
the  Government,  and  much  less  with  any 
member  of  this  House.  I  do  not  think  I 
can  be  fairly  charged  with  being  a  quarrel- 
some person  ;  but  while  I  take  that  posi- 
tion I  consider  that  I  would  be  unworthy 
of  being  a  member  of  this  House,  or  of 
being  one  of  its  three  representatives  from 
the  Province  of  British  Columbia,  unless 
I  stood  up  in  my  place  and  raised  my 
voice  in  defence  of  those  who  have  been 
misled — those  who  have  been  wronged, 
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grossly  wronged,  if  the  vile  scheme  of 
this  extension  is  carried  out.  The  position 
that  I  stand  in  to^tay  is  this :  hundreds 
have  interviewed  me,  and  I  have  received 
letters  from  parties  that  I  never  saw  ask- 
ing me  "  Is  Port  Moody  the  terminus  of 
the  Pacific  Railway  ?"  '^  Is  it  a  safe  place 
to  invest  our  means  in  ?"  I  invariably  re- 
ferred them  to  the  solemn  announcement 
made  by  Sir  Charles  Tupper  and  the 
Government,  that  Port  Moody  was  the  ter- 
minus. I  said,  "  I  can  give  you  that,  and 
I  think  it  is  quite  sufficient ;  but  in  addi- 
tion to  that  I  am  safe  in  saying  that  I 
have  the  most  positive  private  evidence 
that  Port  Moody  is  the  terminus."  On 
the  strength  of  that  assurance  they  invest- 
ed their  money,  some  of  them  their  all, 
and  hon.  gentlemen  can  understand  the 
position  that  I  am  in.  They  no  doubt 
look  to  roe  as  the  person  who  misled  them, 
or  to  a  certain  extent  misled  them  in  in- 
vesting their  means  there.  That  is  the 
liaise  position  that  I  am  in.  That  is  the 
fietlse  position  that  the  Government  of  the 
country  has  placed  me  in,  and  all  those 
who  have  invested  at  Port  Moody.  We 
are  told  that  it  was  only  when  xMr. 
Van  Home  came  to  this  country  that 
they  discovered  that  Port  Moody  was  not 
quite  as  good  a  harbor  as  the  Pacific  rail- 
way people  would  like  it  to  be.  Notwith- 
standing the  speech  of  Sir  Charles  Tupper 
which  I  quot^  here  about  a  week  ago — 
and  that  speech  was  not  giving  his  own 
views  merely,  but  the  views  of  the  highest 
naval  authorities  that  had  visited  those 
waters  on  the  Pacific  coast,  extending  over 
a  period  of  25  years— notwithstanding 
all  that,  when  Mr.  Van  Home  comes  over 
here  he  goes  out  to  Burrard  Inlet,  to  Port 
Moody  and  English  Bay,  for  five  or  six  hours, 
and  he,  with  his  would-be  all-seeing  eye, 
could  detect  at  a  glance  that  these  author- 
ities are  all  wrong,  that  Port  Moody  is  not 
a  good  harbor,  that  Coal  Harbor  is  a  little 
better,  and  that  English  Bay,  exposed  as 
it  is  to  the  prevailing  winds  and  tides,  is  the 
best  In  connection  with  this  I  would  draw 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact  that  the 
Minister  of  Justice,  in  replying  to  my  ob- 
servation the  other  day,  forgot  to  mention 
anything  about  the  enormous  amount  of 
money  required  to  build  a  breakwater  to 
make  English  Bay  anything  like  fit  for 
vessels  to  anchor  in  safety  there.  He  en- 
tirely overlooked  that — the  two  or  three 


millions  stated  by  Sir  Charles  Tupper 
that  it  would  cost  for  that  purpose. 

Hon.  Mr.  CARVELI^If  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  allow  me,  perhaps  I  will  help 
him  in  his  argument  It  has  been  said 
that  the  Pacific  Railway  Company  had  in- 
tended to  place  their  buildings  there  and 
make  the  improvements,  as  suggested  by 
the  words  he  has  read,  but  that  on  going 
there  they  found  that  speculators  had  pre- 
ceded them  and  bought  the  lands  and 
asked  exorbitant  prices  from  the  Com- 
pany for  theoL  I  would  suggest  that  to 
the  hon.  gentleman  in  order,  if  it  is  not  so, 
that  he  may  contradict  it 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— I  am  very  glad 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Prince  Edward 
Island  has  mentioned  that  matter.  I  do 
not  know  whether  he  was  in  the  House  the 
other  day  when  I  was  dealing  with  that  por- 
tion of  the  question.  I  stated  that  last  Nov- 
ember, property  owners  at  Port  Moody  had 
offered  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Ca 
450  acres  of  land  within  a  mile  and  a  half 
of  the  head  of  Port  Moody — offered  it  as 
a  gift.  Not  only  that,  but  to  show  the 
lilMurality  and  fairmindedness  of  that 
people,  they  offered  to  give  one- 
third  of  all  their  private  property 
within  one  mile  of  Port  Moody,  tf 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Co.  would 
keep  the  terminus  at  Port  Moody  for  20 
years,  so  that  that  statement  is  not  correct 
I  have  also  heard  it  stated,  in  that  con- 
nection, that  the  company  could  not  find 
enough  of  level  land  there  for  their  ter- 
minal works,  and  all  that  kind  of  non- 
sense. There  is  a  stretch  of  country 
from  the  head  of  Port  Moody  up  to  Pitt 
River,  a  distance  of  five  miles,  of  level 
land. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Up  stream? 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— Yes,  up  stream. 
There  is  a  fall  of  eight  or  ten  feet  in  five 
miles,  so  that  the  grades  are  not  very 
steep.  I  think  they  are  a  little  steeper 
than  that  in  the  Selkirk  range. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Is  there 
not  a  Government  reservation  there  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— Yes,  there  are 
two  military  reservations  a  little  west  of 
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Port  Moody.  What  did  the  Government 
do  five  or  six  years  ago?  As  I  said 
the  other  day,  they  reserved  nearly  a 
mile  and  a  quarter  of  the  best  water 
frontage  at  Port  Moody,  and  a  consider- 
able amount  of  land  adjoining  it.  What 
was  that  reserved  for  ?  The  ground  was 
levelled,  the  trees  were  felled,  and  stumps 
grubbed  out,  and  all  was  prepared  for 
the  erection  of  those  terminal  works* 
That  work  was  going  on  until  the  middle 
of  May  last.  I  think  it  is  a  poor  state  of 
aifairs,  hon.  gentlemen,  if  we  cannot  find 
men  enough  in  our  own  country  to,  at 
least,  acquire  sufficient  knowledge  of  the 
country,  and  the  requirements  for  the 
terminus  of  a  great  road  like  that.  It  has 
also  been  stated,  I  believe,  by  certain  in- 
terested parties  that  Port  Moody  is  a 
small  harbor.  It  is  not  a  very  large 
harbor,  but  it  is  four  miles  in  length,  with 
an  average  of  one-half  to  three-quarters  of 
a  mile  in  width.  We  have  ten  miles  of 
as  good  anchorage  and  dockage  there 
as  can  be  found  in  the  world.  I 
think  that  is  quite  ample  for  the 
Pacific  Railway  for  the  next  50  or 
100  years.  They  claim  that  they  require 
a  large  amount  of  dockage  for  the  Asiatic 
trade.  What  is  the  great  Asiatic  trade 
that  the  Premier  refers  to  here  that  it  is 
necessary  to  extend  the  road  down  to  Eng- 
lish Bay  to  accommodate  ?  In  San  Fran- 
cisco, where  they  have  the  terminus  of  the 
Central  Pacific  Railway  as  well  as  the 
Southern  Pacific  there  is  only  one 
Asiatic  steamship  coming  in  there  every 
two  weeks,  and  if  it  is  for  the  Asiatic 
trade  I  would  like  to  ask  what  difference 
it  would  make  for  a  ship  after  coming  five 
or  six  or  eight  thousand  miles,  to  go  twelve 
miles  along  as  fine  a  stretch  of  inland  navi- 
gation as  is  to  be  found  any  where,at  the  end 
of  a  journey  of  that  length  ?  Of  course  they 
would  go  to  the  perfect  harbor  of  Port 
Moody  instead  of  anchoring  in  an  open 
roadstead  like  English  Bay. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— Do  you 
count  the  sailing  ships  coming  from  China 
to  San  Francisco  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— I  am  not 
counting  sailing  ships,  but  if  you  have 
reference  to  all  the  shipping  coming  into 
San  Francisco  I  will  leave  it  to  the  hon. 
gentleman's  own  judgment  to  say  if  he 

Hon,  Mr.  McINNES. 


has  ever  seen  more  than  50  ships  in  San 
Francisco  Harbor  and  Bay  at  one  time  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD--That  is  a 
large  number. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— It  is  a  large 
number,  but  San  Francisco  is  an  old 
place  with  a  large  trade  and  population, 
with  four  times  tjhe  entire  population  of 
British  Columbia. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— I  never 
saw  that  number  in  Liverpool  at  one  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— I  do  not  say 
that  I  have  ever  seen  that  number  in  San 
Francisco!  myself  at  one  time,  but  I  am 
asking  the  hon.  gentleman  if  he  has  ever 
seen  that  number  there  at  one  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— Ihavenot 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— Well,  then,  it 
is  not  necessary  that  that  road  should  be 
extended  in  order  to  meet  this  great  trade 
that  is  going  to  spring  up,  on  the  comple- 
tion of  the  Pacific  Railway,  between  this 
country  and  Asia.  I  am  sorry  to  say 
that  I  have  no  faith  whatever  in  that 
trade.  It  will  scarcely  amount  to  any- 
thing, and  I  will  give  you  my 
reason  for  thinking  sa  As  I  said  before, 
the  Southern  and  the  Central  Pacific  Rail- 
ways run  to  San  Francisco.  They  have 
been  in  existence  for  a  number  of  years, 
and  if  they  could  not  attract  a  greater 
amount  of  trade  than  would  warrant  more 
than  one  steamship  in  two  weeks,  are  we 
with  our  population  of  5,000,000,  going  to 
attract  more  trade  than  the  55,000,000  in 
the  country  to  the  south  of  us  ?  I  do  not 
think  it  is  reasonable  to  suppose  that  we 
will.  Then,  there  is  the  Northern  Pacific, 
only  100  miles  in  a  direct  line  south  of 
the  terminus  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way. Is  there  any  line  of  steamers  running 
in  connection  with  that  road  to  any  distant 
foreign  country  ?  No.  For  these  reasons 
I  am  sorry  to  think  that  the  Asiatic  trade 
is  more  imaginary  than  anything  else. 
Should  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  ob- 
tain all  the  Asiatic  trade,  it  would  not 
amount  to  two  car  loads  a  day.  I  had  a 
very  delicate  compliment  paid  me  a  day 
or  two  ago  in  this  House.  The  Minister 
of  Justice  stated  that  there  was  no  sense 
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in  asking  for  the  erection  of  the  engine 
house  and  other  terminal  buildings  at 
Port  Moody.  I  do  not  claim  to  have  any 
more  common  sense,  probably,  than  is 
necessary,  but  I  think  if  I  were  senseless 
in  asking  that  the  Syndicate  and  the  Gov- 
ernment should  carry  out  what  they 
solemnly  agreed  to  in  i88i,  surely  there 
was  no  sense  on  the  part  of  the  Minister  of 
Justice  and  the  acting  Minister  of  Railways 
going  to  work  and  asdling  for  tenders  for 
the  erection  of  those  houses  at  Port  Moody 
up  to  the  24th  May  last  I  say  that  if  I 
were  senseless  in  asking  for  that,  I  think 
the  Government  were  a  great  deal  more 
so,  yes,  dishonest,  in  calling  for  tenders 
for  a  work  that  they  did  not  intend  to 
build.  There  is  another  matter  I  wish  to 
refer  to,  but  I  will  defer  it  until  the  Min- 
ister of  Justice  is  in  his  place.  I  showed 
most  conclusively,  when  I  was  dealing 
with  this  subject  a  week  ago,  that  if  the 
road  was  extended  to  English  Bay  and 
Coal  Harbor — that  is,  if  we  gave  them 
the  wherewithal  to  do  it — the  Dominion 
property  in  and  around  Port  Moody  would 
be  depreciated  to  the  extent  of  three  or 
four  millions  of  dollars.  I  believe  if  the 
terminus  remains  where  it  is,  that  the  pro- 
perty which  they  own  will  be  worth  from 
$3,000,000  to  $4,000,000  within  the  next 
five  years.  I  think  I  also  showed,  not  on 
my  own  statement,  not  on  my  own 
estimate,  but  giving  as  my  author- 
ity the  ^x-Minister  of  Railways,  Sir 
Charles  Tupper,  that  it  would  cost  from 
one  to  two  millions  of  dollars  for  the 
erection  of  a  breakwater  or  to  make  any- 
thing like  a  harbor  of  English  Bay,  so  that 
there  is  a  direct  loss,  for  all  of  the  money 
for  the  erection  of  a  harbor  must  come 
out  of  the  Dominion  Treasury.  That 
would  be  a  direct  loss  to  the  Dominion  of 
$5,000,000,  a  considerable  sum,  which 
ought  to  be  applied  towards  recouping 
the  vast  amount  that  that  road  has 
already  cost  the  country.  The  Minister 
of  Justice  is  now  in  his  place,  and  I  will 
refer  to  the  fact  that  he  stated,  a  short 
time  ago,  his  impression  of  Port  Moody 
as  a  town  site.  I  remember  meeting  that 
hon.  gentleman  at  Port  Moody.  If  my 
memory  serves  me  right  it  was  about  two 
years  ago.  He  stated  that  his  impression 
of  Port  Moody  was  not  a  very  favorable 
one :  that  he  thought  it  was  not  a  very 
suitable  place  for  a  large  town.     I  will 


take  the  liberty  of  asking  the  hon.  gentle- 
man two  or  three  questions,  which  I  hope 
he  will  condescend  to  answer.  In  the 
first  place  I  ask  him  how  long  did  he 
remain  at  Port  Moody? 


Hon.    Sir    ALEX. 
Perhaps  half  an  hour. 


CAMPBELL— 


Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— How  far  did 
the  hon.  gentleman  walk  around  Port 
Moody,  or  away  from  that  wharf? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
did  not  walk  at  all  I  was  down  at  the 
wharf,  and  at  the  place  where  the  hotel  was. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— There  was  no 
road  there  ? 

Hon  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— There 
was  no  road  from  the  wharf  to  where  the 
hotel  was, 

Hon.  Mr.^  McINNES— I  would  ask 
again  how  far  could  the  hon.  gentleman 
see  in  any  direction  from  the  wharf? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I  do 
not  remember  how  far  I  could  see  from 
the  wharf.  I  remember  that  there  was  a 
great  deal  of  fire  in  the  woods,  and  the 
atmosphere  was  smoky.  I  could  not  see 
so  far  on  that  day  as  I  could  on  some 
other  days, 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES — I  am  very  glad 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  been  so  frank 
in  his  reply.  I  remember  that  day  very 
well.  The  whole  of  the  lower  portion  of 
British  Columbia  was  enveloped  in  dense 
smoke,  and  I  doubt  very  much,  although 
I  know  my  hon.  friend's  eyesight  was 
pretty  good,  if  he  could  on  that  day  have 
seen  as  far  as  from  here  to  Wellington  St 
It  was  impossible  to  see  any  distance  owing 
to  the  dense  smoke.  The  hon.  gentleman 
acknowledges  that  he  was  only  a  few  yards 
around  the  wharf,  and  that  he  saw  a  bluff. 
It  is  true  that  where  the  wharf  is  built  it  is 
immediately  under  a  bluff  from  50  to  75 
feet  high,  and  there  is  considerable  of  a 
hill  beyond ;  but  I  think  that  was 
scarcely  a  sufficient  amount  of  experience 
upon  which  to  pronounce  that  Port  Moody 
was  not  a  fit  place  for  a  harbor,  or  a  place 
fit  for  a  large  town. 
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Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
have  not  pronounced  Chat  in  any  way.  I 
said  that  was  my  impression. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES — I  am  very  sorry 
that  thehon.  gentleman  gave  that  impress- 
ion to  the  House,  that  a  large  town  could 
not  be  built  there.  As  my  hon.  colleague 
on  my  left  here  knows  well,  there  is  an 
expanse  at  the  head  of  Port  Moody  of 
about  a  mile,  and  then  it  gradually  widens 
out  to  a  valley  of  two  miles  until  you  go 
back  five  miles,  and  I  do  not  think  you 
could  get  a  better  place  for  a  large  cit^  of 
half  a  million  of  a  population  than  is  to 
be  found  there.  Immediately  back  of  the 
first  little  bluff,  which  stands  about  a 
quarter  of  a  mile  from  the  water's  edge, 
you  attain  an  altitude  of  loo  or  200  feet 
Then  there  is  a  level  plateau  extending  all 
the  way  to  the  Eraser  River  a  distance 
of  about  two  and  a-half  miles.  As  I 
pointed  out  the  other  day,  in  connection 
with  Coal  Harbour,  you  cannot  get  a  drop 
of  pure  water  there.  At  Port  Moody  it  is 
plentiful  I  know  of  no  place  so  bounti- 
fully supplied  with  pure  water,  as  fine  water 
as  ever  quenched  any  parched  throat 

Hon.  Mr  MACDONALD— A  good 
place  for  the  Scott  Act  people. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— Yes,  but  much 
better  for  the  anti-Scott  Act  people,  for 
they  can  get  pure  sparkling  water  there 
that  would  purify  them  from  the  impuri- 
ties and  abominations  of  alcohol 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  would  suggest 
to  my  hon.  friend  that  he  is  making  a 
great  mistake,  if  he  wishes  to  interest  the 
sympathies  of  the  majority  of  this  House, 
to  say  anything  about  alcohol.  Alcohol  is 
king  here. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— I  am  asking 
for  no  charity.  I  am  pleading  for  nothing 
but  simple  justice,  and  I  consider  that  I 
ought  to  get  justice  in  this  House ;  if  I  do 
not  get  justice  a  great  wrong  will  be 
done. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  am  only  sug- 
gesting that  you  would  prejudice  the  jury 
a  little  if  you  say  anything  against  alcohol 
in  this  House* 


Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— I  do  not  wish 
to  detain  the  House  any  longer,  but  there 
is  one  thing  I  wish  to  press  upon  the  at- 
tention of  hon.  gentlemen,  and  that  is, 
that  we  are  asked  to  give  $760,000  for  the 
purpose  of  extending  the  Pacific  Railway 
to  Coal  Harbor,  and  the  incentive  for  the 
extension  of  that  road  is  not  to  meet  the 
Asiatic  trade,  that  has  been  put  forth  as  a 
plea  ;  but  the  incentive  is  to  get  8,000 
acres  of  land,  6,000  of  which  has  been 
given  by  at  least  two  members  of  the  cor- 
rupt, land  jobbing,  local  legislature  of 
British  Columbia. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— Yes,  I  say  it, 
and  I  can  prove  it  I  say  that  is  the  in- 
centive; that  is  the  reason  why  the  vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Pacific  Railway  thought  it  ad- 
visable to  extend  the  road  to  English  Bay. 
As  I  read  a  few  days  ago  from  the  cor- 
respondence that  passed  between  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company  and  the  Local  L^;is- 
lature,  when  these  negotiations  were  going 
on  for  the  acquisition  of  the  6,000  acres 
of  land,  he  requested  the  Local  Govern- 
ment in  making  that  over,  to  transfer 
it  to  trustees  to  be  appointed  by 
the  company,  and  those  trustees 
are  the  Hon.  D.  A  Smith  and 
Mr.  Angus.  Why  do  they  want  them  made 
over  to  trustees?  He  goes  on  to 
explain — so  that  the  lien  attaching  to  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  woold  not 
apply  to  them.  I  say  if  we  are  to  give 
them  $760,000  for  the  extension  of  that 
road,  is  it  anything  more  than  fair  that 
the  road  and  lands  should  be  included  in 
the  security  this  country  should  have 
on  this  road  to  save  themselves? 


Hon.    Mr. 
would  not  do. 


MACDONALD  —  That 


Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— Not  to  serve 
their  purpose,  I  am  aware  of  that 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD—Thcy 
want  to  sell  town  lots,  and  if  they  were 
encumbered  they  could  not  dispose  of 
them. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— Yes,  as  I  said 
the  other  day,  they  have  six  miles  square 
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plotted  out  in  beautiful  maps,  and  that  is 
to  be  put  on  the  English  market  and  the 
markets  oi  the  United  States  and  Canada. 
They  call  the  place  Vancouver,  a  euphon- 
ius  name,  and  it  is  to  be  the  terminus  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  That  \% 
the  Asiatic  trade  for  which  they  want  to 
extend  that  road  down  there.  It  is  to 
make  millions  out  of  that,  and  as  I  point- 
ed out  the  other  day,  if  anything  should 
occur  to  the  CanacUan  Pacific  Railway 
Company  which  would  compel  the  Gov- 
ernment to  take  over  the  line  they  wpuld 
draw  the  line  at  Port  Moody  and  say, 
^  gentlemen,  west  of  that  you  have  noth- 
ing to  do ;  the  extension  is  private  property. 
It  is  true  you  gave  us  the  money  to  extend 
the  road  and  erect  round  houses  and  all  that 
sort  of  thing,  but  it  is  our  private  property 
and  you  have  no  mortgage  on  it.  We  have 
got  the  money ;  you  can  go  that  far,  but 
no  farther."  I  consider  that  it  is  manifest- 
ly unfair  if  the  road  is  to  be  extend- 
ed, and  if  we  grant  the  means  for 
that  extension,  that  the  lien  should 
not  cover  it  It  is  certainly  the 
duty  of  Parliament  to  see  that  the  Govern- 
ment take  a  mortgage  on  that  portion  of 
the  road  and  land,  and  place  it  in  the  same 
position  as  the  rest  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  line.  But  I  claim  that  it  is  the 
bounden  duty  of  the  Government  here  to 
at  least  carry  out  their  contract  with  the 
company.  The  onginal  contract  entered 
into  with  them  included  the  terminal 
buildings.  I  ask  this  House  to  endorse 
the  resolution  I  have  moved.  It  does  not 
interfere  with  the  Government  granting 
$5,000,000  relief  that  the  company  ask  for. 
It  merely  asks  the  Government  to  erect 
the  terminal  buildings  they  promised  to 
construct,  and  which  are  provided  for  in 
the  contract,  where  the  public  were  led  to 
believe  that  they  would  be  built — ^at  the 
place  where  the  people,  acting  upon  the 
assurance  that  the  terminus  would  be  at 
Port  Moody,  went  and  invested  their 
money.  I  ask  that  in  all  feimess. 
If  the  syndicate  see  fit  to  extend 
beyond  that  with  their  own  means,  or  if 
the  Government  give  them  the  means  to 
do  so,  I  claim  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  erect  the  buildings  at  Port  Moody, 
and  keep  faith  with  the  people  of  this 
country.  Yesterday  I  applauded  the 
Minister  of  Justice — 1  could  not  help  but 
applaud  him — ^in  one  of  his  statements  in 


reply  to  an  amendment  moved  in  the 
other  House  by  Mr.  Blake,  to  the  effect 
that  the  syndicate  ought  to  draw  on  the 
$14,000,000  now  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government  in  order  to  complete  the 
road  What  was  his  reply?  That  it 
would  be  manifestly  unfair  and  absurd 
(and  a  great  many  other  hard  expressions 
he  made  use  of)  to  expect  the  company  to 
break  faith  with  those  who  had  taken  stock 
in  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  I  could 
not  help  but  admire  the  spirit  of  justice  and 
fair  play  that  he  displayed,  and  his  burning 
desire  to  protect  the  honor  and  faith  of  his 
country  and  keep  faith  with  foreigners. 
But  if  such  is  the  case  with  foreigners,  I 
ask  have  not  the  people  of  Canada  as  great 
a  right,  yea  a  greater  right,  to  ask  the 
Government  to  protect  them  ?  Why  make 
this  discrimination  in  favor  of  foreigners  ? 
I  cannct  see  where  the  justice 
comes  in,  and  I  therefore  appeal 
to  this  House  to  see  that  those 
terminal  buildings  are  erected  at 
Port  Moody.  If  that  is  done  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company  or  any  other 
company  can  extend  the  road  to  the  moon 
if  they  like,  so  iiar  as  I  am  concerned 
There  are  several  other  points  on  which 
I  should  like  to  address  the  House  some- 
time longer,  but  I  know  the  spirit  of  the 
House — 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  House  ha» 
no  spirit 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— It  is  not  in  a 
mood  to  listen  to  a  long  speech,  and  I 
have  already  occupied  the  time  of  the 
House  much  longer  than  I  expected  I 
would  when  I  stood  up ;  consequently  I 
will  subside  for  the  present. 

Hon.  Mr,  KAULBACH— As  I  said  on 
a  former  occasion,  I  rise  with  great  hesi- 
tancy to  speak  on  a  matter  in  which  I  am 
personally  interested,  but  I  feel  more  in- 
terested also  as  a  public  man  in  the  com- 
pletion, maintenance,  perfection  and 
prosperity  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way as  one  of  the  greatest  institutions  of 
this  country,  in  which  all  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  in  Canada,  and  many  elsewhere, 
are  interested.  I  also  feel  that  private 
interests  should  give  way  to  the  public 
good,  and  I  am  not  one  of  those  who  feel 
that  we  should  restrain  or    hamper  the 
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Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company.  If 
they  thought  proper  to  build  a  branch  or 
extension  of  their  Xmt  from  Port  Moody 
to  English  Bay  or  Coal  Harbor,  I  say  let 
them  go  there. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— With  their  own 
money. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  never  took 
the  position  that  the  money  given  now  and 
last  year  is  anything  else  than  a  loan,  and 
I  will  not  take  it  now,  but  what  I  contend 
for  is  that  the  amendment  which  hafi  been 
moved  by  my  hon.  friend  is  just  and  cor- 
rect^  and  in  accord  with  law  and  equity ; 
that  the  terminus  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  has,  by  contract  and  by  our 
rstatute  law,  been  iited  by  the  Government, 
fay  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and 
parliament,  at  Port  Moody,  that  the  Gov- 
ernment have  no  right  and  cannot  put 
up  any  terminal  buildings  at  any  point 
beyond  Port  Moody.  They  have  no 
more  right  to  put  up  the  terminal  build- 
ings and  water  service  at  Coal  Harbor  or 
English  Bay  than  they  have  to  erect  them 
at  so   e  other  inlet  on  that  coast. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— They  axe 
not  putting  them  up. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— My  hoa 
friend  interrupts  me  and  says  the  Govern- 
ment are  not  putting  them  up ;  we  know 
it ;  but  they  have  agreed  to  put  up  cer- 
tain buildings  at  the  terminus  of  the  line, 
which  terminus  was  fixed  at  Port  Moody. 
All  we  ask  is  that  the  Government  fulfil 
their  obligations,  complete  their  engage- 
ments and  the  work  there  commenced. 
The  terminus  of  the  railway  has  been  fixed 
by  Order-in-Council,  not  only  by  this 
Government  but  by  the  late  administra- 
tion. The  Government,  themselves,  hav- 
ing determined  that  Port  Moody  should 
be  the  terminus  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  their  functions,  so  far  as  that  was 
concerned,  ended,  and  without  some  art 
of  Parliament  empowering  them  to  change 
the  terminus  they  cannot  put  up  their 
terminal  buildings  and  water  service  any- 
where else  except  at  Port  Moody.  The 
Minister  of  Justice  will  not  deny  that 
position.  That  is  my  contention,  and  I 
am  sorry  I  shall  have  to  weary  the  House 
by  quoting  statutes  in  support  of  it.    The 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH. 


statement  of  the  right  hon.  leader  of  the 
Government  has  been  referred  ta  It  was 
made  in  the  other  House  only  a  few  days 
ago,  and  I  presume  he  is  correctly  quoted 
in  saying :  "  Under  the  contract  and 
under  the  Act  of  Parliament  the  terminus 
is  at  Port  Moody,"  and  that  no  other  ex- 
tension can  be  recognized  or  subsidized 
by  the  Government — ^that  English  Bay 
or  Coal  Harbor  forms  no  portion  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  contract  That 
has  been  recognized  also  by  the  Opposi- 
tion, who  have  declared  over  andover  again, 
and  through  their  leaders,  that  the  terminus 
is  adequate  at  Port  Moody,  and  it  is  not 
inconsistent  with  the  Ordersrin-Council 
which  were  passed.  We  have  the  utter- 
ances, as  I  say,  of  no  less  a  person  than 
the  leader  of  the  Government  that  Port 
Moody  is  the  terminus,  and,  therefore,  I 
think  it  is  but  right  to  declare  in  this 
House  that  no  buildings  shall  be  erected 
by  the  Government  elsewhere  than  at  the 
terminus  so  fixed.  The  Government,  I 
contend,  have  the  right  and  must  put  up 
public  buildings — and  have  no  l^al  right 
or  authority  to  put  them  up  anywhere  ex- 
cept at  Port  Moody,  and  it  is  a  violation 
of  public  faith  and  duty  if  they  are  not  put 
up  there.  Mr.  VanHorne  visited  Port 
Moody,  in  the  early  part  of  last  winter,  and 
I  was  interested  in  the  remarks  he  made 
while  there.  It  cannot  be  said,  it  cannot 
be  contended,  the  idea  cannot  for  a 
moment  be  entertained  that  the  Govern- 
ment in  carrying  out  their  agreement  and 
constructing  these  buildings  at  Port  Moody 
would  be  throwing  away  money,  or  that 
these  structures  would  be  lost  or  useless, 
because  Mr.  VanHorne  remarked,  and 
over  and  over  again  publicly  declared,  that 
the  anticipations  of  the  company  were 
such  that  Port  Moody  would  have  a  large 
trade,  that  it  would  be  necessary  to  erect 
buildings  there,  that  it  must  be  an  impor- 
tant station,  that  it  was  destined  to 
command  a  large  share  of  the 
shipping  and  be  a  great  port,  and  command 
a  trade  equal  to  the  extent  of  the  harbor 
itself.  Therefore  it  cannot  be  said,  no 
one  dare  say  or  take  that  ground,  that  by 
putting  them  there  they  would  be  use- 
less. Therefore  in  no  way,  either  by 
reason,  law  or  justice,  or  the  public  inter- 
est, can  it  be  contended  that  they  should 
not  be  put  up  at  Port  Moody.  That  was 
the  terminus  fixed  by  contract  and  by  Act 
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of  Parliament,  and  I  again  repeat  that  it 
is  impossible  for  the  Government  to  go  be- 
yond that  and  erect  buildings  elsewhere 
without  the  direct  sanction  and  authority 
of  Parliament  My  hoa  friend  behind 
me  says  that  "we  will  not  put  them  up  at 
alL"  I  say  Canada  is  bound,  the  Govern- 
ment are  bound,  by  the  Orders-in-Council 
and  Acts  of  Parliament,  and  by  the  fact 
that  many  hundreds  of  persons  have 
thought  it  proper,  on  the  faith  of  acts  of 
Parliament,  to  invest  money  in  lands  about 
Port  Moody,  to  fulfil  their  engagement 
which  they  made  and  fixed  by  contract 
which  they  entered  into  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment— ^a  contract  the  honor  and  good 
faith  of  which  mus*  be  maintained  between 
the  people  of  this  country  and  the  Cana- 
dian Pacific  Railway  Co.  Having  said 
this  much,  and  feeling  as  I  do  such  a  deep 
interest  in  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
and  wishing  as  far  as  possible  its  completion 
and  prosperity,  I  do  not  wish  to  take,  and 
I  think  that  I  am  not  now  taking,  a  position 
hostile  to  the  company.  My  feeling  on 
the  subject  is  quite  the  reverse,  and  as  I 
told  my  hon.  friend  who  spoke  to  me  on 
this  matter,  I  would  rather  forego  every- 
thing I  have  invested  at  Port  Moody  than 
attempt  to  restrict  or  retard  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  in  their  rights.  If  they 
want  to  go  to  Coal  Harbor,  if  they  have 
not  a  right  to  go  there,  we  should  give  it  to 
them.  Perhaps  we  have  the  power  to  pre- 
vent them,  as  Parliament  is  omnipotent, 
yet  I  consider  it  would  nol  be  right  that 
the  company  should  be  restrained  from 
doing  what  they  conceive  to  be  in  their 
own  interest,  when  they  do  not  conflict 
with  public  interests.  I  would  like  to  re- 
fer hoa  gentlemen  to  the  law  as  to  Gov- 
ernment powers  as  it  stands  on  this  matter ; 
I  will  try  not  to  weary  you.  I  refer  the 
House  to  chap,  i  of  44  Vic.  The  first 
clause  of  the  schedule  in  the  contract 
is  as  follows:  ''Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  means  the  entire  railway  de- 
scribed in  37  Vic,  Cap.  14."  Now 
37  Vic.  chap.  14,  section  i,  says  that 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  is  to  be 
made  "  to  some  point  in  British  Columbia 
on  the  Pacific  Ocean  *  ♦  ♦  to  be 
determined,  and  the  course  and  line  of 
the  said  railway  to  be  approved  by  the 
Governor  in  Council"  Then  there  is  the 
end  of  the  following  section  2,  which  I 
believe  should  be  read  with  the  other,  and 


is  controlled  by  section  i.    They  must  be 
read  together. 

Hon.  Mr.-  PLUMB— That  does  not  fix 
the  terminus. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Wait  a 
moment  I  will  show  it  to  you.  We  wiU 
see  directly  where  it  is ;  we  will  come  to 
that ;  then  we  have  section  15  of  schedule 
A  to  the  Act  44  Vic.  chap,  i — the  Act  of 
1881.  It  is  as  follows  (I  want  hoa 
gentlemen  to  read  it) : — "  The  Company 
may  layout,  construct,  acquire,  equip  &c," 
and  you  will  find  it  to  extend  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  only  to  port  Moody. 
There  the  terminus  was  declared  by  Act 
of  Parliament;  but  what  have  we  more? 
I  say  diere  was  an  Order  in-Council  passed 
in  this  matter  and  I  refer  the  House  to 
the  Order-in-Council  of  the  Mackenzie 
Government  dated  May  1878  in  which  it 
was  declared  to  be  the  terminus  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  And  also 
the  Order-in-Council,  October  1879 
by  which  the  present  Government 
confirm  that  choice.  This  Order-in-Coun- 
cil would  fix  the  terminus  beyond  change 
except  by  express  directions  of  Parliament 
Then  I  contend  the  Government  having 
performed  their  functions,  having  deter- 
mined that  Port  Moody  was  the  terminus 
their  functions  ceased  and  they  could  in 
no  way  alter  the  decision  which  had  been 
arrived  at.  The  power  to  determine  was 
exhausted  when  the  determination  was 
made.  The  Government  do  not  contend 
that  they  have  altered  it ;  the  leader  of 
this  House  says  that  Port  Moody  is,  by 
contract  and  by  Act  of  Parliament,  the  ter- 
minus of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way, as  far  as  the  Government 
is  concerned.  I  say  not  only 
that,  but  by  Act  of  Parliament  and  Orders- 
in-Council  it  has  been  fixed,  and  therefore 
the  Government  have  no  right,  and  they 
would  be  taking  powers  which  they  do  not 
possess,  to  place  buildings  anywhere  but 
at  Port  Moody.  Therefore  I  contend  it  is 
but  right  and  proper  to  declare  that  the 
Government  do  not  recognize  any  other 
terminus  but  Port  Moody  at  which  to 
erect  these  buildings  and  that  there  the 
terminal  buildings  should  be  erected.  As 
I  said  before  section  i  of  the  Act  44  Vic 
Cap.  I  section  i  ratifies  the  contract  in  the 
schedules.     That  is  quite  clear,  and  the 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1356  Canadian  Paoifte  Railway  [SENATE]  OompUdon  Bill. 


5th  section  of  that  Act  shows  that  the 
Government  may  convey  to  the  company 
with  a  suitable  number  (^station  buildings 
and  with  water  service  (but  without  equip- 
ment) those  portions  of  the  Cana- 
dian Pacific  Railway  ^^constructed 
or  agreed  by  the  said  contract  to 
be  constructed  by  the  Government  etc/' 
the  whole  subject  to  the  contract  Now 
I  think  I  have  shown  that  Port  Moody 
was  the  terminus  by  law  and  by  contract 
with  the  company,  and  that  therefore  the 
buildings  must  be  put  there  and  nowhere 
ebe.  Clause  x  of  the  Construction  Act 
provides  that  the  western  section  is^the 
portion  of  said  railway  now  in  course  of 
construction  extending  from  Kamloops  to 
Port  Moody."  Clause  6  requires  the 
Government  to  complete  l^  the  ist  of  May 
1 89 1  the  remaining  portion  "between  Yale 
and  Port  Moody",  recognizing  Port  Moody 
through  the  whole  of  it  Clause  7  is  the 
same  as  section  5  of  the  Act  as  to  the 
transfer  of  the  railway  to  be  built  by  the 
Government,  together  with  ''a  suitable 
number  of  station  buildings  and  with 
water  service."  And  clause  8  provides 
that  as  each  portion  of  the  road  is  received 
from  the  Government  the  company  is  to 
equip  it     The  Government  is    only  to 

Erovide  a  suitable  number  of  station 
uildmgs  and  the  water  service,  that  is 
tanks,  etc.  Under  clause  7  and  8  the 
Government  can  build  elevators,  ware- 
houses and  station  buildings,  etc.,  as  pro- 
vided under  the  Act 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  —  The 
Government  were  to  build  the  first 
buildings  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Yes,  and  at 
Port  Moody,  and  that  is  all  we  ask.  The 
question  is  whether  under  clause  7  and  8 
the  Government  can  build  elevators, 
wharves,  docks,  warehouses,  etc,  for  the 
terminus.  It  might  possibly  build  ware- 
houses under  power  to  build  station  build- 
ings, but  certainly  not  the  others  which 
either  come  under  "equipment"  or  are 
not  authorized  to  De  built  and  transferred 
by  the  Government,  inasmuch  as  there 
being  an  express  enumeration  of  what  the 
Government  may  do,  it  is  forbidden  to  do 
anything  more.  The  Government  were  to 
build  that  portion  of  it  complete,  the 
station  buildings  and  water  service  at  Port 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH 


Moody.  Under  44  Vic  cap.  i,  which  I 
have  read,  schedule  A,  section  15,  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  shall  extend 
fipom  Callander  to  Port  Moody,  and  cer- 
tain branches  are  named,  and  other 
iHanches  may  be  located  as  provided  in 
the  contract  As  to  the  main  line,  clause 
13  of  the  contract,  the  terminal  point  is 
the  junction  with  the  western  section  at 
Kamloops,  and  this  is  preserved  by  45 
Vic.  cap.  53,  section  i,  allowing  some 
other  pass  than  the  Yellow  Head  to  be 
followed.  The  intention  to  preserve 
Port  Moody  as  the  western  terminus 
is  thus  made  very  clear.  It  is 
beyond  all  doubt  by  section  13. 
Now  it  is  true  in  section  A,  of  44  Vic 
chapi  I  reference  is  made  to  "  any  extm- 
sion  of  the  said  main  line  of  railway,  that 
shall  hereafter  be  constructed  or  acquired 
by  the  Company,"  but  as  to  acqtdring 
extension^  section  25  of  schedule  /^ 
expressly  defines  what  extensions  and 
amalgamations  may  be  made,  and  on  what 
conditions.  And  as  to  eomtrucHng  exien- 
sums,  no  express  power  is  given  to  con- 
struct any  extension.  If  the  only  act 
applying  was  this  portion  of  44  Vic  chap. 
I,  (which  is  the  Company's  charter)  then 
by  implication  there  would  be  an  un- 
limited power  to  extend  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway.  But  the  Consolidated 
Railway  Act  42  Vic  chap.  9  applies  to  this 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  not  only  by  its 
own  terms  as  in  its  second  section,  but  also 
by  the  express  enactment  in  section  17  of 
44  Vic  chap.  I.  Certain  sections  of  the 
Consolidated  Railway  Act  do  not  apply 
(see  44  Vic  chap,  i,  sections  17  to  23) 
but  they  have  no  bearing  on  this  point 
Therefore  the  only  extensions  theCanadian 
Pacific  Railw  ly  Co.  can  build  are  such  as 
are  authorized  hy  the  Consolidated  Railway 
Act  Now  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary 
to  go  any  further  than  to  have  cited,  as  I 
have  done  to  the  House,  the  acts  of 
Parliament  and  to  show,  as  I  said 
before,  (and  I  want  to  impress  it  again) 
that  the  Government  were  to.  build  at  Port 
Moody — ^the  terminus  adopted  and  fixed 
by  Act  of  Parliament,  and  in  the  contract 
with  the  company — those  buildings,  and 
the  Government  cannot  construct  them 
anywhere  else  but  at  Port  Moody.  Having 
determined  that  they  should  be  there,  the 
Government  have  no  right  to  go  beyond 
Port  Moody  and  put  up  permanent  build- 
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ings  elsewhere.  Not  only  are  they  obliged 
under  that  contract  and  under  an  Act  of 
Parliament  to  put  up  the  buildings  there, 
but  numerous  persons  having  invested 
large  sums  of  money  upon  the  Caith  of 
Parliament,  and  expecting  those  buildings 
would  be  constructed  there,  the  Govern* 
ment  and  Parliament,  although  they  ought 
not,and  I  think  cannot,under  existing  acts 
prevent  the  extension  of  the  road  if  the 
company  think  proper,  at  the  same  time 
cannot  break  fJEUth  with  the  people  of  the 
country  any  more  than  they  can  with  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company, 
having  fixed  the  terminus  at  Port  Moody, 
people  having  gone  in  there  under  the 
solemn  pledge  of  the  Government,  and  the 
leader  of  the  Government  in  this  House 
having  declared  that  the  terminus  of  the 
lailway,  as  far  as  the  Government  are  con- 
cerned or  can  recognize  it  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament and  contract,  is  at  Port  Moody. 
I  am  contendinjs  for  public  rights,  whilst 
frankly  admitting  my  interest  in  their 
maintenance.  We  have  a  right  to  expect 
nothing  more  than  that  this  Government 
will  carry  out  what  they  agreed  to  do,  what 
they  are  pledged  to  do,  what  the  people  of 
the  country  expect  them  to  do — ^to  put  up 
the  buildings  at  Port  Moody,  and  under 
the  law  they  cannot  put  them  anywhere 
else. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
hon.  gentleman  who  moved  this  amend- 
ment, and  my  hon.  friend  who  has  just 
seconded  it,  have  told  us  with  the  utmost 
frankness  that  they  have  a  personal  inter- 
est, in  this  matter,  and  that  they  are,  in 
fact,  advocating  their  own  interests  in  the 
speeches  which  they  have  made  to  the 
House  and  the  amendment  which  they  ask 
the  House  to  adopt.  It  has  been  my  for- 
tune to  be  some  years  in  Parliament,  and 
I  never  before  knew  a  case  where  a  man 
proposed  a  measure  in  his  own  interest. 
The  usual  rule  is  where  a  subject  is  brought 
before  the  House  which  concerns  the  in- 
terest of  any  of  its  members  that  that  mem- 
ber takes  no  part  in  the  discussion,  and  if 
he  is  particularly  sensitive  he  retires 
below  the  bar,  so  that  he  may 
not  seem  to  take  any  part.  The 
course  which  has  been  taken  to-day. 
although  I  suppose  quite  within  the  power 
of  the  hon.  gentleman,  yet  seems  to  me 
so  unusual,  and  one  which  I  think  ought 


not  to  creep  into  a  precedent,  that  I  feel 
bound  to  make  the  observation  I  have 
done  with  reference  to  its  unusual  charac* 
ter.  In  this  particular  matter,  with  this  in- 
terest to  serve,  the  hon.  gendeman  who 
proposes  the  resolution  I  think  mistakes 
the  position  of  matters,  the  position  of  the 
Government  and  the  position  of  the  com- 
pany. As  regards  the  position  of  the 
Government,  they  have  not  altered  their 
arrangement  with  this  company  in  any 
way.  The  arrangement  which  was  made, 
and  which  has  been  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  member  from  Lunenburg,  is  an  ar- 
rangement that  still  exists.  Whatever  the 
Government  said  about  Port  Moody,  and 
whatever  they  stipulated  in  any  contract 
about  that  place,  remains  said  and  stipu- 
lated. No  arrangement  is  proposed  by 
this  Bill  to  alter  that  bargain  in  any 
sort  of  way.  There  is  no  suggestion  and 
can  be  no  suggestion — it  is  impossible  for 
ingenuity  to  establish  that  there  is  any 
suggestion  in  this  Bill  in  any  way  to  ab- 
solve the  Government  from  any  part  of 
their  contract  with  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company,  or  to  absolve  the  Com- 
pany from  any  part  of  their  contract  with 
the  Government  in  regard  to  the  line  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company 
or  its  terminus.  The  Company  and  the 
Government  are  both  bound  to  construct 
the  railway  to  Port  Moody,  and  it  is  to 
Port  Moody  only  that  the  Government 
have  retained  any  of  the  grant  of  land.  It 
is  only  for  the  purpose  of  running  the  line 
to  Port  Moody  that  they  have  retained  a 
grant,  and  can  anything  show  more 
strongly  than  the  &ct  that  they  have  given 
up  their  land  between  Port  Moody  and 
Coal  Harbour  that  they  were  only  con- 
cerned in  constructing  the  line  to  Port 
Moody? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— WiU  the  Minister 
allow  me  to  interrupt  him  one  moment 
while  dealing  with  that  question  ?  Will 
he  be  kind  enough  to  deal  with  the  ques 
tion  of  the  terminal  buildings  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
will  deal  with  that  subject  The  contract 
is  to  construct  a  line  to  Port  Moody,  and 
we  have  no  concern  with  anything  below 
that  point  We  could  not  show  more 
conclusively  than  we  have  done  that  we 
took  no  concern  in  the  country  lying  west 
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of  Port  Moody,  than  by  consenting  that 
the  land  which  had  been  set  apart  for  the 
purpose  of  the  railway  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  British  Columbia  between  Port 
Moody  and  Coal  Harbor,  should  be  given 
back  to  the  Government 

Hon.  Mr-  McINNES  (B.  C)— I  do 
not  like  to  interrupt  the  hon.  member — 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^— Then 
why  do  you  do  it  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— Because  I 
should  like  the  leader  of  the  House  to  say 
when  they  gave  up  the  lands  west  of  Port 
Moody,  had  they  not  had  them  in  their 
possession  for  five  years  after  they  declared 
Port  Moody  to  be  the  terminus,  and 
after  the  contract  was  made  to  build  the 
road  ?  Why  were  they  kept  locked  up  to 
the  great  detriment  of  the  country,  if  the 
Government  did  not  own  them?  All 
this  difficulty  has  arisen  from  the  inaction 
and  vacillating  policy  of  the  Grovern- 
ment 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELLr- 
Although  the  hon,  gentleman  is  so  keenly 
interested  in  the  matter,  he  does  not 
understand  it  We  never  had  any  land 
in  our  hands  for  the  purpose  of  construct- 
ing this  railway.  We  had  a  stipulation  in 
the  Act  of  the  Legislature  of  British 
Columbia  that  they  would  retain  and  give 
to  us  in  trust,  for  the  purposes  of  this 
railway,  a  width  of  land  extending  twenty 
miles  each  side  of  the  railway  along  its 
entire  length;  and  wherever  the  length  of  the 
railway  stops,  there  the  grant  of  land  stops, 
and  there  was  no  possibility  of  our  refusing 
to  give  up  land  west  of  Port  Moody.  How 
could  we  ?  We  had  no  right  to  the  land 
except  along  the  line  of  railway.  The 
railway,  so  far  as  the  contract  is  concerned, 
and  so  far  as  the  Act  of  Parliament, 
and  any  compact  with  the  company  are 
concerned,  stops  at  Port  Moody,  and  we 
had  no  claim  to  land  below  that  point, 
and  as  soon  i&  the  Government  of  British 
Columbia  became  satisfied  that  we  were 
going  to  stop  at  Port  Moody — that  that 
was  to  be  the  terminus — ^they  began  a 
correspondence  with  us.  They  said — "If 
you  have  no  right  to  the  land  west  of 
Port  Moody,  you  should  abandon  that," — 
and  after  some  correspondence  that  was 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


done.     Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  says  we 
ought  not  to  have  done  that 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— I  will  read  the 
Act.  It  is  as  explicit  as  it  is  possible  to 
b&  It  was  passed  in  1879,  and  it 
specifies  that  any  shortage — that  is  if  there 
was  any  land  in  the  20  mile  belt  line  of 
railway  which  was  alienated  by  pre-emption, 
homestead  or  otherwise — ^might  be  made 
up  out  of  contiguous  lands,  and  it  is  men- 
tioned here,  in  a  dozen  different  places, 
and  I  should  like  to  know  if  the  land  west 
of  Port  Moody  is  not  contiguous?  What  did 
the  hon.  gentleman  do  last  year  ?  Did  he 
not  take  3,500,000  acres  of  land  not  con- 
tiguous to  the  railway  but  in  the  Peace 
River  country — 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— That 
is  another  speech.  The  hon.  gentleman 
says  if  there  was  a  *'  shortage  alongside 
of  the  railway" — that  very  expression 
gives  up  the  point  and  shows  that  I  am 
right  in  the  argument  I  am  using,  that  we 
had  no  claim  whatever  to  any  land  beyond 
the  line  of  railway.  It  is  manifest,  if  the 
hon.  gentleman  will  only  consider  what 
was  done  in  the  North-West  and  Mani- 
toba. A  certain  width  of  land,  20  miles 
on  each  side  of  the  line,  was  given  to  the 
railway.  The  same  thing  was  done  with 
the  line  in  British  Columbia.  Of  course 
when  you  get  to  the  end  of  the  line  of 
railway  there  is  no  more  land.  Suppose 
instead  of  going  to  Port  Moody  at  ail,  we 
had  gone  to  some  other  inlet,  we  would 
have  had  no  claim  to  land  at  Port  Moody. 
It  is  quite  clear  if  you  have  a  strip  of  land 
which  should  run  from  the  Speaker's 
chair  to  the  bar,  and  that  was  your  line  of 
railway,  when  you  got  to  the  bar  you 
could  have  no  claim  to  anything  beyond 
it  So  here  you  had  a  claim  to. a  grant  of 
land  all  along  the  railway  until  you  got  to 
Port  Moody ;  there  the  railway  stopped, 
and  the  grant  of  land  stopped,  and  the 
suggestion  which  the  hoa  gentleman 
makes  that  there  was  was  a  {Hrovision  for 
the  granting  of  contiguous  lands,  or  lands 
to  meet  the  shortage,  as  he  phrases  it, 
applies  to  what  we  were  entided 
to,  down  to  the  terminus  but  not 
below  the  terminus.  On  what  basis 
or  pretence  could  we  ask  for  land  be- 
yond the  terminus  ?  Why  should  they  do 
anything  more  than  grant  us  20  miles  on 
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each  side  of  the  road  for  its  entire  length  ? 
On  what  basis  could  we  ask  them  to  do 
anything  more  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— Why  use  that 
word  contiguous  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— That 
is,  contiguous  lands.  We  could  not  have 
the  whole  breadth  of  the  land  in  British 
Columbia,  and  it  turned  out  there  was  a 
deficit  because  lands  had  been  granted,  or 
otherwise  parted  with  to  the  extent  of  500,- 
000  acres.  We  were  to  get  in  lieu  of  that 
500,000  acres  of  land  as  near  as  possible 
to  that  locality. 

Hon.  Mr.  MAC  DONALD— That  is  a 
matter  of  agreement 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— A 
matter  of  agreement,  but  there  is  no  pro- 
vision that  we  should  have  land  below  the 
terminus.  It  would  be  just  as  absurd  as 
that  we  should  ask  for  land  in  some  other 
part  of  the  country  altogether.  Then  the 
hon.  gentleman  says  that  they  propose  to 
construct  the  line  farther  on  and  go  down 
to  Coal  Harbor  and  that  they  are  getting 
money  from  the  country  to  do  that.  Now 
they  are  not  getting  money  from  the  coun- 
try to  do  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— My  amend- 
ment does  not  state  anything  about  going 
beyond  Port  Moody,  but  my  motion  is  that 
the  Government  carry  out  their  contract 
to  build  the  terminal  buildings  at  Port 
Moody  and  then  they  can  extend  it  if  they 
please,  but  with  their  own  money. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
hon.  gentleman  said  this :  the  country  is 
going  to  lend  them  money  to  construct  a 
line  from  Port  Moody  westwards. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— So  they  are. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
hon.  gentleman  repeats  i*:  The  country 
is  not  doing  anything  of  the  kind.  The 
country  will  have  completed  their  bargain 
when  they  get  the  road  finished  to  Port 
Moody,  and  they  are  not  lending  this 
company  any  money  to  go  beyond  Port 
Moody.  In  the  statement  he  has  read,  it 
is  true  the  company  show  what  they  are 


going  to  do  with  the  money,  but  he  can- 
not say  because  they  put  that  item  in 
that  it  shows  any  more  conclusively  that 
this  railway  is  going  to  be  built  by  us  or 
at  our  expense  than  by  putting  an  item  in 
for  railway  cars  he  could  say  that  the 
country  is  going  to  pay  for  the  rolling  stock. 
They  are  going  to  spend  $1,000,000  in  new 
railway  cars,  for  instance.  Those  cars  are 
not  to  belong  to  the  Government.  The 
Government  will  not  have  anything  to  say 
about  them ;  neither  will  the  Government 
have  anything  to  do  with  the  building  of 
the  road  between  Port  Moody  and  Coal 
Harbor,  nor  will  they  have  anything  to 
say  about  it,  nor  will  they  own  it.  The 
company,  in  their  statement,  show,  in  a 
general  way,  why  they  are  in  want  of  money, 
how  much  they  want,  and  what  they  are 
going  to  do  with  it  when  they  get  it 
Now,  to  say  that  they  are  going  to  build 
this  extension  from  Port  Moody  to  Coal 
Harbor  out  of  this  $5,000,000,  is  in- 
correct In  the  next  place,  the  money 
will  be  theirs  when  we  lend  it  to  them, 
and  they  will  be  obliged  to  repay  it,  and 
they  will  repay  it  next  July ;  but  to  say,  in 
the  first  place,  that  it  is  their  money,  and 
then  to  say  that  they  must  not  lay  it  out 
as  they  please,  is  exceedingly  contra- 
dictory. When  it  is  loaned,  it  is  not  the 
money  of  the  Government  at  all.  Our 
whole  duty  will  have  been  discharged 
when  the  road  is  completed  to  Port 
Moody.  We  do  not  propose  to  give  this 
company  any  money  whatever,  and  there 
is  not  a  syllable  in  this  Bill  about  expend- 
ing the  money  we  are  loaning  them  west 
of  the  terminus,  and  that  is  the  suggestion 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  makes — that 
this  money  is  going  to  be  expended  west 
of  the  terminus  ;  that  it  is  public  money, 
and  that  it  is  in  the  statement,  which  is  a 
statement  of  the  company  showing  what 
they  propose  to  do,  but  it  is  not  with  our 
money,  but  with  their  own  money,  after 
they  raise  it.  They  show  the  way  that 
they  are  going  to  spend  the  $15,000,000, 
when  they  get  it,  but  it  is  not  the  Gov- 
ernment's $15,000,000,  it  is  the  company's 
$15,000,000,  and  if  they  make  a  mistake 
in  spending  it,  it  is  their,  and  not  our, 
mistake,  and  we  have  ample  security  for 
it.  He  says  that  in  this  agreement  we 
ought,  perhaps,  to  prevent  the  company 
from  building  any  water  tank,  or  anything 
of  that  kind,  on  the  west  side  of  Port 
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Moody.  It  is  very  difficult  to  understand 
the  amendment,  but  with  such  under- 
standing as  I  have,  the  Government  do  not 
propose  to  do  that;  the  Government 
have  no  power,  as  far  as  I  can  see, 
to  erect  buildings  or  to  extend  the  road 
beyond  Port  Moody  or  except  upon  the 
Pacific  Railway  proper,  and  that  extension 
will  not  be  part  of  it  There  is  no  diffi- 
culty about  that,  and  if  this  Bill  proposed 
anything  of  the  kind  I  would  say  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  right  and  let  it  be 
amended ;  but  it  does  not  propose  any- 
thing of  the  kind.  Supp>osing  one  termi- 
nus of  this  road  is  at  Montr^,  at  it  is  at 
this  moment,  is  there  any  power  b  the 
Bill  to  go  beyond  Montreal  ?  None  what- 
ever and  we  could  not  build  a  mile  of 
railway,  without  additional  legislative 
power,  on  the  other  side  of  Montreal. 
The  power  must  be  given  by  Parliament, 
and  no  power  has  been  given  to  extend 
this  line  of  railway  beyond  Port  Moody, 
and  we  have  no  land  and  no  money  to 
extend  it  beyond  Port  Moody.  The  hon. 
gentleman  is  led  astray  by  the  position  he 
is  placed  in,  and  I  regret  it  He  is  led 
astray  by  the  belief  that  there  are  powers 
in  the  Bill  which  are  not  in  the  Bill,  and 
by  the  belief  that  the  Government  are 
doing  what  they  cannot  do  without  legisla- 
tive authority,  and  that  the  money  to  be 
raised  by  the  Company  is  the  money  of 
the  Government,  and  has  to  be  expended 
as  government  money.  These  are  great 
mistakes.  The  Bill  is  simply  for  the  pur- 
pose of  raising  the  money,  and  changing 
the  relative  positions  of  the  Company  and 
the  Government  in  regard  to  money  trans- 
actions ;  and  that  we  should  incorporate 
into  it  an  unnecessary  provision  bearing 
upon  a  different  subject,  bearing  upon  the 
terminus  at  Port  Moody  and  the  expendi- 
ture of  money  at  that  terminus,  is  to  me  a 
most  unreasonable  thing,  and  1  cannot 
but  think  that  the  House  will  reject  it 
without  any  difficulty  whatever. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  sympathize 
naturally  with  the  two  hon.  members  who 
are  concerned  in  this  matter  ;  but  I  think 
we  ought  to  consider  this  matter  entirely 
apart  from  any  feeling  which  might 
influence  us  in  consequence  of  that  con- 
sideratioa  We  therefore  had  better 
disembarrass  the  question  entirely  of 
that    feature,    and    perhaps    my    hon. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


friend  from  New  Westminster  would 
have  done  wisely  if  he  had  not  in- 
troduced that  so  prominently  into  this 
debate.  At  the  same  time  we  must  all 
give  him  credit  for  candor  in  stating  to  the 
House  the  relation  in  which  he  stood  to 
this  matter.  I  think  also,  for  the  purpose 
of  getting  a  right  conception  of  this 
question,  which  the  House  perhaps  has 
not  yet  got,  we  ought  to  consider  it  entirely 
apart  from  the  question  as  to  what  is  to  be 
done  with  this  $5,000,000.  It  has  been 
stated  to  us  just  now  that  this  $5,000,000 
is  a  loan.  It  is  not  a  gift  or  grant  of 
money  to  the  Company  for  any  purpose, 
and  therefore  it  is  hardly  worth  while 
embarrassing  this  question  with  any  con- 
sideration as  to  that ;  but  there  are  one  or 
two  points  upon  which  I  should  like  to 
have  some  little  information.  I  think  we 
have  had  some  very  clear  and  distinct 
information  given  to  us  with  regard  to  one 
of  the  questions  that  I  was  about  to  ask, 
and  that  was,  what  right  or  authori^  have 
the  Government  to  erect  railway  buildings 
12  miles  beyond  Port  Moody?  That  was 
the  suggestion  which  arose  from  the  line 
of  argument  pursued  by  the  hon.  gentle- 
man who  has  offered  this  amendment 
We  have  now  a  distinct  answer  from  the 
Minister  of  Justice  that  the  Government 
claim  no  power  whatever  to  expend  money 
to  make  terminal  buildings  beyond  Port 
Moody. 


Hon.    Sir    ALEX. 
None  whatever. 


CAMPBELL— 


Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— There  was  a  ques- 
tion the  other  day  that  there  was  to  be  a 
round  house  built  beyond  Port  Moody,  and 
I  confess  that  I  was  anxious  to  get  some 
information  and  some  assurance  on  that 
point,  because  I  could  not  see  how  the 
Government  could  undertake  to  expend 
money  12  miles  beyond  the  terminus  of 
the  Paafic  Railway  for  such  a  purpose  as 
that ;  but  I  have  got  the  assurance  now 
that  no  money  is  fo  be  expended  for  that 
purpose  by  the  Government 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— The  Govern- 
ment called  for  tenders  time  and  again  for 
the  erection  of  this  round  house  at  Port 
Moody ;  if  they  carry  out  that  work  I  am 
satisfied,  but  they  have  abandoned  it 
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Hon.  Mr,  DICKEY— The  fact  that 
they  called  for  .tenders  supports  the 
view  which  the  Minister  has  laid 
before  the  House,  that  the  Government 
claim  no  right  whatever  to  build  that 
round  house  or  any  other  buildings  be- 
yond Port  Moody.  Another  matter  that 
I  wish  to  have  some  information  about  is 
why  did  the  Government  give  up  this 
land  ?  We  have  got  an  answer  upon  that 
point  also.  It  occurred  to  me  that  there 
could  only  be  one  answer,  and  that  is  that 
the  line,  so  far  as  the  Government  is  con- 
cerned, proceeded  no  further  than  Port 
Moody,  otherwise  there  would  be  no 
justification  for  their  giving  up  the  land 
between  English  Bay  and  Port  Moody. 
They  took  power,  not  knowing  where  the 
terminus  was  to  be  originally,  to  have  the 
reservation  extend  further  than  was  ab- 
solutely necessary,  because  by  their  own 
order-in-council  and  by  the  act  which  has 
been  read  to  us,  the  terminus  was  ulti- 
mately fixed,  not  at  English  Bay  but  at 
Port  Moody ;  and  therefore  the  land* 
between  those  two  points  they  claim  to 
have  nothing  to  do  with  whatever,  and 
they  tell  us  now  that  they  have  nothing  to 
do  with  that  land,  and  how  it  has  got  into 
the  hands  of  the  company,  or  by  what  sort 
of  process  is  a  matter,  though  it  may  require 
some  explanation  if  it  were  necessary  for 
us  to  inquire  into  it,  we  need  not  trouble 
our  heads  about,  because  after  all  it  has 
really  very  little  to  do  with  this  question. 
There  is  another  matter  that  I  would  like 
to  have  some  information  about ;  that  is,  it 
has  been  stated  to  us  that  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  company  to  extend  this  line  to 
English  Bay.  I  should  like  to  know  by 
what  authority  they  do  that — what 
authority  there  is  for  it  in  the  Act,  or  in  the 
contract,  or  what  other  authority  there  is  ? 
Because  there  may  be  some  local  law  or 
authority  for  that  purpose.  That  is  a 
point  upon  which  we  have  as  yet  no 
information ;  but  it  is  quite  clear,  as  far  as 
the  Government  is  concerned,  they  have 
given  U3  a  distinct  assurance  that  no 
terminal  buildings  are  to  be  built  by  them 
beyond  the  limits  of  the  contract,  which 
stopped  at  Port  Moody.  With  regard  to 
the  other  point,  as  to  giving  money  for 
this  purpose,  I  think  we  must  be  satisfied 
that  this  is  a  loan  which  will  be 
collected.  Whether  it  will  ever  be  paid 
or  not  is  perhaps  a  matter  of  some  consid- 
•     L3 


erable  uncertainty.  At  all  events  it  is 
not  a  grant ;  it  is  certainly  a  loan  ;  at  the 
same  time  I  quite  agree  with  my  hon. 
friend,  that  this  large  amount  may  or  may 
not  be  a  part  of  that  $5,000,000,  but  I  do 
not  think  it  ought  to  enter  into  the  ques- 
tion, because  the  great  point,  to  which  we 
should  desire,  as  a  legislative  body,  to  dir- 
ect our  attention,  is,  do  the  Government 
propose  to  go  beyond  the  limits  of  the 
powers  which  have  been  given  to  them  by 
Parliament,  and  I  do  not  see  at  present, 
as  far  as  the  matter  has  been  presented  to 
my  mind,  that  they  have ;  and  therefore 
the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  from 
New  Westminster  is  unnecessary,  after  the 
assurance  that  has  been  given  that  the 
Government  do  not  propose  to  take  any 
powers  greater  than  those  given  to  them 
by  the  Act  of  188 1  and  the  contract  that 
was  made  in  consequence  of  that  Act. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
power  which  the  hon.  gentleman  refers  to 
is  given  in  the  Act  itself,  which  enables 
them  to  extend  the  main  line  it  they  see 
fit  It  is  at  the  end  of  clause  15.  I  think 
it  is  under  that  they  are  constructing  this 
extension.  I  do  not  know  that  they  have 
got  any  power  from  the  Local  Legisla- 
ture. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— 
They  have  an  agreement  only  so  far. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— Then,  if  that  is 
done,  will  not  this  lien  which  the  Govern- 
ment have  by  those  preferential  bonds  ex- 
tend over  the  whole  of  that  line  ? 

Hon.  Sir.  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Yes 
it  will,  because  the  lien  is  over  the 
whole  of  the  Pacific  Railway,  and  this 
clause  says  it  shall  only  construct  such  a 
portion  of  the  Pacific  Railway. 

Hon.  Mr.  NELSON— I  think.  Port 
Moody  having  been  declared  the  terminus 
of  the  Pacific  Railway,  and  it  having  been 
stated  publicly  by  the  Minister  of  Railways 
that  it  was  to  be  the  terminus,  that  not 
only  should  we  look  to  the  leader  of  the 
House  for  an  assurance  that  no  buildings 
would  be  constructed  by  the  Government 
beyond  the  terminus  of  the  Pacific  Rail- 
way ;  but  we  should  also  look  to  the  leader 
of  the  Government  for  the  assurance  that 
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the  terminal  buildings  to  be  constructed 
at  the  terminus  will  be  constructed.  It 
has  been  publicly  stated,  first,  I  believe,  in 
British  Columbia  and  then  rumored  here 
that  the  Government  had  ceased  the  con- 
struction of  the  terminal  buildings  at 
Port  Moody.  It  has  also  been  stated  that 
negotiations  have  been  proceeding  be- 
tweeen  the  C,  P.  R.  Company  and  the 
Government  for  the  purpose  of  stopping 
the  construction  of  those  buildings.  If 
such  is  the  case,  and  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Government  that  those  buildings  shall 
not  be  constructed  at  Port  Moody,  I 
think  we  can  only  look  upon  it  as  a  breach 
of  faith  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
with  the  people,  and  more  particularly 
with  those  who  invested  their  money  at 
Port  Moody.  I  think,  therefore,  it  would 
be  very  satisfactory  to  have  the  assurance 
of  the  Government  in  this  House  that  no 
buildings  will  be  constructed  beyond  the 
terminus  and  that  the  buildings  promised 
to  be  constructed  at  Port  Moody  as  a  ter- 
minus will  be  constructed. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
I  can  give  no  promise  that  would  be  more 
obligatory  than  the  promise  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  quotes.  The  Government 
undertook  to  put  up  the  buildings  at 
Port  Moody.  There  is  the  undertaking. 
If  the  hon.  gentleman  desires  to  ask  any 
question  on  that  subject,  if  he  will  give 
me  notice,  and  an  opportunity  to  consult 
with  the  Minister  of  Railways,  I  will  be 
very  glad  to  reply  to  him.  In  the  mean- 
time, I  can  say  nothing  stronger  than  the 
Government  has  already  said,  that  the 
buildings  are  to  go  up  there. 

Hon.  Mr.  NELSON— There  is  a 
rumor  that  negotiations  have  been  going 
on  for  the  stoppage  ot  the  work  on  those 
buildings,  and  that  the  construction  of  the 
buildings  has  been  stopped  in  consequence 
of  those  negotiations.  My  position  is 
totally  different  from  that  of  my  two 
colleagues.  I  own  not  one  dollar's  worth 
of  property  at  Port  Moody. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— 
You  can  buy  now  easily. 

Hon.  Mr.  NEI^ON— I  think  that  this 
House,  and  the  public,  generally,  would 
be  satisfied  with  having  some  assurance 

Hon.  Mr.  NELSON. 


that  the  terminal  building  are  to  be  con- 
structed at  Port  Moody. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  is  to  be  regret- 
ted, perhaps,  that  this  matter  has  been 
introduced  to  this  House  by  a  gentleman 
who  has  a  personal  interest  in  it,  but  I  do 
not  see  that  those  gentlemen  who  are  in- 
terested in  it  are  open  to  any  rebuke. 
The  hon.  member  from  New  Westminster 
stated  clearly  and  distinctly,  when  he  first 
spoke  about  the  matter,  that  he  was 
personally  interested  in  it,  and  the  hon. 
gendeman  from  Lunenburg  made  the 
same  statement  with  regard  to  himsel£ 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— I  forgot  to 
mention  to  the  House  that  while  I  am  in- 
terested at  Port  Moody,  I  am  interested 
to  an  equal  extent  down  near  English  Bay 
and  Coal  Harbor,  and  was  interested 
there  years  before  the  selection  of  the 
terminus ;  but  the  explanation  I  make  is 
this,  that  I  am  not  moving  in  this  matter 
purely  on  pecuniary  grounds,  but  to  save 
my  word,  my  honor,  and  that  of  the 
Government  of  the  country,  which  should 
be  considered  above  suspicioa 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentle- 
man is  safe  as  far  as  his  personal  interest 
is  concerned. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— I  am,  but  no 
thanks  to  the  Government. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  rule  of  Parliament  which  pre- 
vents a  member  from  taking  part  in  a  dis- 
cussion on  a  matter  in  which  he  is 
interested.  I  think  the  general  rule  is 
that  where  a  member  is  personally  inter- 
ested he  makes  his  statement,  and  then 
retires  from  the  Chamber  or  declines  to 
vote ;  and  I  must  say  that  that  is  a  rule 
which  is  not  observed  quite  as  carefully  as 
it  should  be  either  in  this  House  or  in  the 
other  House.  Gentlemen  have  interests 
that  are  not  avowed,  on  matters  before  the 
House,  on  which  they  vote.  An  hon. 
gentleman  has  taken  the  ground  that  there 
is  a  certain  amount  of  impropriety  in  intro- 
ducing this  discussion  in  connection  with 
this  Bill.  I  fail  to  see  that  there  is  any 
impropriety  in  it  The  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company  come  to  us  and  ask  us 
to  advance  them  $5,000,000  and  to  make 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Canadian  Pacific  JSailway  [JULY  15,  1885]  Completion  BiU.  1863 


certain  other  concessions  of  considerable 
value  in  connection  with  the  existing  loan. 
It  does  not  matter  whether  we  are  giving 
them  the  money  or  lending  it  to  them ; 
they  come  to  us  and  ask  us  to  lend  them 
$5)000,000  in  cash,  and  alter  the  existing 
arrangement  about  some  other  millions. 
Then  I  think  when  the  company  come  to 
the  Government,  who  represent  the 
country,  and  ask  them  to  grant  them 
favors,  Parliament  has  a  right  to  say  "  we 
shall  do  what  you  wish,  but  we  shall  do  it 
on  certain  conditions,''  and  now  the  ques- 
tion is  whether  the  condition  proposed  in 
the  amendment  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
New  Westminster,  is  a  reasonable  one  or 
not  Looking  at  all  that  has  taken  place, 
I  think  it  is  a  perfectly  reasonable  con- 
dition. I  quite  concur  in  what  the 
Minister  of  Justice  said  as  to  the  propriety 
of  giving  up  the  land  grant  west  of  Port 
Moody,  once  the  Government  had  decided 
that  the  western  terminus  should  be  at 
Port  Moody.  But  if  the  western  terminus 
of  the  road  is  at  Port  Moody  for  the 
purpose  of  the  land  grant,  then  it  should 
be  at  Port  Moody  for  the  purpose  of  the 
terminal  buildings  also.  I  cannot  see  how 
the  Minister  can  very  well  get  out  of  that 
dilemma.  If  Port  Moody  is,  as  far  as  the 
Government  are  concerned,  the  western 
terminus  of  the  road,  then  those  terminal 
buildings  which  the  Government  were 
bound  by  the  statute  of  i88i  and  the 
agreement  embodied  in  the  statute  to 
erect  at  the  western  terminus  should  be 
erected  at  Port  Moody  and  no  other 
place. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— That  was 
not  touched  by  the  Minister  of  Justice. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  was  touched 
by  the  Minister  of  Justice,  but  he  did  not 
deal  with  it  in  a  satisfactory  way.  The 
Minister  stated  that  there  was  no  intention, 
as  far  as  he  knew,  to  place  the  buildings 
anywhere  except  at  Port  Moody.  If 
there  is  any  doubt,  and  there  appears  to 
be  doubt  as  to  the  exact  position  of  this 
matter,  and  as  to  the  relative  powers  of 
the  Government  and  the  Company  in  con- 
nection with  the  location  of  those  terminal 
buildings,  that  doubt  should  be  removed  ; 
and  the  proper  way  to  remove  it  is  by  an 
amendment  to  this  bill  It  is  true 
that  the  Minister  of  Justice  has  stated 


that  he  knows  nothing  of  any  such  pro- 
posed alteration  in  the  location  of  the 
terminal  buildings ;  but  the  hon.  gentleman 
does  not  know  everything  that  is  going  on 
between  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company  and  the  Railway  Department ; 
and  the  hon.  member  from  New  West^ 
minster  has  a  right  to  use  an  extract  from 
a  paper  which  is  regarded  as  the  organ  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  He  told 
us  what  had  been  done  by  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
in  connection  with  the  Local  Government 
of  British  Columbia ;  and  in  the  face  of 
the  express  wording  of  the  statute  Yellow 
Head  Pass  was  abandoned  and  Kicking 
Horse  Pass  was  chosen  at  the  request  of 
the  Company.  Unless  we  get  things  in  a 
very  clear  and  positive  way  there  is 
reason  to  believe  that  the  Company  will 
succeed  in  having  their  own  will ;  and  it 
appears  that  the  will  of  the  Company  is 
that  those  terminal  buildings  shall  be 
located  at  English  Bay  or  Coal  Harbor. 
I  think  we  have  a  right  to  protect  the 
good  faith  of  the  Government,  just 
as  we  have  a  right  to  protect  it  in 
connection  with  the  shareholders  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  The 
Minister  said  that  in  one  sense  Port 
Moody  was  the  western  terminus,  and  then 
said  again  that  he  thought  the  Company 
had  a  right  to  extend  the  road  under  then: 
charter.  The  hon.  gentleman  from 
Lunenburg  has  dealt  with  the  legal  aspect 
of  this  matter  already ;  but  there  are  one 
or  two  points  which  I  may  be  pardoned  if 
I  refer  to.  The  statute  of  1874  provides 
that  the  western  terminus  shall  be  at  some 
point  in  British  Columbia  on  the  Pacific 
coast  to  be  determined  by  the  Governor 
in  Council  There  were  two  Orders-in- 
Council  passed,  one  by  the  Mackenzie 
administration  in  May  1878,  and  one  by 
the.  present  administration  in  October 
1879,  locating  the  terminus  of  Port  Moody. 
In  the  statute  of  188 1,  and  in  the  contract 
with  the  Government,  and  in  the  private 
act — the  act  which  is  embodied  in  that 
contract,  Port  Moody  is  spoken  of  as  the 
terminus ;  and  I  venture  to  say  that  a 
court  would  hold  that  Port  Moody  was  the 
legal  terminus  of  the  road,  and  that  the 
Government  have  no  right  to  locate  the 
terminal  buildings  anywhere  else.  The 
Minister  of  Justice  seems  to  think  that  there 
is  some  doubt  about  that    Now,  is  there 
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not  a  proper  and  common  sense  way  to 
remove  that  doubt  by  adopting  the  amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  New 
Westminsteror  an  amendment  in  that  direc- 
tion ?  As  CO  the  wording  of  the  amendment, 
I  am  not  altogether  satisfied  with  it ;  but 
an  amendment  to  that  effect  will  be  right 
and  proper.  It  will  remove  the  doubts  of 
the  property  owners  there,  and  will  satisfy 
the  country  that  the  terminus,  as  £ar  as  the 
Government  is  concerned,  is  fixed  at  Port 
Moody.  I  do  not  see  why  the  Minister 
of  Justice  should  object  to  confirming  by 
statute  what  he  has  confirmed  here  by  his 
statement  He  has  on  two  or  three  occa- 
sions confirmed  the  statement  that  the 
western  terminus  was  fixed  at  Port  Moody, 
and  there  is  no  reason  why  we  should  not 
place  that  statement  in  this  Bill.  The  hon. 
Minister  in  one  breath  says  that  the  Com- 
pany have  the  right  to  extend  the  road, 
and  in  another  breath  he  ssljs,  as  far  as 
the  Government  are  concerned,  the 
terminus  is  at  Port  Moody.  What  object- 
ion is  there  to  removing  all  possible  doubt 
by  saying  in  this  Bill  that  the  Government 
shall  erect  the  terminal  buildings  at  Port 
Moody? 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— I 
ask  the  hon.  gentleman  fix>m  New  West- 
minster this  question :  Supposing  the 
terminal  buildings  were  placed  at  Port 
Moody  to-day  and  the  terminus  was  at 
Coal  Harbor,  what  would  be  the  benefit 
to  Port  Moody?    None  whatever. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— The  Govern- 
ment  would  then  be  acting  in  good  faith. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— The  hon.  gentle- 
man is  out  of  order;  he  has  spoken 
several  times  already. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— The  hon. 
gentleman  from  Niagara  should  not  mter- 
rupt  me ;  he  has  been  out  of  order  and 
spoken  several  times,  himself,  this  evening. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— The  hon.  gentle- 
man from  New  Westminster  has  spoken 
several  times  already  and  I  call  him  to 
order. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— The  hon. 
gentleman  firom  Niagara  should  not  inter- 
rupt me;    his  remarks   are  those  of  a 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER. 


pedantic  plebeian  and  are  unworthy  of  a 
gentleman  occupying  a  position  in  this 
House 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— I  expected 
the  hon.  member  from  New  Westminster 
to  brin^  forward  a  more  business-like 
proposition  than  the  one  he  has  submitted 
to  the  House.  If  he  had  brought  forward 
a  proposition  that  the  terminus  should  be 
confined  to  Port  Moody  there  would  be 
something  business-like  about  it ;  but  he 
says  there  is  no  objection  to  the  terminus 
going  12  miles  beyond  Port  Moody,  if  the 
terminal  buildings  are  constructed  at  Port 
Moody. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— Not  if  they 
extend  the  road  with  their  own  money. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— You  are 
asking  the  Government  to  expend  money 
in  erecting  terminal  buildings  at  a  place 
which  will  not  be  the  terminus  if  the  road 
is  extended  The  hon.  gentleman  and 
the  hon.  member  for  Lunenburg  and  the 
hon.  member  from  Halifax  have  brought 
forward  most  untenable  arguments  in  that 
way. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— If  the  terminal 
buildings  are  erected  at  Port  Moody,  the 
road  will  not  likely  be  extended  any 
further. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— The  con- 
tract to  erect  the  terminal  buildings  is 
with  the  Syndicate,  and  if  the  Government 
and  the  Syndicate  wish  to  vary  the  con- 
tract they  can  vary  it 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  Minister  of 
Justice  says  not 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  —  The 
terminus  is  to  be  the  terminus  fixed  by 
the  Government  by  Order-in-Council,  and 
it  can  be  varied  at  any  time  by  the 
Government  by  Order-in-CounciL 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— It  is  fixed 
by  Statute. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— I  was 
much  surprised  to  hear  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Westminster  decry  the  future 
trade  of  this  road,  and  say  that  the  reason 
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the  company  wished  to  extend  the 
road  down  to  Coal  Harbor  was  to  get  the 
whole  of  that  territory  for  town  sites.  I 
thought  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Halifax, 
and  those  who  tihink  with  him,  had  a 
monopoly  of  this  decrying  of  the  country 
and  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 
The  earnings  of  this  road  have  been 
marvellous  considering  that  it  is  yet  in  its 
ilicipient  condition.  In  1884  the  earnings 
were  over  $5,ooo,ooa 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  rise  to  a  point 
of  order.  The  hoa  gentleman  is  not 
confining  himself  to  the  question  before 
the  House: 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— Did  not 
the  hon.  gentleman  go  to  Yellow  Head 
Pass  and  Kicking  Horse  Pass  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Certainly. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONLD— The  hoa 
gentleman  seems  to  wish  to  stick  to 
Yellow  Head  Pass  all  his  lifetime.  The 
earnings  of  the  road  are  over  five  and  a 
half  million  of  dollars  this  year  already, 
and  if  such  is  the  case  at  this  early  period 
in  the  history  of  the  enterprise,  the  road 
will  have  a  great  deal  of  trade,  and  the 
argument  of  the  hon  gentleman  is  unten- 
able, that  while  he  does  not  restrict  the 
road  to  the  Port  Moody  terminus  he 
wants  to  build  the  terminal  buildings  to 
be  erected  there. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  am  an  old 
parliamentarian,  mdependent  in  action, 
never  seeking  favors,  and  I  have  always 
felt  and  acted  on  the  principle  that  my 
own  private  interests  have  to  give  way  to 
the  public  good.  I  do  not  think  that  in  this 
matter  I  am  open  to  censure  from  the 
Minister  of  Justice,  who  said  it  would  be 
more  seemly  if  I  had  not  expressed  my 
views  on  the  subject. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^I 
did  not  use  the  word  "  unseemly  "  at  all 
— I  said  unusual. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  say  this  is 
a  public  question,  not  one  in  which  I 
alone  am  involved,  but  in  which  the  pub- 
lic, a  large  number  of  the  people  of  this 
country,  are  interested,  not  only  at  Pott 


Moody  but  in  other  plares ;  but  if  it  were 
a  public  question  in  which  I  was  person- 
ally interested,!  have  put  my  own  interests 
aside.  I  have  not  solicited  the  vote  or 
support  of  any  hon.  gentleman  but  I 
would  be  unworthy  my  position  as  a  pub- 
lic man  if  I  did  not  stand  up  in  my  place 
and  declare  my  views  to  the  best  of  my 
ability,  claiming  the  independent  judg- 
liient  of  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  merits  of 
this  case.  If  those  are  not  the  duties  of  a 
member  of  this  House,  then  the  functions 
of  hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House  are 
limited,  if  not  entirely  gone.  There  is 
scarcely  a  public  question  discussed  in 
this  Chamber  in  which  some  of  us  are  not 
directly  interested.  We  cannot  deal  with 
questions  affecting  public  lands,  or  timber 
limits,  or  bank  stock,  or  railways,  or  tele- 
graphs that  some  of  us  are  not  interested 
in,  and  not  only  that,  but  we  all  know  that 
Ministers  of  the  Crown  have  personal  in- 
terests in  questions  of  the  kind  I  have 
named,  and  we  find  members  of  Parliament 
taking  fees  and  advocating  interests  as 
counsel  before  Committees  in  this  House 
and  in  the  other  Branch  of  the  Legislature, 
and  this  is  the  first  time  in  my  life  that  I 
have  ever  been  told  that  such  a  position 
as  I  have  taken  here  to  day  is  unusual,  or 
not  consistent  with  the  duties  of  a  mem- 
ber of  Parliament — especially  after  the 
calmj  dispassionate  manner  in  which  I 
have  treated  this  question.  I  treated  it 
simply  from  a  legal  point  of  view,  in  the 
public  interest — not  to  restrict  the  Cana- 
dian Pacific  Railway  but  to  aid  them  in 
the  objects  of  this  Bill.  I  said  if  my  priv- 
ate interests  only  were  concerned,  they 
should  give  way  to  the  public  good.  I  did 
not  wish  to  restrict  the  company  from  ex- 
tending their  line  from  Port  Moody  to 
Coal  Harbor.  If  they  have  not  the  right 
to  go  to  English  Bay,  we  should  give  it  to 
them  and  I  felt  from  the  first  that  the 
company  should  not  be  embarrassed ;  that 
we  all,  that  Canada  at  large,  have  a  deep 
interest  in  it ;  that  we  all  consider  that 
the  early  completion  of  that  road  is  dear 
to  us,  and  especially  to  our  development, 
and  I  should  be  sorry  in  any  way  to  at- 
tempt to  embarrass  the  company  in  carry- 
ing out  their  mighty  enterprise  and  what 
the  country  expect  from  them,by  intruding 
upon  this  House  my  private  interests.  But 
I  say  this,  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way Co.  and  the  Government  have  con- 
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tracted,  and  Parliament  has  given 
them  the  authority  to  make  Port 
Moody  the  terminus.  We  'have  the 
declaration  of  the  Government  that  Port 
Moody  was,  and  remains  established,  the 
terminus,  and  beyond  that  we  have  no 
control,  and  we  had  a  right  to  take  their 
statement  as  being  correct,  apart  from 
the  fact  that  Port  Moody  is  by  law  the 
terminus;  therefore,  all  we  ask,  and  the 
country  have  a  right  to  expect  and  demand, 
is  that  the  Government  will  carry  out  their 
pledges,  and  carry  out  the  law,  and  con- 
struct those  terminal  buildings  at  Port 
Moody,  regardless  of  where  the  company 
may  make  their  own  terminus  of  the  rail- 
way. I  do  not  wish  to  impute  motives  to 
the  hoa  gentleman  from  Victoria,  but  it 
is  evident  that  he  disregards  the  law,  that 
the  prosperity  of  some  of  his  friends  is  not 
looked  upon  with  any  degree  of  pride 
on  his  part,  and  if  he  could  thwart  the 
interests  of  those  gentlemen,  and  of  those 
who  purchased  lots  from  himself,  he 
seems  inclined  to  do  so,  and  asks  what  is 
the  necessity  of  constructing  the  terminal 
buildings  at  Port  Moody  when  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  terminus  is  to 
be  at  English  Bay.  He  seems  to  have 
but  little  regard  now  for  Port  Moody — his 
interests  are  not  there.  Apart  from  the  legal 
rights  and  obligations  of  the  Government 
to  erect  buildings  at  Port  Moody,  does 
he  not  know — has  it  not  been  declared 
that  Port  Moody  was  and  would  still 
remain  an  important  seaport  on  the 
Pacific  coast?  Does  he  mean  to  tell  me 
that  if  the  Government  carry  out  what 
they  are  pledged  and  bound  to  carry  out, 
what  the  faith  of  the  country  and  parlia- 
ment are  pledged  to,  that  they  will  put 
up  the  buildings  there?  We  have  the 
assurance  and  knowledge  from  the  Gov- 
ernment and  the  press  that  those  buildings 
were  tendered  for  at  Port  Moody,  that 
tenders  have  been  placed  in  the  hands  of 
the  Minister  of  Railways,  and  in  conse- 
quence of  the  action  or  intents  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  these 
tenders  have  not  been  determined  on,  or 
an  award  has  not  been  made.  Therefore, 
although  the  leader  of  the  Government  in 
this  House  tells  us  that  they  cannot  put 
up  the  buildings  at  any  terminus  that  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  may 
themselves  agree  upon,  he  admits  tha^ 
but  the  country  will  demand  of  them  that  I 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH. 


they  erect,  in  the  interests  of  the  public, 
the  buildings  which  they  agreed  to  put 
up,  and  where  they  undertook  to  erect 
them  at  the  place  selected  and  where  the 
law  requires  them  as  the  terminus — Port 
Moody — that  they  cannot,  in  consequence 
of  any  individual  interest  or  company's  in- 
terest, whether  it  is  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
or  a  rich  syndicate,  or  both,  or  any  other 
persons  possessing  interest  at  anotherpoint, 
disregard  the  decision  so  solemnly  arrived 
at  and  do  violence  to  acts  of  parliament 
and  contracts.  I  regret  to  have  to  speak 
again  on  this  matter.  My  whole  deport- 
ment, my  action,  and  the  important  man- 
ner in  which  I  approached  this  question, 
are  within  the  judgment  of  hon.  gentle- 
men, and  they  did  not  justify  the  Minister 
of  Justice  in  passing  a  stricture  on  my 
conduct  or  my  remarks. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL—The 
word  I  used  was  "unusual,"  and  after  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman  and  the 
manner  in  which  he  se^ms  to  have  been 
wounded  by  what  I  said,  I  Apologize  for 
having  used  the  expression  and  beg  to 
withdraw  it 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— 1  am  in 
the  same  boat  as  the  hon.  gentleman.  I 
own  property  there,  but  the  amendment 
is  so  illogical  that  I  cannot  support  it 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— As  the  point 
has  been  raised  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Lunenburg  I  wish  to  state,  as  ^  as 
my  individual  opinion  is  concerned, 
that  there  is  nothing  to  prevent  the 
hon.  member  from  New  Westminster 
or  the  hon.  member  from  Lunenbuig 
from  speaking  or  voting  upon  this 
question.  It  is  nothing  but  fair  to  those 
hon.  gentlemen  who  are  placed  in  such  a 
delicate  position  to  make  this  statement 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL—The 
only  reason  I  formed  a  different  im- 
pression was  that  each  gentleman  as  he 
rose  said,  that  although  he  had  a  personal 
interest  yet  so  and  sa 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— An  interest  in 
common  with  other  persons  as  Her 
Majesty's  subjects,  not  a  direct  personal 
interest 
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Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— The  authority 
wiU  be  found  at  page  395  of  Bourinot 
He  says : — 

'<  Though  the  Senate  has  no  rule  like  that 
of  the  Commons  in  relation  to  this  subject, 
senators  observe  the  same  practice.  When 
the  bill  is  of  a  public  nature,  a  member  of  the 
Senate  may  properly  vote  if  he  wishes  to  do 
so.  The  Loras  nave  never  formally  adopted 
a  resolution  on  the  subject,  because  it  is  pre- 
sumed that  the  personal  honor  of  a  peer  will 
prevent  him  from  forwarding  his  pecuniary 
mterest  in  Parliament ;  but  they  are  exempted 
by  standing  order  from  serving  on  any  com- 
mittee on  a  private  bill  in  which  they  are 
interested." 

Here  is  a  resolution  which  certainly 
these  gentlemen  have  advocated  upon  the 
ground  that  they  have  a  private  interest  in 
restricting  the  company  to  Port  Moody  as 
the  terminus. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  beg  the  hon. 
gentleman's  pardon.  That  is  the  ground 
on  which  they  advocate  the  amendment — 
on  the  principle  that  at  Port  Moody  they 
have  made  investments  on  the  strength  of 
the  promise  that  the  terminal  buildings  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  shall  be 
erected  there.  Now  they  propose  by  a 
resolution  to  compel  the  erection  of  those 
buildings.  If  that  is  not  in  support  of 
their  personal  interest  I  fail  to  have  any 
logical  idea  of  anything.  I  certainly,  my- 
self, should  not  suggest  that  they  should 
not  vote.  The  very  courteous  manner  in 
which  my  hon.  friend  on  my  right  has 
treated  me  would  prevent  me  making 
such  a  suggestion.  His  manner  being 
that  of  a  gentleman  I  should  be  glad  to 
facilitate  him,  and  I  should  be  very  sorry 
that  the  suggestion  has  arisen,  but  there 
is  the  precise  wording  of  the  regulation  at 
page  395- 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Does  my 
hon.  friend  say  that  this  is  a  Bill  of  a  pri- 
vate nature  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— No,  it  simply 
says  where  members  are  interested  in  a 
private  matter.  . 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— "  Private  Bill" 
it  says. 


Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— It  makes  no 
difference ;  they  say  their  interest  leads' 
them  to  offer  thb  resolution.  The  hon. 
gendemen  have  stated  it  as  plainly  as  pos- 
sible. The  hon.  gentleman  said,  in  the 
first  place,  that  on  the  strength  of  the 
promise  that  the  Government  should  have 
the  station  and  other  buildings  at  Port 
Moody,  and  to  make  that  the  terminus 
for  the  railway,  he  had,  himself,  made  in-, 
vestments,  and  led  other  people  to  make 
them.  Then  he  proposes  a  resolution  to 
compel  the  Government  to  erect  those 
buildings  there.  Now,  if  that  is  not  in 
furtherance  of  his  interests,  I  fail  to  un- 
derstand anything  about  business. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— I  have  a 
very  few  words  to  say  on  this  measure  be- 
fore I  give  this  vote.  I  cannot  be  ac- 
cused of  being  adverse  to  anything  calcu- 
lated to  benefit  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way Company.  I  am  one  of  those  who 
voted  for  the  contract,  and  tor  the  $30,- 
000,000  loan.  I  said  at  the  beginning  of 
the  session,  when  it  was  stated  that  the 
loan  this  year  would  be  for  $15,000,000, 
that  I  would  vote  for  it  I,  said  further, 
that  if  the  company  would  ask,  not  for  a 
loan  but  a  gift,  I  would  vote  for  it,  so 
strongly  am  I  in  favor  of  that  road  and  in 
favor  of  the  development  of  the  North 
West  and  of  the  terms  of  Union  with 
British  Columbia  being  carried  out  So  I 
cannot  be  accused  in  this  instance  of 
being  influenced  by  any  hostility  to  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  but  I  have  sat 
here  during  the  whole  of  this  debate  and 
heard  the  arguments  on  boili  sides,  and  I 
must  say  if  I  am  bound,  as  I  believe  I  am, 
to  stand  up,  as  I  always  endeavor  to  do, 
for  what  is  right,  I  cannot  help  voting 
for  the  amendment,  and  I  say  the 
reverse  is  not  equitable  or  just.  The 
Government  have  made  their  choice :  the 
choice  was  made  years  ago  of  Port  Moody 
as  the  terminus.  To-day  by  some  side 
wind  an  attempt  is  being  made  to  evade 
that  decision,  and  I  cannot  give  my  support 
to  anything  of  the  kind.  I  am  responsible, 
not  only  here,  but  later  1  shall  be  answer- 
able for  every  vote  I  give  in  this  Chamber. 
That  is  my  opinion,  and  when  I  vote  I 
must  be  convinced  that  I  am  right  before 
my  vote  is  recorded.  I  believe  that  the 
change  of  the  terminus  is  a  great  wrong. 
Hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House  may  tak^ 
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their  own  course,  but  it  nnist  be  surprising 
to  see  me  in  this  instance  for  the  first  time 
voting  against  that  company  and  that  great 
enterprise,  but  I  am  bound  in  honesty  to 
do  so.  The  Minister  of  Justice  has  said 
to-day,  and  the  fact  of  his  stating  it  shows 
that  it  must  be  true,  that  the  intention  of 
the  Government  is  to  make  Port  Moody 
the  terminus,  and  that  they  have  abandoned 
their  claims  to  lands  west  of  Port  Moody. 
Then  the  logical  consequence  of  that  is 
that  the  buildings  which  the  Government 
by  their  contract  are  bound  to  erect  at  the 
terminus  ought  to  be  constructed  at  Port 
Moody,  I  believe  that  is  sound  and  logical. 
If  it  is,  then  there  is  only  one  thing  to  do 
— it  is  to  stand  by  it  and  put  it  in  practice. 
As  to  the  interests  of  the  hoa  mover  of 
this  amendment  I  was  astonished  to  hear 
such  a  discussioa  If  there  was  any  kind 
of  objection  to  their  votes  or  to  their  right 
to  vote  in  this  House  on  this  question,  then 
we  would  have  probably  to  force  Ministers 
to  withdraw — to  force  members  of  both 
Houses  to  withdraw,  and  from  what  I  have 
seen  in  the  past  they  have  not  withdrawn 
on  such  occasions.  The  interest  of  the 
mover  of  this  resolution  is  not  a  direct  one, 
any  more  than  when  the  North  Shore  was 
built  I  should  be  told  not  to  vote  for  the 
enterprise  because  that  road  passed  my 
property.  I  every  day  seem  to  become 
more  and  more  set  in  my  own  way.  It  is 
because  I  find  there  is  not  enough  respect 
for  what  is  right  or  what  is  just.  I  cannot 
understand  public  matters  being  dealt  with 
except  in  a  just  and  straightforward  way, 
and  I  cannot  refuse  to  support  this 
amendment.  As  I  said  the  other  day, 
when  justice,  equity  and  principle  are 
not  at  stake,  then  I  follow  my  leaders 
blindly,  but  when  justice  or  equity  are  in 
question  then  I  have  to  stand  by  those 
grand  principles,  and  if  I  have  to  vote 
against  my  leaders  I  am  sorry  for  it.  I 
have  been  for  forty-three  years  in  public 
life,  and  have  stood  by  Conservative  prin- 
ciples, and  I  should  not  like  to  desert 
them  now ;  but  there  are  responsibilities 
which  must  be  respected  by  every  conscien- 
tious man.  In  my  opinion  the  amend- 
ment ought  to  be  adopted,  and  I  shall  vote 
for  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— As  I  am  about  to 
vote  on  this  motion  I  should  like  to  put 
one  question  to  the  Minister  of  Justice. 

Hon.  Mr  BELLEROSE. 


It  is  this:  In  case  the  Government  of 
Canada  will  be  compelled  at  some  future 
day  to  take  back  this  road  from  the  Com- 
pany will  they  have  the  power  to  also 
take  the  extension  from  Port  Moody  to 
Coal  Harbor  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— Without  any  re- 
striction or  legal  quibble  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr  DEVER— Then  I  am  satis- 
fied. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— I  certainly  felt 
very  much  hurt,  as  the  hon.  member  from 
Lunenburg  did,  when  the  Minister  of 
Justice  referred  to  the  £act  that  my  hon. 
friend  and  I  were  interested  in  property 
at  Port  Moody,  after  the  full  and  ample 
explanation  which  I  made  at  the  com- 
mencement of  my  remarks,  and  after 
the  hon.  Minister  of  Justice  himself  refer- 
ring to  it  in  reply  to  my  address  about  a 
week  ago.  I  really  thought  my  explana- 
tion was  sufficiently  plain  and  explicit, 
and  that  I  would  not  need  to  make  any 
further  reference  to  it  I  stated  distinctly 
that  it  was  not  on  my  own  behalf,  but  on 
behalf  of  those  that  the  Government  and 
myself  had  induced  to  invest  at  Port 
Moody  that  I  was  standing  up  here  to 
advocate  their  rights  and  claims.  I  stated 
also  that  I  had  property,  not  quite  as  valu- 
able, probably,  at  the  other  place  ;  so  that, 
to  a  certain  extent,  I  was  largely  benefitted 
by  the  building  of  the  railway,  no  matter 
whether  the  terminus  remained  at  Port 
Moody  or  went  to  English  Bay.  Just 
one  word  in  reply  to  my  hon.  and  consider- 
ate colleague  from  British  Columbia.  I  am 
very  sure  this  House  must  be  often  sur- 
prised to  find  that  scarcely  a  ques- 
tion arises  in  this  House  but  my  hon. 
friend  is  sure  to  take  the  opposite  side- 
he  is  sure  to  echo,  never  fails  to  echo,  the 
sentiments  of  the  Government  of  the  day. 
I  say  I  regret  it,  and  it  must  appear 
unseemly  that  when  there  are  o^ly  three 
of  us  from  that  distant  province,  we 
are  generally  divided  on  every  subject 
that  comes  before  this  House  affecting 
the  interests  of  our  province.  He  often 
rises  to  advocate  points   which  do  not 
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meet  my  approval — ^but  do  I  oppose  him  ? 
No.  He  on  this  occasion  has  gone  so  far 
as  to  say  that  I  decry  the  country.  I 
challenge  him,  or  any  man  in  this  House 
or  out  of  it,  to  point  to  one  word  of  mine 
uttered  publicly  or  privately  that  can  be 
justly  construed  into  defaming  or  decrying 
the  country. 


Hon.     Mr.    MACDONALD 
trade  of  the  country,  I  said. 


-The 


Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— I  say  this,  and 
I  do  not  say  it  boastingly :  I  have 
opinions  of  my  own,  and  I  have  the 
courage  of  my  convictions,  and  will 
express  them  whether  it  pleases  the 
Government  or  displeases  them.  Before 
taking  a  seat  in  this  Senate  I  took  an  oath, 
but  it  was  to  my  Queen  and  country  and 
not  to  a  Government  or  party,  and  just  so 
long  as  I  have  the  honor  of  occupying  a 
seat  here,  just  so  long  shall  I  support  the 
right,  no  matter  where  or  from  whom  it 
emanates.  As  it  is  nearly  six  o'clock  I 
will  refrain  from  making  any  further 
remarks  now  but  will  reserve  them  until 
the  third  reading  of  the  Bill 

The  committee  divided  on  the  amend- 
ment, which  was  rejected.  Contents,  i2  j 
non-contents,  28. 

Hon.  Mr.  O'DONOHOE,  from  the 
committee,  reported  the  Bill  without 
amendment 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  6  o'clock. 


THE  SENATE, 

Ottawa,  Thursday,  July  z6thy  i88s* 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

TIMBER  REGULATIONS  IN 
BRITISH  COLUMBIA 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  moved— 
That  an  hnmble  address  be  presented  to 
His  Excel lency  the  Governor-C^eneral ;  pray- 


Ukf  thai  flis  Excellency  will  cause  to  be 
laid  before  this  House,  copies  of  all  memorials, 
letters  or  telemms,  addrebsed  to  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  interior  or  any  member  ot  the 
PriFT  Couocil,  respecting  the  Land  and 
Timoer  Bctfrnlations  affecting  Dominion  Lands 
in  British  Columbia. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^The 
attention  of  the  Government  has  been 
drawn  to  this  subject  again  and 
again  by  an  hon.  member  of  the 
other  House,  who  represents  the 
electoral  district  of  Westminster,  Mr. 
Homer,  who  has  exerted  himself  since  the 
beginning  of  the  session  to  effect  some 
change  respecting  the  land  and  timber 
regulations  relating  to  Dominion  lands  in 
British  Columbia,  and  the  country  will  be 
indebted  to  him  for  any  change  that  may 
be  made.  Of  course  there  is  no  necessity 
for  saying  anything  further  on  it,  as  the 
papers  will  be  brought  down  and  will 
show  the  exertions  he  has  made. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

BILL  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (158),  "  An  Act  to  authorize  the 
granting  of  further  subsidies  to  and 
making  further  provision  for  the  construc- 
tion and  efficient  operation  of  the  rail- 
ways therein  described"  (Sir  Alex. 
Campbell.) 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY 
COMPLETION  BILL. 

THIRD  READING. 

The  order  of  the  day  having  been 
called  for  third  reading  of  Bill  (153),  "  Fur- 
ther to  amend  the  Acts  respecting  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  to  provide 
for  the  completion  and  successful  opera- 
tion thereof." 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL 
moved : — 

That  the  said  Bill  be  not  now  read  a  third 
time,  but  that  it  be  amended  ae  follows: — 

Page  2,  line  19. — After  <'  council  "  insert 
<'  and  the  provisions  of  the  35th  section  of  the 
Charter  of  the  Company  shall  apply  to  the 
Bonds  to  be  issued,  or  to  any  mortgage  deed 
to  be  executed  under  this  Act.'' 


Hon.    Mr.    POWER— What 
effect  of  that  amendment  ? 


is    the 
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Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
effect  is  to  do  away  with  any  doubt  as  to 
the  registration  of  the  mortgage.  The 
original  charter  of  the  company  provided 
that  their  mortgage  need  not  be  registered 
It  would  be  very  difficult  to  register  the 
mortgage  in  all  the  counties  through 
which  it  passes,  and  this  Bill  is  to  make 
sure  that  it  applies  to  this  mortgage  under 
this  Act. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  third  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— After  the  very 
able  address  with  which  the  second  read- 
ing of  this  Bill  was  introduced,  I  did  not 
make  any  further  extended  remarks  upon 
it,  but  after  the  very  unable  address  which 
was  made  by  my  hon.  friend  opposite, 
perhaps,  a  few  words  may  be  necessary. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Hear,  hear  ! 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— My  hon.  friend 
was  evidently  floundering  with  his  subject, 
and  we  all  felt  a  certain  amount  of  com- 
miseration for  him,  but  he  made  certain 
statements  that  may  be  referred  to.  A 
good  deal  has  been  said  about  the  way  in 
which  the  road  has  been  constructed 
through  the  mountain  passes  with  regard 
to  the  change  of  route  from  Yellow  Head 
Pass  to  Kicking  Horse  Pass.  With  refer- 
ence to  that  I  may  say  that  the  construction 
of  the  road  has  been  governed  by  the 
contractors  as  any  business  man  would 
govern  any  great  enterprise.  They  have 
taken  the  best  advice  they  could  procure. 
They  have  made  the  most  thorough  ex- 
amination they  could,  and  have  finally 
decided  upon  a  route  which  I  understand 
has  been  laid  out  by  one  of  the  most  ex- 
pert mountain  engineers  in  the  world, 
Major  Rogers,  a  man  who  has  been 
employed  in  work  of  that  kind  and  was 
selected  by  the  company  for  the  purpose 
of  exploring,  thoroughly  examining,  and 
finally  deciding  upon  the  location  of  the 
route  through  the  mountains.  I  under- 
stand, also,  that  the  engineers  of  the  dif- 
ferent railways  in  the  United  States,  who 
have  had  similar  work  to  do,have  examined 
this  road  and  they  have  expressed  their 
entire  approval  of  it  in  every  respect. 


Something  has  been  said  about  the  curves 
and  grades  on  that  road.  My  hon.  friend 
made  some  remark  in  respect  of  that. 
Now,  comparing  it  with  the  grades  of 
other  roads,  the  maximum  grade  of  the 
Union  Pacific  road,  as  stated  by  a  gentle- 
man in  the  other  branch  of  the  legislature, 
who  made  a  most  exhaustive  speech  on 
the  subject  a  few  days  ago,  and  who,  I 
dare  say,  stated  his  side  of  the  case  with 
as  much  precision  as  it  could  possibly  be 
stated,  said  that  the  maximum  grade  of 
the  Union  Pacific  was  90  feet  to  the 
mile  for  16  miles,  and  the  maximum  grade 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  wai 
between  116  and  117  feet  for  16  miles. 
It  is  well  understood  that  under  certain 
circumstances  these  heavy  grades  are  not 
particularly  objectionable.  In  the  early 
days  of  railroading  and  light  locomotive 
power,  it  was  considered  desirable  to  keep 
down  the  grades  and  in  fact  the  first 
roads  that  were  built  on  this  side  of  the 
Atlantic  were  constructed  on  a  dead  level 
They  overcame  grades  by  stationary 
power,  which  was  the  case  of  the  Albany 
&  Schenectady  road,  which  ran  over  the 
sand  plain  by  means  of  a  stationary  engine 
and  was  let  down  on  the  other  side,  and 
that  continued  for  a  long  time  after  I  was 
in  the  habit  of  passing  over  that  road 
Neither  curves  nor  grades  were  supposed 
to  be  possible.  The  old  idea  of  engineer- 
ing has  been  changed,  and  I  can  say  to 
hoa  gentlemen  that  the  most  successful 
road  in  the  United  States  to-day — that  is, 
the  Baltimore  and  Ohio — has  far  heavier 
grades  than  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 
Then  a  good  deal  has  been  said  about  the 
failure  of  the  Company  to  show  that  they 
aie  going  to  have  a  large  Pacific  Ocean 
traffic  I  am  not  aware  that  any  large 
calculation  has  been  made  upon  that.  The 
truth  of  it  is  the  through  traffic,  as 
compared  to  the  way  traffic,  of  all  the 
railways  that  have  been  successful  and  are 
in  operation  now,  of  which  we  know  any- 
thing, is  in  the  ratio  of  at  least  four  or  five 
to  one,  the  way  traffic  being  larger  by  far. 
I  fancy  mostly  all  the  successful  railways 
have  had  that  experience.  The  Union 
Pacific  and  Central  Pacific  are  supported 
not  by  the  traffic  fi-om  San  Francisco, 
although  that  is  moderately  large,  hut  by 
the  tr5fic  along  the  line.  They  do  not 
know  how  it  springs  up,  but  it  is  there 
The  railway^  promote  it ;  the  whole  railr 
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waysystem  of  the  west  has  been  built  up 
in  advance  of  settlement,  the  population 
and  traffic  have  followed  them.  All  those 
Amiliar  with  the  railways  west  and  east  of 
the  Mississippi  know  that  this  statement  is 
correct,  and  we  have  no  reason  to  suppose 
that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  will  be 
any  exception.  They  seem  to  have  no 
reason  to  suppose  it  themselves,  for  I  can 
tell  hon.  gentlemen  that  they  have  prepared 
for  a  traffic  of  which  they  must  in  some 
way  have  been  assured,  by  putting  down 
21  miles  of  side  track  in  their  Winnipeg 
station  alone.  That  does  not  look  as  if 
they  did  not  expect  to  have  business.  I 
know  that  to  be  the  fact ;  I  also  know,  for 
I  have  seen  the  photographs  of  all  their 
ffesX  works,  that  their  structures  are  of  the 
most  substantial  character.  The  road  has 
been  built,  as  has  been  certified  by  the 
late  leader  of  the  Opposition  in  the  other 
House,  who  went  over  the  line,  in  the 
most  substantial  manner,  and  it  is  very 
difficult  to  argue  with  gentlemen  who, 
on  the  one  hand,  insist  upon  it 
that  we  are  throwing  away  our  money 
and  it  will  never  be  received  back, 
and  on  the  other  hand  insist  upon 
it  that  this  road  has  got  such  valuable 
franchises,  such  enormous  privileges,  that 
it  is  to  make  all  those  parties  interested  in 
it  far  too  rich  in  the  construction.  Now, 
one  side  or  the  other  must  be  true.  My 
impression  is  that  the  gentlemen  who 
build  it  are  entitled  to  a  profit  out  of  their 
enterprise.  I  hope  they  will  make  it,  and 
my  belief  is  the  road  will  be  successful. 
My  impression  is  that  the  security  which 
has  been  given  to  us  now  in  the  shape  of 
$20,000,000  of  first  mortgage  bonds  form- 
ing part  of  the  $35,000,000  lien  upon  the 
whole  road,  is  a  good  security.  It  is  se- 
cured by  property  estimated  by  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  in  the  other  House  at 
far  over  $100,000,000 — in  fact  he  makes 
out  that  the  property  is  worth  more  than 
that— 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— He  says  $116,- 
000,000. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Yes  $116,000,- 
000  and  on  another  occasion  he  raised  it 
to  $140,000,000. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentle- 
man is  mistaken. 


Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB- 
ber  will  have  his  turn« 


•The  hon.  mem- 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentle- 
man has  no  right  to  misstate  the  figures. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— The  hon.  gentle- 
man will  be  kind  enough  not  to  interrupt 
me.  I  merely  repeat  that  with  what  is 
estimated  as  the  value  of  that  property,  if 
a  mortgage  of  $35,000,000  is  not  secured 
by  it,  I  do  not  know  anything  about  rail- 
ways and  railway  property. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  think 
the  hon.  gentleman  does. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Well  I  have  had 
some  experience  of  railways  and  I  think  I 
know  something  about  them.  For  the 
Government  loan  $20,000,000  of  those 
bonds  are  put  in  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  a  further  loan  of  about  $5,000,- 
000,  about  which  there  has  been  consid- 
erable discussion,  is  secured  by  $8,000,- 
000  bonds.  I  fancy  that  loan  could  have 
been  made  elsewhere. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  know  it  could 
have  been  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  per- 
sistent misrepresentation  of  that  great 
enterprise  by  gentlemen  on  the  opposite 
side  )  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  fact  that 
they  seem  to  have  struck  hands  with  every 
element  that  has  been  in  opposition  to  the 
development  of  the  North-West  and 
the  construction  of  that  great  road.  If  the 
Company  have  been  crippled,  whose  fault 
is  it  ?  If  they  have  been  compelled  to 
come  back  to  us — if  their  stock  has  fallen 
to  31  or  32  in  the  market,  as  it  did  atone 
time,  whose  fault  is  it  ?  Who  has  ever 
spoken  a  good  word  for  it  of  those  who 
ought  to  have  felt  that  it  was  a  great  na- 
tional enterprise,  and  therefore  at  least 
entitled  to  the  benefit  of  a  doubt?  A 
corporation  in  the  United  States  has  been 
opposed  to  it  from  the  beginning  j  the 
great  land  grant  roads  of  the  United 
States  have  been  opposed  to  it  because 
they  felt  that  the  opening  up  of  the  great 
wheat-growing  districts  of  the  North-West 
was  largely  injuring  their  own  property 
because  of  the  land  grants  that  had  been 
given   in   aid   of  their  roads  somewhat 
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similarly  situated  to  ours.  They  know 
perfectly  well  that  in  Dakota,  Minnesota, 
Nebraska  and  Iowa  the  culture  of  wheat 
has  been  gradually  falling  off,  that  the  pro- 
duction per  acre  has  been  diminishing; 
they  know  perfectly  well  that  the  time 
must  come  when  the  wheat-growing  dis- 
trict on  this  side  of  the  Atlantic  will  be  in 
the  Canadian  North-West,  and  they  have 
endeavored,  as  far  as  they  could,  to  pre- 
vent the  opening  up  of  that  country.  We 
have  had  only  one  who  has  had  relations 
with  the  country  on  the  other  side,  whose 
name  I  can  recall  at  this  moment,  who 
has  stood  by  us  from  the  beginning,  and 
that  is  Consul  Taylor,  of  Winnipeg,  who 
has  been  from  the  first  a  great  friend  of 
the  enterprise  and  the  strongest  advocate 
of  the  claims  of  the  North-West  as  a  great 
field  for  the  culture  of  wheat  The  aver- 
age crop  in  Minnesota  last  year  was  only 

13  bushels  to  the  acre,  and  in  Dakota  only 

14  bushels,  and  in  spite  of  what  we  hear 
about  the  grinding  monopoly  of  the  Cana- 
dian Pacific  Railway,  the  farmers  below 
the  border  have  come  to  Emerson  and 
sold  their  wheat  there  and  paid  the  Cana- 
dian duty,  because  it  was  cheaper  for 
them  to  do  that  than  to  send  their  grain 
over  the  railways  of  the  United  States, 
and  yet  we  are  told  that  this  grinding 
monopoly  is  killing  the  farmers  in  the 
North-West.  I  was  led  to  make  some 
comparisons  between  the  position  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and  that  of  other 
roads  similarly  situated,  particularly  as  it 
now  comes  to  us  to  ask  for  additional 
assistance  and  one  of  the  notes — if  a  man 
may  use  that  word — of  the  condition  of 
the  railway  is  the  report  of  the  material 
which  operates  it — the  plant,  the  rolling 
stock,  the  cars,  the  depot  grounds,  all  its 
arrangements.  These  show  whether  it  is 
a  live  road,  as  one  may  say,  or  whether  it 
is  not.  I  was  perfectly  astounded  when 
I  made  the  calculation,  and  I  will  in  a 
few  words  give  hon.  gentlemen  some  idea 
of  what  has  been  done  by  that  Company 
in  the  way  of  preparing  for  the  great 
traffic  which  it  must  command  The 
Northern  Pacific  has  a  mileage  of  1750. 
It  owns  289  locomotives,  174  passenger 
cars,  and  7,500  baggage  and  freight  cars. 
The  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  owns  304 
locomotives,  282  passenger  cars,  and 
7»55o  freight  and  baggage  cars.  Now 
how  does   it  compare  with    the  Union 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB. 


Pacific  ?  That  is  one  of  the  two  great 
roads  running  across  the  continent  from 
San  Francisco  to  the  Mississippi  River. 
The  Central  Pacific  owns  235  locomotives, 
267  passenger  cars,  and  4,720  baggage 
and  freight  cars. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— How   about   the 
mileage? 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— The  mileage  of 
the  Central  Pacific  is  1,215  and  they 
operate  3,003  miles.  The  mileage  owned 
and  to  be  operated  by  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  is  not  so  great  now,  but 
it  will  be  larger  with  the  branch  lines; 
but  without  having  their  lines  entirely 
open,  they  have  still  got  a  far  larger  equip- 
ment than  either  the  Central  or  die  Union 
Pacific  I  will  give  the  other  now.  The 
Union  Pacific  has  342  locomotives,  282 
passenger  cars  and  6,737  fiieight  and 
baggage  cars.  It  has  a  few  more  loco- 
motives than  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 
The  Union  Pacific  operate  1,835  ™1^  ^ 
road.  That  is  probably  a  little  more  than 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  were 
operating  when  they  made  this  repcMct 
Now  those  roads,  the  Union  Pacific  and 
Central  Pacific,  received  from  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States,  one  of  them 
on  1033  miles,  $27,226,000  in  cash,  and 
12,800  acres  per  mile.  The  Central  Pacific 
received  in  cash  $27,885,000,  and  12,000,- 
000  acres  of  land.  The  Northern  Pacific 
has  received  a  very  much  larger  subsidy, 
some  35,000,000  or  40,000,000  of  acres 
altogether.  The  earnings  of  those  roads, 
and  I  do  not  suppose  they  are  yet  at  thdr 
maximum,  are  as  follows  : — 

Central  Pacific,  gross  earnings,  $24,7449* 
000 : 

Net  earnings,  $8,094,000. 

Capital  stock,  $59,225,000  : 

Bonds,  $59,675  o  00 — that  is  $1 13,000, 
000  very  nearly,  upon  12 15  miles  of  road. 
The  Union  Pacific  has  a  capital  of 
$60,685,800,  and  its  bonded  debt  is 
$13,930,113,  and  it  has  835  miles  of  road. 
The  gross  earnings  of  that  road  axe 
$2 1,000,000 .  The  net  earnings,  $10,846,- 
000,  so  that  the  traffic,  which  only  extends 
from  the  Missouri  River  westrord,  has 
developed  since  these  roads  were  built 
through  a  desert,  through  a  wilderness,  and 
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through  a  much  more  difficult  country  to 
work  over,  and  through  a  much  more  un- 
promising country  to  settle.  These  roads 
have  developed  a  traffic,  since  they  com- 
menced business,  of  $45,000,000  a  year 
on  about  3,000  miles  of  road ;  their  net 
earnings  to-day  are  nearly  $20,000,000. 
From  that  we  ought  to  imagine  that  a 
road,  having  the  unique  advantage  of  the 
control  of  a  line  from  seaboard  to  sea- 
board, which  no  other  road  on  this 
continent  has,  ought  at  least  to  command 
the  confidence  of  the  public  as  to  its 
ability  to  pay  the  interest  on  its  debt  if  it 
does  not  do  anything  more.  There  is  no 
other  road  in  this  country  which  crosses 
the  Rocky  Mountains  that  has  not  to  pay 
tribute  to  the  owners  of  eastern  roads,  who 
are  themselves  powerful  corporations,  and 
will  give  no  traffic  to  either  of  these  rival 
roads  unless  they  get  the  lion's  share. 
The  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  is 
in  a  position  and  will  be  in  a 
position  to  make  a  tariff  from  seaboard  to 
seaboard  without  asking  anybody's  favor, 
and  I  predict  the  result  will  be  that  they 
will  get  large  connections  in  the  west  seek- 
ing an  Atlantic  port  by  roads  running  in 
from  below  the  boundary  from  the  south- 
west to  the  northeast  I  think  that  must 
be  apparent  to  anybody  who  looks  at  the 
frivorable  position  which  this  road  holds  : 
the  road  is  under  one  control  and  belongs 
to  one  company,  and  yet  we  are  constantly 
told  by  gentlemen  in  this  House,  gentle- 
men whose  business  interests,  I  undertake 
to  say,  have  been  promoted  and  whose 
political  existence  has  t>een  prolonged  by 
the  building  of  that  road,  that  this  is  aline 
in  which  we  are  not  to  have  confidence. 
They  undertake  to  oppose  it  I  have 
heard  gentlemen  say  that  this  company, 
having  their  means  in  this  road  and  having 
their  reputation  at  stake,  were  not  com- 
petent to  select  a  terminus  for  their  own 
road,or  to  choose  the  best  place  to  accom- 
modate the  enormous  business  that  is  to 
come  over  3000  miles  of  railway,  but  that 
they  must  be  confined  to  one  particular 
spot  I  do  not  think  it  is  at  all  a  liberal 
view  of  the  question.  I  think  they  ought 
to  be  left  to  judge  for  themselves,  just  as 
they  are  left  to  judge  whether  they  will  go 
through  one  mountain  pass  or  another, 
which  is  of  no  consequence  to  any  human 
being  but  themselves.  There  was  no  traffic 
there  to  be  served.     The   location  had 


been  made  by  the  previous  Government, 
and  I  dare  say  orders-in-council  were  passed 
with  r^ard  to  that  which  have  been 
changed  since — in  spite  of  the  contentio 
of  my  hoa  friend  opposite — and  a  location 
was  made  by  the  narrows  of  Lake  Manitoba, 
but  it  was  found  when  it  came  to  be 
examined,  that  some  two  or  three  hundred 
miles  of  that  road  ran  through  muskegs. 
We  know  at  any  rate  that  the  Government 
had  so  decided  upon  the  location  of  the 
road  there  that  they  actually  built  a 
telegraph  line  as  an  adjunct  to  it  before 
the  road  was  laid  out  This  is  a  specimen 
of  the  railway  building  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment and  of  their  care  of  the  public 
interests  and  the  public  treasury.  They 
built  a  line  of  telegraph  contracted  for  by 
Mr.  J.  W.  Sifton,  and  by  Mr.  Glass,  an 
ex-member  of  the  other  House,  and  where 
that  telegraph  line  was  located  a  gentle- 
man who  was  present,  who  is  my  inform- 
ant, told  me  that  he  saw  a  man  climb  a 
telegraph  pole  to  adjust  the  wires  and  as 
he  climbed,the  pole  sank  down,  and  when 
he  got  to  the  wire  he  was  no  higher  than 
when  he  started,  and  when  he  got  off  the 
pole  it  shot  up  like  a  cork  from  a  bottle 
of  ginger  beer.  There  was  no  bottom 
there  I  have  no  doubt  the  gentleman, 
who  is  now  in  the  House,  will  corroborate 
every  word  I  have  said  about  that,  if 
necessary.  The  present  Government  did 
not  take  the  road  up  there.  They  found 
a  better  line  Some  people  were  disap- 
pointed. Then  this  company  put  their 
money  into  the  concern  :  they  examined 
the  country  and  decided  upon  the  line 
which  has  been  followed,  and  I  believe 
their  decision  will  be  justified  by  future 
events.  Another  point  in  regard  to  this 
road  which  has  been  dealt  with,  and 
which  may  be  considered  a  very  impor- 
tant one,  with  reG:ard  to  its  future  destiny, 
is,  that  they  have  discovered  in  the  moun* 
tain  passes  where  that  road  goes  the  finest 
growth  of  timber  in  the  world.  The 
Douglas  pine  grows  there.  My  hon. 
friend  opposite,  Mr.  Nelson,  knows  more 
about  it  than  I  do,  and  statements  were 
made  not  long  ago  that  between  the 
Rockies  and  the  Cascade  range  there  was 
a  growth  of  timber  which  was  absolutely 
unparalleled  on  this  continent  It  grows 
to  an  enormous  size  and  the  road  will 
have  traffic  in  that  line  which  will  be  of 
incalculable  value.    We  know  that  not- 
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withstanding  all  the  disadvantages  result- 
ing from  the  troubles  in  the  North- West, 
the  calling  away  of  teams  and  farmers  for 
transport  purposes,  there  has  been  so  large 
an  acreage  brought  under  cultivation  that 
the  crop  of  this  year,  it  is  estimated,  if 
there  is  no  further  difficulty  in  the  North- 
West,  will  be  seven  or  eight  millions  of 
bushels  and  will  yield  a  surplus  of  at 
least  5,000,000  bushels.  I  mention  these 
facts  because  it  seems  to  be  a  habit  of 
hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  to  make 
an  attack  on  that  road  whenever  they  have 
an  opportunity,  and  couple  it  with 
an  attack  on  the  North- West  and  its  ca- 
pabilities. It  is  unfortunate  that  hon.  gen- 
tlemen are  in  that  position.  It  is  unfor- 
tunate that  they  have  been  compelled  by 
the  exigencies  of  their  position,  by  the  fact 
that  they  are  opposed  to  the  Government, 
to  stand  in  opposition  to  all  the  great  en- 
terprises which  have  distinguished  the 
Dominion  of  Canada  since  confederation. 
They  are  compelled  to  do  that  or  else  they 
are  no  longer  in  opposition.  I  feel  great 
sympathy  with  them.  It  is  their  misfor- 
tune,but  they  do  not  seem  to  be  able  to 
see  or  to  understand  the  logical  conclusion 
of  their  policy.  The  hon.  gentlemen  have 
been  in  the  minority  for  the  greater  part 
of  the  time  since  confederation,  and  I 
think  it  may  be  very  clearly  inferred  that 
they  will  continue  to  remain  a  minority  as 
long  as  they  continue  their  unwise  course. 
The  people  of  Canada  are  progressive : 
they  are  not  pessimists  as  a  rule.  They 
are  a  young  people  looking  forward  to  a 
future,  and  they  will  not  believe  that  the 
country  is  being  depopulated.  They  do  not 
believe  that  a  country,  with  an  almost  pro- 
hibitory tariff  on  the  other  side,  is  a  place 
of  refuge  because  there  is  a  moderate  tar- 
iff on  this  side,  and  as  long  as  the  leaders 
of  the  Reform  party  indulge  in  that  kind 
of  argument  just  so  long  will  they  be  un- 
able to  command  the  confidence  of  the 
people  of  Canada.  If  the  Opposition  were 
to  be  believed  the  whole  credit  of  the 
country  would  have  been  paralyzed  this 
year.  Everybody  knows  the  rabid  attacks 
that  have  been  made  upon  it  It  has  not 
been  done  to  a  great  extent  here,  because 
the  Opposition  in  this  House  has  not 
taken  that  line.  It  has  been  left  to  one 
or  two  gentlemen  who  have  placed  them- 
selves in  the  front  rank  to  take  that  posi- 
tion.   But  what  has  been  the  effect  of  the 
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policy  of  the  Opposition  in  another  place  ? 
While  the  most  venomous  attack  was 
being  made  on  the  country  there,  the 
people  of  Great  Britain  were  rushing  into 
the  money  market  of  London  to  take 
the  4  per  cent  stocks  of  Canada  and 
subscribe  three  and  four  times  as 
much  as  was  asked  for,  and  take  it  at  a 
better  price  than  any  loan  that  was  ever 
made  by  hou.  gentlemen  on  the  other 
side,  although  the  public  debt  has  swollen 
to  a  large  amount.  I  went  to  the  Treas- 
ury Department  to  get  a  statement  of  the 
debt  as  it  stood  on  the  30th  June  last, 
and  I  found  that  there  was  only  $100,000,- 
000  difference  between  the  calculation  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  and  the  £ELCts  as  they 
stand  on  the  books  of  the  Dominion. 

Hon.  Mr.  CARVELL— A  mere  trifle. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Yes,  a  mere 
trifle.  A  sum  of  $100,000,000  is  of  no 
consequence  if  you  can  only  paralyze  the 
business  of  the  country  and  show  the  peo- 
ple on  the  other  side  that  they  should  not 
invest  in  the  stocks  of  this  country — that 
the  country  is  making  rapid  strides  tow- 
ards bankruptcy.  To  be  sure  some  hon. 
gentlemen  on  the  other  side  have  not 
joined  in  that  cry ;  a  large  majority  of 
them  have  always  sustained  any  increase 
of  the  public  debt  for  proper  purposes,  and 
the  Government  can  only  be  judged  by 
that  If  we  owed  $100,000,000  and  had 
not  anything  to  show  for  it  we  would  be  in 
a  worse  position  than  we  are  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— The  country 
has  supported  the  expenditure. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Yes,  the  country 
has  endorsed  it  and  has  given  a  verdict  on 
it  already  and  will  agaia 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— The  hon.  gentle- 
man opposite  knows  perfectly  wdl  the 
kind  of  agitation  that  has  been  going  on 
through  the  country,  that  the  people  take 
no  stock  in  that  kind  of  agitation,  and 
that  it  has  not  had  the  effect  intended. 
The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  the  in- 
crease of  the  public  debt  has  not  equalled 
the  expenditure  on  capital  account  It 
has  been  the  policy  of  the  party  to  which 
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I  belong  to  place  very  considerable  sums 
in  the  permanent  expenditure  which  might 
have  been,  under  other  circumstances, 
charged  to  capital  account  and  repre- 
sented by  debt  Some  fifteen  or  twenty 
million  dollars  or  more  than  that — I  do  not 
give  the  sum  in  exact  figures — have  been  ex- 
pended on  works  properly  chargeable  to 
capital  account,  and  which  do  not  appear 
in  the  public  debt,  and  the  public  debt  is 
so  much  better  for  that  kind  of  expenditure. 
Every  dollar,  I  venture  to  say,  that  has 
been  legitimately  expended  on  the  Pacific 
Railway,  if  we  never  get  a  shilling  of  it 
back  again,  is  of  great  value  to  this  country, 
and  is  worth  all  that  it  cost ;  but  I  believe 
that  the  whole  of  the  advances  made  to  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  are 
perfectly  safe,  as  a  business  operation,  and 
I  will  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  why  I  be- 
lieve it  It  is  because  behind  the  debt  of 
the  company  we  find  there  are  $65,000,- 

000  of  stock  held  by  over  1200  or  1500 
subscribers,  and  that  stock,  which  is  now 
selling  at  40  cents  on  the  dollar,  is  not 
worth  one  shilling  if  the  mortgage  which 
stands  behind  it  is  not  good  for  its  face. 
That  is  the  reason  why  I  say  the  security 
is  good  here.  The  security  has  the  back- 
ing of  the  $65,000,000  of  stock  which  is 
worth  $25,000,000  in  the  market  to-day, 
besides  the  mortgage  being  a  first  lien  on 
the  road  The  loan  of  $5,000,000  which 
has  been  objected  to  is  a  perfectly  legiti- 
mate thing,  and  the  company  have  been 
forced  to  come  here  because  their  credit 
has  been  paralyzed  by  exactly  such  state- 
ments as  those  made  by  the  hon.  gentle- 
man yesterday,  that  they  have  not  paid 
their  employees. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  is  true. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— -The  hon,  gentle- 
man has  no  authority  for  it,  and  he  has  no 
right  to  make  such  a  statement 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentle- 
man has  no  right  to  make  such  an  assertion. 

1  rise  to  a  question  of  order.  The  hon. 
gentleman  from  Niagara  said  that  I  made 
a  statement  which  was  not  true 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— No,  I  said  no 
such  thing. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentle- 
man said  I  had  no  authority  for  making 


the  statement,    and    I    have    the    best 
of  authority. 

The  SPEAKER— The  hon.  gentleman 
was  perfectly  in  order  in  saying  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  said  it  without  authority. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— The  hon.  gentle- 
man firom  Halifax  also  said — ^and  I  was 
surprised  after  the  arguments  that  had 
been  adduced  upon  that  question  that  he 
would  have  ventured  to  refer  to  it — that 
the  $14,000,000  deposited  with  the 
Government  as  a  security,  for  the  payment 
of  the  dividends  upon  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  stock,  should  be  given  up  to  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  or  practically 
the  same  thing,  that  the  $5,000,000  which 
they  asked  for  should  be  taken  out  of  that 
money,  a  security  deposit,  a  deposit  held 
by  the  Government  by  the  most  solemn 
trust,  held  as  a  sub-trust  by  the  Bank  of 
Montreal,  referring  to  1,400  or  1,500 
shareholders  scattered  all  over  Europe 
and  America.  The  hon.  gentleman  pro- 
poses that  we  should  break  faith  with 
those  men.  I  have  never  known  party 
animosity  and  party  stress  to  carry  any 
set  of  men  so  far  as  I  have  seen  the  Op- 
position carried  in  this  case,  when  they 
propose  that  we  shall  repudiate  a  contract 
for  the  purpose  of  making  a  concession 
out  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Com- 
pany. Not  only  that,  but  it  was  first  sug- 
gested by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  in 
another  place,  then  it  was  crystalized 
into  a  resolution  and  brought  forward  as  a 
solemn  motion,  that  $5,000,000  of  that 
money,  which  was  held  in  trust,  should  be 
diverted  from  its  trust  and  paid  back  to 
the  company  to  do  what  they  liked  with 
it,  that  company  which  they  have  no  con- 
fidence in  and  cannot  depend  on,  that 
they  should  have  that  money  handed  over 
to  them  to  waste  it  in  bad  locations  or 
extravagant  connections  —  money  that 
belongs  to  the  shareholders  or  has  been 
pledged  to  them.  The  resolution  did  nto 
carry,  but  it  was  not  the  fault  of  the  hon. 
gentleman's  friends  that  it  failed,  because 
it  was  voted  for  by  a  strict  party  vote 
under  the  direction  of  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition.  I  have  never  known  any- 
thing in  the  whole  history  of  Parliament 
more  monstrous  than  that  deliberate  at- 
tempt to  repudiate  a  contract,  and  I  can 
well  understand  how  the  public  look  upon 
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the  hon.  gentleman's  friends  when  they 
see  them  disposed  to  do  such  a  thing  as 
that  I  can  well  understand  whv  there  is 
a  distrust  of  the  leaders  and  advisers  of 
that  party. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— Order, 
order.  I  call  the  hon.  gentleman  to  order 
for  criticizing  the  conduct  of  gentlemen  in 
the  House  of  Commons. 

The  SPEAKER— I  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Niagara  is  in  order  in 
criticizing  the  conduct  of  any  member  or 
any  party  in  the  House  of  Commons,  but 
he  would  not  be  in  order  in  criticizing  the 
conduct  of  the  whole  body  of  the  House 
of  Commons. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB — I  have  not  men- 
tioned the  other  House  by  name ;  neither 
have  I  mentioned  the  collective  action  of 
the  other  House.  I  have  a  perfect  right 
to  speak  of  matters  which  bear  upon  the 
general  argument  and  which  bear  on  any 
public  work,  or  on  the  policy  of  a  party. 
If  it  were  not  for  that  there  could  be  very 
little  latitude  in  debate.  I  do  not  intend 
to  say  anything  further,  but  I  trust  that 
this  Bill  will  receive  the  assent  of  a  large 
majority  of  this  House,  which  has  always 
been  faithful  to  the  trust  reposed  in  it,  in 
assisting  as  far  as  possible  the  public  credit 
and  great  public  enterprises  like  this.  The 
arrangement  strikes  me  as  being  one  which 
is  perfectly  business-like,  one  which  is 
perfectly  safe,  one  to  which  we  may,  with 
entire  confidence,give  our  affirmative  vote, 
and  I  fail  to  see  that  anything  has  been 
said  either  in  this  House,  or  in  another 
place,  that  should  for  one  moment  affect 
the  public  confidence  either  in  the  con- 
struction or  completion,  or  the  future 
prospects  of  the  great  transcontinental 
road  upon  which  depends  the  future  of 
Canada,  and  as  to  which  so  much  has 
been  done  to  thwart  it  and  injure  its 
character  by,  I  will  not  call  it  an  un- 
patriotic opposition  (because  they  act  only 
as  far  as  they  know,  but  do  not  see  beyond 
the  point  of  the  opposition  of  the  present 
moment),  yet  in  spite  of  all  that  opposi- 
tion I  predict  that  before  we  meet  here 
another  session  we  shall  see  that  road  in 
full  operation.  We  shall  see  it  fulfilling 
largely  the  expectations  that  have  been 
fonned  of  it,  and  have  very  little  thanks  to  I 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB. 


ofTer  to  the  hoa  gentlemen  who  have  so 
strenuously  opposed  and  misrepresented 
it  from  the  banning. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  have  given 
notice  of  an  amendment  which  I  propose 
to  move  at  the  third  reading  of  this  Bill, 
and  before  moving  that  amendment,  I  am 
sure  the  House  will  pardon  me  if  I  ven- 
ture to  make  a  few  observations  on  the 
rather  remarkable  speech  of  the  hoo. 
gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down.  I  have 
not  made  a  practice  of  undertaking  to 
criticise  the  speeches  of  other  hon.  gentle- 
men in  this  House  or  to  question  their 
taste  or  their  policy ;  but  I  may  say  it  is 
a  somewhat  remarkable  thing  that  on  the 
third  reading  of  a  Bill  which  was  about 
being  read  almost  without  any  opposition, 
a  supporter  of  the  measure  should  make 
such  a  speech  as  that  which  we  have  just 
listened  to — a  speech  which  would  have 
been  very  proper  on  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill,  but  is  altogether  out  of  place 
at  this  last  stage  of  the  measure.  I  hope 
the  House  will  excuse  me  for  departing  a 
little  from  my  usual  practice.  As  I  said, 
I  have  not  been  in  the  habit  of  remarking 
on  the  speeches  of  other  members  and 
their  conduct,  and  I  think  the  House 
will  not  deny  that  I  have  stood  a  good 
deal  of  very  unpleasant  language  at  various 
times  from  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has 
just  taken  his  seat. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Hear,  hear.  You 
do  not  mean  me  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  it  is 
proper  to  call  attention  to  that  fact.  The 
hon.  gentleman  is  in  the  habit,  as  every 
hon.  member  in  this  House  knows,  of 
making  most  offensive  interruptions  while 
other  hon.  gentlemen  are  speaking,  and 
the  hon.  member  is  not  willing  to  allov 
reciprocity,  even  in  the  smallest  degree; 
because  he  will  not  allow  any  other  hon. 
gentleman  to  ask  him  a  simple  question 
which  may  be  germane  to  his  remark, 
and  may  be  intended  for  the  purpose  of 
eliciting  information.  I  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  departs  from  the  usual  course 
in  both  ways.  First  in  offensively  inter- 
rupting other  speakers,  and  next  in  declin- 
ing to  answer  fair  and  reasonable  questions 
which  are  askedof  himself  when  speaking. 
I  have  heretofore  attributed  it  to  the  hon. 
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gentleman's    temperament      He    is    of 
a  somewhat  excitable  temperament,  if  he 
will  allow  me  to  say  so,  as  he  is  in  the 
habit    of   discussing    my  character  and 
temper  in  the  House.     I  think  the  hon. 
gentleman    is   of  a  somewhat  excitable 
temperament ;  and  I  have  been  charitable 
enough  to  assume  that  he  has  acted  simply 
on  the  impulse  of  the  moment,  and  that 
he  has  not  realized  how  unpleasant  his  in- 
terruptions were,  and  how  very  disagree- 
able his  remarks    occasionally   were  to 
those  to  whom  they  were  addressed.     But 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  not  that  excuse 
to-day.     We  have  the  fact  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  coming  in  here  with  a  deliber- 
ately prepared  speech,  and  beginning  that 
speech  with  a  deliberate  insult  to  a  mem- 
ber who  had  spoken  on  a  previous  occa- 
sion.    The  hon.    gentleman    began    his 
speech  by  referring  in  language  the  taste 
of  which  was  as  bad  as  its  English,  to  my 
"  unable  "  eflfort  on  a  previous  occasion,' 
and  to  the  fact  that  I  had  been  "  flounder- 
ing."    I  could  understand  the  hon.  gentle- 
man getting  up  immediately  after  I  had 
done  and  making  that  remark,  but  speak- 
ing that  way  in  cold  blood  after  the  lapse 
of  24  hours  is  a  thing  that  does  very  little 
credit  to  the  hon.  gentleman's  heart,  what- 
ever it  may  do  to  his  head.    Then  the 
hon.  gentleman  said  before  he  closed  that 
I    had  made  a  statement  without  any 
authority.     I  do  not  think  that  I  am  very 
often  convicted  here  or  elsewhere  of  mak- 
ing unfounded  statements,  and  I  say  with 
regard  to  that  statement  as  to  the  non- 
payment of  contractors  for  work  done  on 
the  Pacific  Railway  North  of  Lake  Superi- 
or, that  I  have  the  very  best  authority. 
Those  statements  have  been  made  in  the 
press,  and  have  not  been  denied     I  have 
the  authority  of  men  who  have  been  here 
in  Ottawa  for  weeks  and  months  waiting 
for  their  money,  and  have  been  unable 
to  get  it,  and  that  is  the  very  best  author- 
ity.    So  far  for  the  hon.  gentleman  and 
the  personal  statements  in  which  he  has 
been  kind  enough  to  refer  to  me.     The 
hon.    gentleman    dealt    at    considerable 
length  with  the   whole  question  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway.     I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  follow  the  hon.  gentleman  except 
as  to  two  or  three  points.     As  to  the 
Kicking    Horse    Pass,     he     said    the 
company    had    secured     the     services 
of     one      of      the      best      mountain 
M3 


engineers  in  the  world.  Major  Rogers.     I 
do  not  take  Major  Rogers'  character  on 
the  hon.  gentleman's  authority.     People 
are  to  be  judged  by  their  acts,  and  we  do 
not  know  very  much  about  Major  Rogers 
here  in  Canada.     We  know  however  that 
the  pass  which  he  professed  to  have  dis- 
covered had  been  discovered  years  ago  ; 
that  in  the  first  place  it  had  been  partially 
examined  by  Mr.  Moberly,  on  behalf  of 
British  Columbia,  as  tar  back  as  1S65  : 
and  that  it  had  been  examined  in  1874 
by  Mr.  Moberly  for  the  Government  of 
Canada,  and  was  condemned  at  the  time. 
The  Yellow  Head  Pass  had  been  carefully 
examined  by  the  Canadian  Government 
engineers   and    had    been  approved  o£ 
The  Canadian  Government — the  Govern- 
ment of  the  hon.  gentleman's  friends  as 
well  as  the  Government  of  the  gentlemaa 
whom  I  followed — had  caused  very  care- 
ful surveys  to  be  made,  and  they  had 
deliberately,  after  years  of  consideration^ 
selected  the  route  of  the  road,  and  that 
selection  had  been  embodied  in  a  statute 
— not  an  Order-in-Council,  but  a  statute. 
Now,  at  the  suggestion  of  this  American 
engineer,  who  was,  probably,  anxious  to 
figure  as  a  discoverer,  they  select,  without 
sufficient      consideration,     the    Kicking 
Horse  Pass.     I  do  not  profess  to  know  as 
much  about  railways  as  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Niagara,  but  I  feel  satisfied  at 
this  moment  that  if  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company  were  back  where  they 
were  before  the  Kicking  Horse  Pass  was 
selected,  they  would  not  select  that  pass, 
but  would  adhere  to  the  pass  which  had 
been  selected  by  the  Canadian  Govern- 
ment engineers.     I  do  not  see  why  the 
hon.  gentleman  should  be  so  anxious  to 
decry  our  engineers,  and  to  give  the  coun- 
try to  understand    that    after    years  of 
patient  investigation  they  knew  nothing 
about  the  proper  pass  through  the  moun- 
tains, but  that  this  distinguished  American, 
who  came  among  us  as  the  hon.  gentle- 
man has  come,  I  presume,  for  our  good, 
and  actuated  simply  by  a  desire  for  the 
good  of  Canada,  was  the  only  one  who 
could  discover  it.     Then,  the  hon.  mem- 
ber, in  speaking  about  the  wisdom  and 
skill  which    characterize    the    Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company,  forgot  to  refer 
to  their  wonderful  feat  of  paying  two  and 
a  quarter  millions  to  build  the  Algoma 
branch,  and  then  allowing  that  branch  to 
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remain  idle  for  a  whole  year.  That  is  a 
kind  of  wisdom,  shrewdness  and  capacity 
which,  I  confess  my  humble  inability  to 
admire  or  appreciate.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man, in  order  to  confirm  what  he  said 
about  the  discovery  by  this  American 
engineer  of  the  route  by  the  Kicking 
Horse  Pass,  told  us  that  several  American 
engineers  approved  of  that  pass.  I  can 
quite  understand  it;  they  were  patriotic 
men,  and  did  not  wish  to  have  a  Canadian 
railway  better  located  than  their  own,  and 
they  naturally  felt  pleased  that  an  Ameri- 
can engineer  had  selected  a  pass  which 
would  seriously  damage  the  Canadian 
Transcontinental  Railway  in  com- 
parison with  their  own.  It  is 
quite  natural ;  and,  perhaps,  if  the 
hon.  gentleman  had  been  a  United  States 
engineer  he  would  have  approved  of  it 
also  on  the  same  ground.  Then  the  hon. 
member  told  us,  in  that  way  he  has  of 
telling  us,  as  if  nobody  had  ever  heard  of 
anything  before  he  announced  it,  that  it  is 
not  the  through  traffic,  but  the  way  traffic 
which  builds  up  a  railway.  I  was  rather 
under  the  impression  that  that  was  a  rudi- 
mentary principle  now  in  railway  opera- 
tions ;  but  I  should  like  to  ask  the  leader 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  why  it  is,  if  the 
through  traffic  is  a  matter  of  such  small 
moment  and  the  way  traffic  is  of  so  great 
consequence,  that  the  Government  laid 
such  stress  upon  the  completion  of  this 
road  in  a  hurry — why  the  Government 
made  it  a  matter  of  such  vast  consequence 
that  the  line  should  be  open  for  traffic  in 
1886,  instead  of  1891?  That  is  a  ques- 
tion that  would  naturally  suggest  itself 
The  reason  given  in  another  place  was  to 
get  the  through  Asiatic  trade  at  once.  I 
allow  the  hon.  gentleman  to  settle  that 
with  his  leaders.  The  hoa  gentleman 
referred  to  a  very  good  thing — that  the 
company  had  wonderfully .  brilliant  pros- 
pects. The  only  comment  I  make  on  that  is 
this — that  if  the  company's  prospects  are  so 
good,  and  their  property  is  so  valuable, 
it  is  a  strange  thing  that  they  should  have 
to  come  here  to  ask  us  to  advance  them 
more  money.  That  is  a  sort  of  thing 
which,  I  venture  to  say,  no  one  can  quite 
understand.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman, 
referring,  I  think,  to  the  language  of  gen- 
tlemen in  another  place,  spoke  of  the 
injury  that  had  been  done  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  from  the  beginning,  by 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER. 


the  misrepresentation  of  the  Opposition. 
As  I  ventured  to  say  yesterday,-  in  that 
floundering  speech  wh^ch  I  made,  inas- 
much as  this  misrepresehtation  had  con- 
sisted in  stating  that  the  company  had 
too  good  a  bargain,  it  is  not  easy  to  see 
how  that  could  injure  their  prospects  in 
the  money  markets  of  the  world.  That  is 
another  inconsistency  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  and  his  leader  may  reconcile. 
Then,  the  hon.  member  devoted  a  good 
deal  of  his  time  to  discussing  the  grind- 
ing monopoly ;  there  was  very  little  said 
about  the  monopoly  this  year,  in  this 
House,  at  any  rate.  He  also  pointed  out 
clearly  andwell  the  unique  advantages  which 
this  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  possesses 
in  owning  a  road  which  extends  from 
ocean  to  ocean,  it  being  the  only  railway 
company  owning  such  a  line.  Then 
again  the  inquiry  naturally  suggests  itself^ 
why  is  it  that  this  Company,  with  these 
unique  advantages,  is  obliged  tocome  to  us 
and  ask  for  an  advance  of  $5,000,000? 
That  is  a  question  which  cannot  be  an- 
swered and  has  not  been  answered  The 
hon.  gentleman  intimated  that  it  was  an 
outrageous  thing  to  contend,  as  it  was  con- 
tended here  yesterday  by  some  members 
of  this  House,  that  the  company  should 
not  be  allowed  to  select  their  own  ter- 
minus. I  do  not  think  it  was  contended 
yesterday  by  anyone  that  the  company 
should  not  be  allowed  to  extend  their  road 
beyond  Port  Moody  if  they  pleased 
The  only  contention  was  that  the  Govern 
ment  should  not  be  a  party  to  that  trans- 
action, and  that  if  they  erected  terminal 
buildings  they  should  be  at  the  place 
where  the  Government  by  Statute  and  by 
Orders-in-Council  having  the  force  of 
Statutes,  fixed  the  terminus.  The  hon, 
gentleman,  not  dealing  with  what  was  be- 
fore us,  but  going  back,  as  the  hon.  gentle- 
man is  so  fond  of  doing,  to  old  times  to 
have  a  blow  at  men  who  are  not  respon- 
sible for  what  is  being  done  now,  and  who 
if  they  sinned  or  erred  have  paid  the  pan- 
alty  of  their  sin  or  mistake,  told  us  about 
the  location  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way through  the  narrows  of  Lake  Mani- 
toba. I  am  not  denying  that  that  loca- 
tion was  a  mistake,  and  of  course  the 
Prime  Minister  of  the  day  was  responsible 
for  the  location  in  a  sense,  but  that  loca- 
tion was  not  made  by  that  hon.  gentleman. 
It  was  made  by  his  chief  engineer,  and 
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the  mistake  that  the  Premier  of  that  day 
made  was  in  placing  too  implicit  confi- 
dence in  the  judgment  oi  his  engineers. 
But  the  hon  gentleman  when  he  was  deal- 
ing with  the  mistakes  in  location  might 
have  come  a  little  further  down  in  the 
history  of  the  road  and  taken  something 
that  was  done  by  his  own  friends.  We 
remember  that  after  the  change  of  Gov- 
ernment took  place,  there  was  a  great  deal 
said  about  the  folly  of  this  location  through 
the  narrows  of  I-ake  Manitoba,  and  the 
Minister  of  Railways  of  that  day,  who  is 
now  High  Commissioner  in  England,  un- 
dertook to  bu]ld,anddidlay  down  loo  miles 
of  Government  railway  west  of  Winnipeg. 
What  was  the  character  of  that  road? 
Was  it  much  better  than  the  road  through 
the  Narrows  would  have  been  ?  Not  at 
all ;  because  as  soon  as  the  frost  went  out 
of  the  ground  the  rails  and  sleepers  on 
that  portion  of  the  road  constructed  by 
the  Government,  of  which  the  hon.  gentle- 
man is  a  supporter,  sank  into  the  soft 
marshy  soil,  and  the  first  thing  that  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Company  did  when  they 
came  in,  or  almost  the  first  thing,  was  to 
take  up  such  rails  as  could  be  recovered 
and  build  the  road  elsewhere.  I  do  not 
think  in  the  matter  of  locating  the  Pacific 
Railway  in  Manitoba  the  hon.  gentleman^s 
friends  have  much  more  reason  to  con- 
gratulate themselves  than  my  friends  have. 
The  hon.  member  referred  to  attacks 
made  on  the  North-West  and  its 
capabilities.  I  have  listened  with  reason- 
able attention  to  the  debates  in  this 
House,  and  I  do  not  remember  that  I 
have  ever  heard  anyone  say  anything 
against  the  soil,  climate  or  capabilities  of 
the  North-West  territory.  A  good  deal 
has  been  said  about  the  way  in  which  the 
Government  had  mal-administered  the 
affairs  of  that  territory.  Biit  nothing  has 
been  said  against  the  territory  itself. 
Then  the  hon.  gentleman,  in  a  fit  of 
virtuous  indignation,  talked  about  the 
atrocity  (that  is  what  one  would  gather 
from  his  words)  of  attempting  to  violate  a 
contract  made  with  the  shareholders  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  discussed  that 
matter  in  what  my  hon.  friend  was  pleased 
to  characterize  as  my  floundering  way} 


and  I  shall  not  dwell  upon  it  again  ;  but  if 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  such  regard  for 
the  sanctity  of  contracts,  why  is  it  that, 
when  a  vote  was  taken  yesterday  on  an 
amendment  to  prevent  the  violation  of  a 
solemn  decision  as  to  the  location  of  the 
western  terminus,  the  hon.  gentleman 
voted  to  repudiate  that  contract  and 
damage  people  who  are  not  shareholders 
in  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Com- 
pany, but  who  are  good,  law-abiding, 
loyal  and  British  subjects. 

Hon.  Mr  McINNES— Only  poor 
citizens. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Then  the  hon. 
gentleman,  in  that  way  which  is  so  familiar 
to  us,  talked  about  how  the  country  had 
approved  of  the  conduct  of  the  present 
Government,and  how  the  country  would — 
and  he  spoke  quite  positively  on  this 
point — give  a  verdict  in  their  favor  when 
an  opportunity  occurred.  The  hoa 
gentleman  may  or  may  not  be  right  as  to 
what  the  result  of  the  next  election  may 
be ;  but  he  must  remember  that  the  coun- 
try will  not  have  an  opportunity  of  giving 
a  free,  open  and  untramelled  verdict  upon 
the  conduct  of  the  present  Government ; 
because  the  Government  have  taken  care 
so  to  alter  the  election  law  that  the  ver- 
dict will  be  not  altogether  the  verdict  of 
the  country,  but  to  a  large  extent  the 
verdict  of  the  officers  appointed  by  the 
Government.  I  hope  the  House  will 
pardon  me  for  having  trespassed  so  long 
on  their  time  in  replying  to  the  hon. 
gentleman.  I  wish  now  to  be  allowed  to 
say  just  a  few  words  with  reference  to  this 
amendment  which  I  now  propose : — 

That  the  said  Bill  be  not  now  read  a  third 
time,  but  that  it  be  recommitted  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House,  for  the  purpose 
of  adding  the  following  clause: — 

<<  Notwithstanding  anything  in  the  Cana- 
dian Pacific  Railway  Act,  1884,  or  any  amend- 
ment thereto,  the  hen  of  the  Government  on 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  shall  apply  to 
and  include  any  extension  of  the  said  railway 
to  English  Bay  or  Coal  Harbor." 

The  fairness  of  that,  I  think,  must  be 
evident,  for  the  reasons  that  were  urged 
yesterday  in  discussing  the  matter  by  other 
hon.  gentlemen  more  than  by  myself;  but 
there  is  this  additional  reason  to  which  I 
do  not  think  attention  was  called.  If  the 
railway  is  extended  to  English   Bay  or 
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Coal  Harbor,  and  the  terminal  buildings 
are  erected  there,  hon.  gentlemen  will  see 
that  the  terminus  at  Port  Moody,  upon 
which  the  Government  now  have  a  lien, 
will  become  of  much  less  value  than  it  is 
at  present,  and  that  the  value  of  the  gov- 
ernment lien  on  the  road  will  be  diminished 
to  the  extent  of  the  decrease  in  value  of  the 
property  at  Port  Moody.  If  the  terminal 
buildings  which  the  Government  propose 
to  erect  at  Port  Moody  shall  be  erected  at 
another  point,  and  the  value  which  the 
works  at  Port  Moody  would  have 
given  that  place  shall  have  been  taken 
away  from  it  and  added  to  the  value  of  the 
Company's  works  at  another  point,  I 
think  it  is  only  reasonable  that  the  Gov- 
ernment and  the  country  should  have  a 
lien  on  the  works  at  the  other  point.  I 
think  that  is  perfectly  clear,  and  I  trust 
that  the  Government  will  have  no  objec- 
tion to  make  this  amendment  to  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  have  not 
considered  this  motion  carefully,  but  I  un- 
derstood the  Minister  of  Justice  to  say 
yesterday  in  reply  to  a  question  put  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  New  ferunswick  (Mr. 
Dever)  that  the  lien  of  the  Government 
would  extend  to  that  portion  of  the  road 
west  of  Port  Moody. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMBPELL— Yes, 
as  I  will  explain  in  a  moment 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Therefore,  if 
that  would  be  the  case  I  do  not  see  the 
necessity  for  such  an  amendment 

I  do  not  wish  to  take  up  the  time  of  the 
Senate  now  by  any  extended  remarks.  I 
am  a  staunch  and  earnest  supporter  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  as  much  so  as 
any  member  of  this  House,  and  I  think 
the  prosperity  of  the  country  largely  de- 
pends on  the  success  of  that  enterprise.  I 
do  not  wish  to  remark  on  what  the  hon. 
member  from  Niagara  stated  with  regard 
to  the  extension  of  the  road  to  Coal  Har- 
bour. I  think  it  would  have  been  just  as 
well  if  he  had  omitted  any  remark  in  re- 
lation to  that  subject  from  the  speech  which 
he  made,  considering  all  the  circumstances 
and  the  discussion  we  had  the  other  day, 
but  I  cannot  help  saying  a  few  words  in 
reply  to  the  speech  of  my  hon.  friend  the 
senior  member  from  Halifax.  If  I  under- 
stood him  right,  he  said  that  as  far  as  the 

KoN.  Mr.  power 


Yellow  Head  Pass  was  concerned  it  could 
not  be  expected  that  any  engineer  from 
the  United  States  of  such  note  would  be 
likely  to  report  in  favor  of  the  best  route, 
considering  that  he  would  then  be  approv- 
ing of  a  railway  which  would  be  a  success- 
ful rival  of  the  trans-continental  lines  in 
the  United  States. 

Hon.   Mr.  POWER— I  did  not  say 

that  at  all 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— It  cannot 
be  that  an  engineer  of  any  reputation 
would  be  biased  in  that  way  and  make  a 
wrong  report,  or  one  inconsistent  with  his 
engineering  skill  and  interest,  and 
report  in  favor  of  a  route  which  was  not 
the  best,  simply  because  by  doing  so  he 
would  make  the  Canadian  road  inferior  to 
competing  lines  in  the  United  States.  I 
I  think  that  is  the  line  of  argument  that 
my  hon.  friend  used. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Well,  it 
was  tantamount  to  that  I  do  not  think 
that  any  engineer  would  do  a  thing  of 
that  kind.  My  hoa  friend  talked  about 
completing  this  road  in  six  years  before 
the  appointed  time,  1891.  That,  I  think, 
is  something  which  will  benefit  this 
country  to  a  greater  extent  than  my  hon. 
friend  appreciates.  To  my  mind  it  is  su 
years  gained  in  the  settlement  and 
development  of  the  North-West  Territories, 
which  is  of  incalculable  value  to  the 
Dominion.  It  is  sbc  years  gained  in  the 
immigration  into  this  country  instead  of 
allowing  it  to  go  to  the  United  States  and 
other  countries.  It  means  six  years  of 
profit  on  the  investment  we  have  made  in 
the  North-West  These  three  reasons, 
independent  of  any  other  are,  to  my  mind, 
in  themselves  conclusive  that  this  railway 
should  be  completed  in  the  interests  of 
our  country  as  rapidly  as  possible.  My 
hon.  friend  fails  to  see  why  the  company 
should  come  to  Parliament  for  more 
money.  It  is  well  known  that  this  work 
has  been  retarded  not  only  by  rival  railway 
companies,  such  as  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway,  but  the  route  selected,  the  land 
through  which  it  passes,  the  character  of 
the  work,  the  climate — all  were  decried, 
not  only  abroad  but  even  in  this  Housei, 
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and  my  hon.  friend  has  gone  very  far  in 
that  direction  himself.  He  not  only  did 
that,  but  while  this  company  were  on  Iheir 
way  to  England  to  borrow  money  he  told 
us  that  they  were  bankrupt  and  could  not 
pay  their  workmen,  and  that  their  paper 
IS  now  floating  at  a  discount  in  the  money 
markets  of  Canada.  Do  not  statements 
such  as  these,  coming  from  an  important 
member  of  the  Senate,  made  solemnly  on 
the  floor  of  Parliament,  affect  the  credit  of 
the  Company  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Not  the  slightest 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  am  sorry 
if  my  hoa  friend  thinks  that  his  statements 
are  of  no  importance,  and  that  if  they  are 
carried  across  the  Atlantic  by  persons  who 
are  antagonistic  to  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  they  will  have  no  effect  They 
have  had  effect  and  they  have  tended  to 
hamper  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company  in  the  money  market  and  prevent 
them  fulfilling  their  contract  at  an  early 
day.  My  hon.  friend  says  that  these  men 
spent  no  money  on  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  proper.  I  believe  they  have 
spent  $10,000,000  of  their  own  money 
independent  of  the  money  they  have  spent 
on  the  branches.  I  have  from  a  member 
of  the  Syndicate,  one  of  the  directors, 
himself,  a  statement  that  he  has  put 
millions  of  his  own  money  into  the  enter- 
prise. It  has  been  proved  clearly  by  the 
leader  of  the  Government  here  that  all  the 
money  advanced  by  the  country  has  been 
expended  for  work  upon  the  main  line. 
My  hon.  friend  talked  about  the  Algoma 
branch  and  the  money  invested  in  it  lying 
idle  In  answer  to  that  I  might  talk  about 
the  steel  rails  lying  idle  and  rusting  in 
British  Columbia. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— You  did  talk 
enough  about  that  at  the  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  might 
talk  about  the  Fort  Frances  Lock  and 
Neebing  Hotel  lying  worse  than  idle — 
never  to  be  used.  The  Algoma  branch 
will  probably  be  used  before  another  year. 
My  hon.  friend  talked  about  100  miles  of 
track  west  of  Winnipeg  having  been  laid 
on  such  marshy  ground  that  it  was  found 
necessary  to  transfer  the  rails  to  another 
place  at  an  enormous  expense.     I  am  not 


aware  that  any  such  length  of  track  had  to 
be  shifted,  but  if  I  have  been  correctly 
informed  on  that  point  they  were  merely 
shifted  from  where  they  were  laid  originally 
to  a  track  near  by  and  running  parallel  to 
it  They  were  laid  on  the  open  prairie 
and  no  grading  or  ballasting  had  been 
done,  and  probably  the  shifting  of  the 
track  did  not  cost  $100  altogether. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Oh  na 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Well,  I 
cannot  say  what  it  cost,  but  it  could  not 
have  been  a  large  sum.  My  hon.  friend 
talks  about  this  trunk  line  and  the  com- 
pany having  lost  money  by  not  confining 
itself  to  the  construction  of  the  main  line 
itself.  Had  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way Company  not  been  able  to  show  in 
England  that  they  had  connections  with 
large  centres  they  could  not  have  bor- 
rowed money.  You  might  as  well  talk  of 
a  tree  without  branches,  as  a  railway  with- 
out connections — ^it  would  be  dead  and 
useless  without  them.  The  Directors  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  with  far- 
seeing  eye  to  the  future  traffic  of  the  road, 
endeavored  as  quickly  as  possible  to  make 
connections  and  secure  branch  lines  in 
order  that  they  might  have  independent 
lines  to  reach  the  different  provinces. 
Will  my  hon.  fHend  tell  me  that  the  Mari- 
time Provinces  would  have  been  content 
if  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company 
had  been  satisfied  to  stop  at  Callander 
and  to  permit  the  traffic  to  go  anywhere 
and  everywhere  and  be  absorbed  by  the 
United  States  ?  No,  the  Maritime  Prov- 
inces took  up  this  matter  as  a  great 
national  question,  and  believed  that  the 
Atlantic  coast  would  receive  equal  bene- 
fits with  the  Pacific  coast  from  the  con- 
struction of  the  line.  To  tell  me  that 
this  Company  should  confine  its  opera- 
tions west  of  Callander  seems  to  me  to  be 
madness,  and  not  in  the  interest  of  the 
Maritime  Provinces.  We  want  all  the 
branches;  we  believe  this  road  should 
run  fix>m  Louisburg  to  the  Pacific 
Without  that  you  cannot  get  the  sympa- 
thy of  the  Maritime  Provinces  in  fevor  of 
this  road.  You  must  convince  them  that 
is  to  be  a  purely  Canadian  enterprise, 
independent  of  any  foreign  connection. 
That  is  the  road  we  want  for  Canada,  and 
the  only  road  that  we  care  to  aid ;  it  is 
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the  one  which  will  develop  the  resources 
of  this  country,  and  the  one  which  the 
people  are  willing  to  assist,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, to  create  and  maintain.  Therefore 
my  hon.  friend,  when  he  denounces  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  for  not  having 
confined  all  their  means  and  energy  to  a 
dead  trunk  line  without  branches,  is  not 
advocating  what  is  in  the  interest  of  the 
Lower  Provinces,  because,  as  I  said  be- 
fore— and  I  want  to  impress  it  upon  this 
House — if  we  found  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company  stopping  at  Callander 
and  allowing  other  lines  to  tap  it  and 
carry  the  trade  to  a  foreign  country, 
diverting  it  from  its  natural  course,  the 
Maritime  Provinces  would  take  a  differ- 
ent position  firom  that  which  they  occupy 
to-day.  They  sustain  the  Gk>vernment  in 
their  policy  of  completing  the  road,  be- 
cause the  country  is  committed  to  it  and 
we  cannoi  do  anything  else.  We  look  upon 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  enterprise  as 
a  source  of  great  wealth  and  prosperity  tothe 
Dominion.  Altogether  in  lands  and  money 
it  will  have  cost  the  country  only  $5  5,000,- 
000,  for  which  we  are  receiving  full  value. 
Therefore  I  cannot  agree  with  those  who 
say  that  the  railway  should  not  be  extend- 
ed east  of  Callander.  It  is  important  for 
the  people  who  raise  the  grain  in  the  west 
to  know  that  we  have  an  independent  line 
by  which  they  can  ship  their  products  to 
the  sea-board  and  what  it  will  cost  them 
for  freight  I  cannot  sit  here  in  silence 
listening  to  hon.  gentlemen  decrying  this 
great  Railway  enterprise,  retarding  its 
progress  and  prosperity,  and  lessening 
its  chances  of  becoming  a  great  high- 
way in  the  hands  of  one  company,  ex- 
tending from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific. 

Hon.  Mr.  CARVELL— While  endor- 
sing  the  remarks  of  my  hon.  friend  from 
Lunenburg  in  reference  to  the  construc- 
tion of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  from 
ocean  to  ocean,  I  must  say  I  was  struck 
with  the  fact  that  though  he,  with  many 
other  Nova  Scotians,  very  properly  wished 
some  time  ago  that  Halifax  should  be  the 
winter  terminus  of  the  line,  he  is  now  will- 
ing that  the  road  should  be  extended  as 
far  as  Louisburg.  If  that  is  desirable  in 
the  east,  why  not  in  all  fairness  allow  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  go  to  Eng- 
lish Bay — a  little  further  west  as  well  as  a 
little  further  east  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH 


Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  have  no 
objection  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
going  to  English  Bay,  but  I  say,  so  ^su*  as 
we  are  concerned,  the  terminus  is  fixed  at 
Port  Moody,  and  we  cannot  properly 
expend  money  in  erecting  buildings 
anywhere  else.  The  Government  are 
bound  to  construct  buildings  at  the 
point  fixed  by  Act  of  Parliament  and 
by  Orders-in-Council  and,  as  the  contract 
requires,  at  Port  Moody. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— I  think  it  is  the 
duty  of  this,  or  any  Government,  to  come 
to  the  aid  of  any  public  undertaking  when 
it  is  neccessary,  and  I  do  not  thmk  the 
fact  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company  comes  to  us  for  assistance  is  in 
any  way  an  evidence  that  the  security 
which  it  ofiers  is  not  sufficient  to  guarantee 
perfectly  the  present  arrangement  The 
argument  which  was  used  by  my  hon. 
friend  on  the  other  side  might  be  directed 
against  any  wealthy  corporation,  and  even 
the  wealthiest  countries.  It  might  even 
be  used  against  the  Empire  of  England. 
It  might  be  asked,  at  sometime  in  the  his- 
tory of  the  empire  how  is  it  that  the 
Grovernment  of  England  cannot  pay  its 
debts  without  borrowing  money?  The 
same  thing  might  happen  capitalists  and 
the  most  powerful  banks.  It  often  hap- 
pens that  the  strongest  financial  institutions 
are  obliged  to  come  to  the  Government 
for  temporary  aid.  I  repeat  it  is  in  the 
public  interest  that  under  such  circum- 
stances as  these  the  Government  should 
aid  these  national  institutions  as  far  as 
possible.  Now  as  to  the  present  position 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  I  do  not 
consider  the  fact  of  the  shares  not  having 
been  sold  at  a  reasonable  price,  or  loans 
not  having  been  contracted  in  the  Euro- 
pean markets  is  any  evidence  that  they  had 
not  sufficient  security  to  offer  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  assistance  which  they  are  ask- 
ing. It  is  well  known  that  this  isa  new  coun- 
try, and  our  national  enterprise  is  of  such  a 
character,  and  is  being  built  so  speedily 
that  we  had  not  sufficient  time  to  have  it 
fully  appreciated  by  the  great  capitalists 
of  the  world.  It  is  quite  natural  that 
capitalists  should  say,  if  the  Pacific  Rail- 
way Company  have  sufficient  to  show  and 
sufficient  to  guarantee  what  they  are 
asking  in  the  money  markets,  why  do 
they  not  go  to  their  own  Government,  and 
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why  should  not  their  Government 
guarantee  them  the  money,  because  the 
Government  is  in  a  better  position  to  ap- 
preciate their  financial  condition  than  out- 
siders would  be  ?  I  consider  that  under 
those  circumstances  the  Government  had 
better  guarantee  the  loan  which  is  asked 
for  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  be- 
cause, if  I  understand  the  transaction,  the 
Government  will  improve  their  own  posi- 
tion by  the  change  of  security.  We  have 
no  difficulty  in  concluding  that  there  is  no 
reasonable  apprehension  as  to  this  transac- 
tion. I  consider  it  in  the  same  light  as  a 
loan  which  would  be  made  to  a  farmer. 
A  capitalist  being  asked  for  $i,ooo  by  a 
farmer  to  make  improvements  on  his 
farm  which  is  valued  at  $2,000  he  would 
at  once  loan  $1,000  on  that  security. 
Then  the  farmer  would  give  a  mortgage 
on  the  whole  property,  and  it  would  be 
considered  at  the  time  that  the  loan 
would  not  be  too  much  for  the  security. 
But  after  this  $1,000  is  spent  on  the  ^rm, 
if  it  is  judiciously  expended,  then  the 
farm  has  an  increased  value  of  at  least 
$1,000.  The  creditor  is  then  in  this 
position,  having  as  security  for  his  loan  of 
$1,000  not  only  the  farm  valued  at  $2,000 
but  the  improvements,  in  all  a  value  of 
$3,000.  Then  supposing  the  farmer 
would  come  again  and  say,  "  Last  year 
you  gave  me  $1,000  on  the  security  of  my 
farm.  Now  ray  property  has  been  in- 
creased in  value  by  that  $1,000 ;  I  require 
some  more  money,  say  $500.  If  you  can- 
not lend  it  to  me,  I  want  you  to  consent 
to  allow  some  other  creditor  to  come  in 
and  take  security  for  a  loan  of  $500.  I 
think  the  creditor  would  consent  to 
advance  another  $500  on  that  security,  or 
allow  the  farmer  to  obtain  it  from  some- 
one else  on  a  second  mortgage.  I  con- 
sider the  present  transaction  with  the 
Pacific  Railway  Company  of  the  same 
character.  It  is  true  that  in  one  sense 
the  whole  transaction  is  remodelled,  and 
in  such  a  manner  as  to  leave  the  Govern- 
ment all  that  security  which  is  reasonably 
sufficient  to  put  them  in  such  a  position 
as  to  have  every  possible  assurance  that 
they  will  not  lose  one  cent  by  this  loan  to 
the  Company.  I  may  say  that  I  have 
some  apprehension  about  these  matters, 
but  it  is  not  at  all  in  relation  to 
this  transaction.     I   believe  it  has  been 


very  often  said  in  this  House  that  jfe  9fe 
giving  very  great  advantages  to  uip 
Pacific  Railway  Company.  To  a  certain 
extent  I  believe  it  is  the  case,  but  in  the 
meantime  I  do  not  think  it  is  possible  to 
do  better,  and  what  I  am  about  to  say  is 
not  in  reply  to  the  arguments  of  political 
opponents,  but  from  a  consideration  of 
the  whole  matter.  In  case  it  should  be 
true  that  we  are  dealing  too  liberally  with 
the  Pacific  Railway  Company,  the  fault 
lies  on  those  who  seven  or  eight  years  ago 
were  continually  announcing  to  the  coun- 
try that  it  was  an  absurdity  to  undertake 
such  a  vast  enterprise  as  the  building  of  a 
railway  from  ocean  to  ocean.  We  all 
recollect  that  not  long  ago  when  the 
North-West  Territories  were  purchased 
for  the  trifling  sum  of  $300,000  it  was 
denounced  all  over  the  country  as  a  waste 
of  public  money ;  that  it  was  an  extrava- 
gance that  the  country  would  never 
recover  from.  What  was  the  consequence 
of  those  two  assertions  that  it  was  absurd 
to  undertake  such  a  great  enterprise  as 
the  Pacific  Railway,  and  that  the  country 
would  never  recover  from  the  burden  they 
wereassuming,  coupled  with  the  contention 
that  it  was  a  mistake  to  have  acquired  the 
North-West  ?  The  consequence  was  that 
the  people  in  the  mother  country  were 
inclined  to  undervalue  or  depreciate 
those  immense  territories  which  we 
had  acquired.  But  this  was  not  the 
worst  consequence  of  it  It  resuhed 
in  a  want  of  confidence  not  only  amongst 
foreign  capitalists,  but  even  amongst  our 
statesmen  in  the  future  of  our  country. 
The  hon.  gentleman  will  recollect  very 
well  that  in  1875,  1876,  1877,  and  even 
in  1878  here,  in  this  very  House,  when 
the  representatives  of  the  Province  of 
Quebec  were  pressing  upon  the  Govern- 
ment the  necessity  for  buDding  the  branch 
from  Thunder  Bay  to  Callander,  the 
leader  of  the  Government  in  this  House 
used  to  say,  and  it  was  repeated  a  dozen 
times,  and  it  is  on  record  in  the  olSScial 
report  of  our  debates,  that  it  is  such  an 
absurd  enterprise  for  this  country  to  un- 
dertake to  build  a  railway  across  the  con* 
tinent  at  this  period  of  its  history  that  our 
grandchildren  would  hardly  see  the  re- 
alization of  the  project 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Could  the  hon. 
gentleman  point  out  the  relevancy  of  the 
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remarks  he  is  making  now  to  the  amend- 
ment which  I  proposed  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— I  was  stating 
that  the  hon.  member  for  Ottawa  in  1876 
and  1877  said  that  the  country  north  of 
Lake  Superior  was  such  an  inhospitable 
country  that  it  was  impossible  to  build  a 
railway  through  there,  and  that  it  was  ab- 
surd to  undertake  the  building  of  a  road 
across  the  continent. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentle- 
man misapprehends  my  remark.  I  have 
moved  an  amendment  which  affects  the 
extension  of  the  line  from  Port  Moody 
west  to  English  Bay,  and  I  asked  my  hon. 
friend  what  bearing  his  remarks  have  on 
the  question  which  is  before  the  House  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— Before  I  rose 
to  make  the  few  remarks  I  have  made,  it 
was  my  impression  that  the  motion  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  should  be  disposed  of  be- 
fore we  got  to  the  merits  of  the  Bill,  but 
the  House  knows  very  well  the  course 
followed.  We  discussed  the  whole  matter 
in  committee  in  detail,  and  afterwards 
when  we  came  to  a  vote  on  the  third 
reading  we  took  up  the  discussion  of  the 
main  question.  I  followed  the  example 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  who  had  preceded 
me  He  did  not  discuss  the  amendment 
of  my  hon.  friend,  and  I  thought  it  was 
understood  that  the  whole  question  could 
be  discussed  on  the  third  reading. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  wish  to  say  a 
word  in  regard  to  this  amendment.  It 
will  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House 
that  I  called  attention  to  the  point  yester- 
day and  expressed  a  doubt  as  to  the  se- 
curity that  the  country  was  to  have  on 
these  explanations  which  are  to  be  made 
I  expressed  that  doubt  in  the  form  of  an 
enquiry  of  the  leader  of  the  Government 
for  information,  and  I  received  the  answer 
which  referred  me  to  the  14th  section  of 
the  agreement  which  is  incorporated  in 
the  Act  of  Parliament  in  1881.  I  had 
not  had  the  opportunity  to  study  the  Act, 
but  I  have  taken  the  trouble  to  look  at  it 
smce,  and  as  regards  that  particular  section 
of  the  articles  of  incorporation  which  are 
ratified  by  the  Act,  it  does  not  seem  to  ap- 
ply to  this  question  at  all  because  it  is 
merely  applying  to  branches ;  but  when  I 
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looked  at  the  15th  section  of  the  articles 
of  incorporation  on  page  19  I  find  that 
the  point  is  made  apparently  very  clear. 
But  to  show  that  this  question  of  the  ex- 
tension of  the  railway  was  not  embraced 
in  that  14th  section  it  goes  on  to  add 
"And  any  extensions  of  the  said  line  of  rail- 
way that  shall  hereafter  be  constructed  or 
equipped  by  the  company  shall 
constitute  the  line  of  railway  herein- 
after called  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.*' 
That  makes  the  point  very  clear  that  this 
extension,  if  made;  will  form  naturally  and 
necessarily  a  part  of  the  main  line  of  the 
company  ;  but,  lest  there  should  be  any 
doubt  on  that,  I  observe,  on  referring  to 
the  Act  of  last  year,  cap.  i,  section  5, 
which  is  the  point  in  discussion,  that  pro- 
vision is  made  to  meet  a  case  of  thk  kind. 
As  I  understand  by  the  amendment  which 
was  suggested  by  the  hon.  leader  of  the 
House,  this  afternoon,  it  is  intended  to 
remove  any  doubt  as  to  this  preferential 
lien  being  placed  in  the  same  position  as  the 
lien  under  the  Act  of  last  year.  I  merely 
call  attention  to  the  section  to  show  that 
by  the  Act  of  last  year,  the  lien  covered 
the  main  line  of  railway,  and  any  ex- 
tensions thereof 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— -My 
hon.  friend  from  Amherst  has  made  part 
of  the  explanation  I  intended  to  make, 
and  I  have  only  to  add  one  or  two 
sentences  to  it.  In  this  very  Bill  that  is 
now  before  us  for  a  third  reading,  the 
same  thing  is  repeated  as  plainly  as  pos- 
sible, and  I  think,  when  I  draw  the  hon. 
gentleman's  attention  to  it,  he  will  not 
consider  it  necessary  to  proceed  with  his 
amendment  This  very  Bill  provides 
that  the  $5,000,000  loan  shall 

cODStitute,  and  be  a  first  lien  and  charge  on 
the  entire  property  of  the  country,  real  and 
personal,  now  owned,  or  hereafter  to  be  ao- 

?[uired  or  owned,  by  it  (save  and  except  the 
ands  granted,  or  to  be  granted,  by  the  Gov- 
ernment to  the  company,  under  the  contract 
between  Uer  Majesty  and  the  company,  and 
the  Acts  relating  thereto),  includmg  its  main 
line  of  railway,  with  its  tolls  and  revenues, 
the  extension  thereof,  its  branch  lines  of 
railway  (except  the  Algoma  branch),  the 
whole  of  its  equipment,  rollmg  stock  and 
plant,  and  all  it«  steamers  and  vessels. 

It  is  just  as  strong  as  the  amendment 
can  be,  and  coming  on  top  of  the 
language  which  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
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Amherst  has  quoted  from  the  Act,  there 
can  be  no  possible  doubt  on  the  question. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Under  the  cir- 
cumstances I  b^  leave  to  withdraw  the 
amendment. 

By  the  consent  of  the  House  the 
amendment  was  withdrawn. 

The  speaker— The  motion  is  now 
on  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  moved  that  the 
Bill  be  not  now  read  the  third  time,  but  that 
the  said  Bill  be  amended  by  adding  to  it 
the  following  clause : — 

Glaitsb  a.— ''In  case  the  company,  by 
any  extension  of  its  main  line,  or  by  the  con- 
struction of  any  branch  line  or  lines,  or  by 
any  agreement  for  acquiring  or  leasing  the 
line  or  lines  of  any  other  railway  company  or 
companies,  or  by  any  agreement  for  running 
powers  over  the  line  or  lines  of  any  other 
railway  company  or  companies,  or  by  traf3c 
arrangements  with  anv  other  railway  com- 

Smy  or  companies,  or  oy  any  other  means  or 
vice,  establish  (or  purpose  to  establish)  a 
terminus  on  the  Pacific  coast  at  any  point 
other  than  Port  Moody,  then  the  Government 
of  Canada  shall  not  construct  or  establish 
any  such  terminus,  nor  along  the  line  or 
lines  of  railway  whereby  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  is  connected  or  proposed  to  be  con 
nected  with  such  terminus,  the  engine  house, 
station  buildings  and  water  service,  which,  by 
contract  and  agreement  with  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Etailway  Company  approved  and 
ratified  by  the  Act  passed  in  the  forty-fourth 
year  of  Her  Majesty's  reign.  Chaptered  One, 
the  Qovemment  is  hound  to  construct,  estab- 
lish and  convev  to  the  company,  upon  the 
completion  of  the  Eastern  and  Central  Sec- 
tions of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway ;  but 
the  said  engine  house,  station  buildings  and 
water  service  shall  be  constructed  and  estab- 
lished at  Port  Moody,  notwithstanding  the 
establishment  or  proposed  establishment  of 
any  other  terminus." 

This  is  substantially  the  same  motion 
that  I  moved  in  the  Committee  yesterday, 
and  as  that  motion  was  pretty  fully  dis- 
cussed, I  do  not  propose  taking  upany  more 
of  the  time  of  the  House.  As  far  as  the 
Bill  itself  is  concerned,  I  thought  of  enter- 
ing into  a  discussion  and  refuting  what 
appeared  to  my  mind  to  be  a  great  num- 
ber of  erroneous  and  wild  statements  that 
have  been  made  to-day;  but  perhaps 
enough  has  been  said  on  that  subject,  and 
I  only  hope  that  the  sanguine  exi)ectations 


expressed  here  by  a  great  number  of  hon. 
gentlemen  will  be  realized.  That  is  my 
sincere  hope.  You  will  see  by  this  amend- 
ment that  I  ask  for  nothing  but  what  is  per- 
fectly fair  and  legitimate-what  was  promised 
by  the  Government,  promised  by  Order- 
in-Council,  promised  by  Act  of  Parliament, 
and  promised  by  and  contained  in  the 
agreement  with  the  Pacific  Railway. 
Nearly  all  the  terminal  facilities  are  at 
Port  Moody  now  with  the  water  service. 
We  have  had  large  storehouses  built  by 
the  Government  there :  we  have  a  station 
house  that  will  serve  a  very  good  purpose 
for  a  number  of  years,  and  I  appeal  to  this 
House  once  more  that  the  Government 
shall  go  to  work  and  build  the  ten-stall 
engine  house  for  which  they  called  for 
tenders  on  two  or  three  different  occa- 
sions— at  least  twice  to  my  knowledge.  I 
ask  for  that,  and  in  doing  so  I  ask  for 
nothing  but  what  the  Government  are  in 
duty  bound  to  give  to  keep  faith  with  the 
people  who  invested  on  the  strength  of 
the  solemn  promises  and  pledges  made  by 
the  government  to  the  country. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX,  CAMPBELL— I 
hope  that  I  may  be  able  to  persuade  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  New  Westminster  to 
withdraw  this  amendment.  It  is  really 
suggesting  that  the  Government  is  about 
to  do  or  can  do  an  illegal  thing.  It  is 
asking  the  House,  if  the  House  is  of  the 
same  opinion  as  the  hon.  gentleman,  to 
vote  on  the  supposition  that  the  Govern- 
ment can  do  and  will  do  an  illegal  thing. 
The  Government  had  a  contract  with  the 
Pacific  Railway  Company  to  build  the 
road  to  the  Pacific  coast  They  ulti- 
mately selected  Port  Moody  as  the  point 
on  the  Pacific  to  which  the  railway  was  to 
extend.  They  are  bound  by  that.  They 
have  no  right  to  go  beyond  that.  They 
have  no  right  to  spend  a  dollar  of  the 
public  money  beyond  that  point  in  termi- 
nal buildings,  and  why  it  is  assumed  that 
they  are  going  to  put  up  buildings  illegally 
without  authority,  and  the  House  to  be 
asked  in  advance  of  this  illegal  thing  to 
say  that  they  shall  not  do  it,  is  a  matter  I 
cannot  understand.  No  Government  with 
any  self-respect  would  submit  to  be  placed 
in  such  a  position — ^that  they  intend  to  do 
illegal  things.  No  government  in  Canada 
will  set  to  work  to  do  such  a  thing.  The 
Government  has  no  legal  right  to  do  so. 
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Supposing  we  asked  for  power  to  erect 
those  buildings  west  of  Port  Moody,  then 
would  be  the  time  to  reject  the  Bill  and  to 
say  "  no,  we  are  not  going  to  give  you  that 
power;  the  terminus  is  at  Port  Moody 
and  you  have  no  right  to  go  beyond  that 
and  we  do  not  want  you  to  spend  any 
money  beyond  Port  Moody.  The  great 
object  of  the  country  in  giving  those 
millions  is  to  establish  a  connection  with 
the  Pacific  Ocean,  and  that  object  once 
accomplished  the  railway  is  finished/' 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— WiU  the  Minister 
of  Justice  explain  on  what  authority  the 
Government  allowed  the  Pacific  I^ilway 
Company  to  select  Kicking  Horse  Pass 
after  the  line  was  located  through  Yellow 
Head  Pass. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
law  was  changed  in  that  respect  and  the 
Company  were  allowed  to  change  the 
location. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  quite  agree 
with  what  my  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the 
Government  has  said  that  the  Government 
will  not  do  an  illegal  thing,  but  they  will 
put  the  buildings  up  where  the  law  direc^ 
What  the  people  who  have  invested  at 
Port  Moody  on  the  strength  of  the  pledge 
of  the  Government  that  the  terminus  would 
be  there  say  is,  that  tenders  were  out  for 
the  buildings  at  Port  Moody,  and  they 
were  withdrawn.  Tenders  were  received 
for  the  work,  and  we  understand  from  high 
authority  that  those  tenders  were  not 
accepted  in  consequence  of  the  Pacific 
Railway  Company  intending  to  extend  the 
line  down  to  English  Bay,  and  it  would 
be  very  much  left  to  their  disposal  to  say 
where  the  terminal  buildings  would  be. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— No 
contract  has  been  given  out,  and  that  is  all 
that  can  be  said  about  it 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Tenders 
came  in,  and  none  of  them  was  accepted 
in  consequence  of  the  Pacific  Railway 
Company's  interference.  We  know  that 
the  Pacific  Railway  Company  is  a  power- 
ful corporation,  and  we  know  the  influence 
it  has — 2l  very  proper  influence  I  hope, 
and  for  my  part  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
Government  will  do  anything  but  put  the 
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buildings  at  Port  Moody ;  but  whai  we 
see  the  tenders  abandoned  and  members 
are  told  that  it  is  in  consequence  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company's  in- 
fluence it  is  sufficient  to  raise  a  doubt  as 
to  what  the  result  may  be. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— The  Minister 
of  Justice  says  that  it  would  be  absurd  for 
me  to  ask  the  Government  to  do  anything 
illegal  I  am  not  desirous  to  place  the 
Government  in  that  position,  butif  it  were 
legal  for  them  to  call  for  tenders  for  the 
erection  of  those  buildings  at  Port  Moody, 
I  ask  this  House  if  it  is  illegal  for  them  to 
erect  the  buildings  there  now? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— My 
hon.  friend  does  not  understand  it  We 
do  not  do  anything  below  Port  Moody : 
we  do  it  at  Port  Moody. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— The  meaning 
I  attach  to  the  amendment  is,  that  the 
terminal  buildings  shall  be  built  at  Port 
Moody — that  is  the  engine  house :  as  far 
as  other  buildings  are  concerned  they  are 
not  referred  to  in  that  amendment 

The  Hous^  divided  on  the  amendment 
which  was  lost  on  the  following  division : 

Contents : 

Hon.  Messrs. 

Arroand,  Mclnnes^ 

Bellerose,  (New  Westminster), 

Ga^vremont,  P&auet, 

Haythorne,  Pelletier, 

Eaulbach,  Power, 

Leonard,  Stevens, — 12. 

McClelan, 

Non-contents  : 

Hon.  Messrs. 

Allan,  Macdonald,  (Victoria), 

Almon,  Maclnnes, 
Bolduc,  (Burlington) 

Boucherville  de,  Miller  (Speaker), 
Campbell,  (.Sir  Alex.),Montmagny, 

Carvell,  Nelson, 

Clemow,  (VDonohoe, 

DeBIois,  Plumb, 

Dickey,  Read, 

Oirard,  Bobitaille, 

Howlan,  Schultz, 

McKay,  Smith, 

McKindsey,  Trndel, 

McMillan,  Vidal.— 27. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  moved  in  amend 
ment : — 
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That  the  said  Bill  be  not  now  read  a  third 
time«  but  that  the  said  Bill  be  amended  by 
adding  thereto  the  following  aa  Clause  A : — 

**  Clause  A. 

*' Notwithstanding  anything  to  the  con- 
trary in  any  Act  relating  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway^  the  Company  shall  not  by 
any  extension  of  its  mam  hue,  nor  by  the 
construction  of  any  branch  line  or  lines*  or 
by  the  purchase,  lease  or  other  acquisition  of 
any  line  or  lines  of  any  other  railway  com- 
pany, nor  by  any  agreement  for  runnmg  ar- 
rangements over  the  line  of  any  other  railway 
company^nor  in  any  other  manner  whatsoever, 
remove  the  terminus  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company  from  Port  Moody  to  Coal 
Harbor  or  to  Enelish  Bay,  or  establish  its 
terminus  at  Coal  Harbor  or  at  Enelish  Bay, 
within  a  period  of  ten  years  from  the  passing 
of  this  Act/' 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— Formy  part 
I  cannot  accede  to  this  amendment,  be^ 
cause,  as  the  Minister  of  Justice  said  a 
moment  ago,  the  law  provides  that  the 
terminus  shall  be  at  Port  Moody,  and  as 
long  as  that  is  in  the  law  I  believe  the 
amendment  is  not  necessary  ;  but  having 
voted  for  it  y^terday  I  voted  for  it  to^ay 
on  the  same  principle.  Now  the  position 
is  changed.  The  law  says  that  Port 
Moody  is  the  terminus,  but  it  might  hap- 
pen later  on  that  circumstances  would 
force  the  Government,  in  the  interests  of 
the  Company,  to  change  the  terminus, 
and  I  do  not  want  to  prevent  the  Govern- 
ment from  coming  before  this  House 
and  asking  a  change  if  it  should  be  neces- 
sary. 

The  amendment  was  declared  lost  on 
the  same  division. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  moved  in  amend- 
ment : — 

That  the  said  Bill  be  not  now  read  a  third 
time,  but  that  it  be  further  amended  as  fol- 
lows : — 

<*  Any  improvements  which  may  be  made 
with  a  view  of  securing  a  harbor  at  Coal  Har- 
bor  or  English  Bay,  British  Columbia,  shall 
be  made  at  the  expense  of  the  Canadian  Paci- 
fic Railway  Company." 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— It 
cannot  be  made  at  the  expense  of  anybody 
else. 

The  amendment  was  declared  lost  on  a 
division. 


The  SPEAKER— The  motion  is  now 
on  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— It  has  repeat- 
edly been  stated  in  this  House  that  two* 
great  advantages  have  been  conferred  upon 
the  country  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way Company.  It  is  well  known  that  the 
condition  on  which  the  loan  was  granted 
last  year,  was,  that  it  should  be  final,  and 
that  if  the  company  failed  to  fulfil  its  ob- 
ligations the  Government  might  resume 
possession  of  the  railway.  As  I  have  al- 
ready stated,  what  is  proposed  here  con- 
siderably  alters  the  position  of  the  country, 
I  think  we  have  as  much  security  as  be- 
fore. It  is  my  impression  that  the  time 
is  not  far  distant  when  Canada,  like  a 
great  many  other  countries  of  the  world, 
will  be  obliged  to  buy  up  all  the  railways- 
within  its  borders.  The  time  will  come 
when,  if  these  roads  are  not  taken  posses- 
sion of  by  the  country,  the  two  leading 
corporations  may  unite  and  become  more 
powerful  than  the  Government  itself,  and 
the  government  of  the  country  would  be- 
come entirely  impossible.  It  may  be  said 
that  there  is  a  law  on  the  Statute  book 
which  prevents  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
Company  and  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way Company  from  uniting.  They  can- 
not unite,' it  is  true,  while  that  law  is  in 
existence,  but  if  an  agreement  were  made  . 
between  the  two  companies  it  would  be 
very  easy  for  them  to  use  their  influence 
to  have  it  repealed.  There  are  public 
reasons  which  have  induced  governments 
in  Europe  to  take  possession  of  the  rail- 
ways. Supposing  such  a  necessity  should 
arise  in  Canada,  then  the  Dominion  would 
find  itself  in  this  position  :  It  would  be 
obliged  to  pay  perhaps  $200,000,000  to 
buy  a  railway  towards  the  construction  of 
which  the  country  has  contributed  nine 
tenths,  or  something  more,  of  the  original 
cost  The  country  will  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  advantages  they  derive 
from  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  have 
not  been  as  great  as  the  cost,  and  at  a 
certain  period — ^and  this  is  the  point  to 
which  I  wish  to  come — ^instead  of  giving 
greater  facilities  to  the  company,  the  Gov- 
ernment should  seek  simply  to  adhere  to 
the  contract  and  say  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company,  "  Since  you  are 
unable  to  carry  on  your  undertaking  we 
will  take  possession  of  the  work."    I  have 
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no  doubt  if  the  Government  proposed  to 
take  possession  of  the  road  as  the  pro- 
perty of  the  country  now,  very  likely 
the  majority  of  the  people  might  refuse 
to  sanction  such  a  course.  It  was  that 
reservation  that  I  meant  to  make  before 
voting  on  the  amendment  If  it  had  not 
been  for  the  prejudices  raised  before  1878, 
and  even  since  then,  against  that  great 
national  enterprise,  the  natural  advantages 
which  the  company  had  received  would, 
without  doubt,  have  enabled  them  to 
borrow  in  the  money  markets  all  that  was 
necessary  to  carry  out  their  works,  and 
there  would  be  no  necessity  for  them  to 
make  these  applications  to  the  country  for 
aid.  The  position  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment are  placed  is  due  to  the  feeling 
which  prevailed  in  the  country  and  which 
was  aroused  in  the  manner  I  have  de- 
scribed, so  that  I  cannot  blame  the  Gov- 
ernment or  the  Company  for  the  course 
which  is  being  taken  to-day.  It  is  one  of 
the  consequences  of  what  took  place  in 
the  past.  As  the  risk  of  the  country  is 
not  augmented  by  this  Bill,  I  see  no 
reason  why  it  should  not  pass. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

TIMBER  CULLING  BILL 

THIRD   READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  third  reading  of  Bill  (154)  "An  Act 
further  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  the 
culling  and  measuring  of  timber  in  the 
Provinces  of  Ontario  and  Quebec" 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  5.40  p.m. 


THE  SENATK 

Ottawa,  Friday,  July  17 th,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL. 


A  MORNING  SITTING. 


MOTION. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— In 
pursuance  of  the  notice  which  I  gave 
yesterday  I  beg  to  move  that  when  this 
House  adjourns  to-day  it  do  stand  ad- 
journed until  to-morrow  at  1 1  a.m. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Is  it  not  some- 
times provided  that  each  sitting  of  the 
House  shall  count  as  a  separate  day  ? 

The  SPEAKER— That  can  be  done 
to-morrow  with  the  consent  of  the  House, 
if  necessary. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

REPRESENTATION  OF  THE  PRO- 
VINCES AND  TERRITORIES 
IN  THE  PRIVY  COUNCIL. 

MOTION  WITHDRAWN. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— As  these  may 
fairly  be  considered  the  dying  hours  of 
the  session,  I  think  it  advisable,  with  the 
leave  of  the  House,  to  withdraw  this 
motion : — 

That  he  will  call  the  atteDtion  of  this 
House  to  the  fact  that  out  of  the  seven 
Ppovinces  and  four  Territories  comprising  the 
Dominion,  ooly  four  Provinces  are  represented 
in  the  Queen's  Privj^  Council  of  Canada,  and 
the  propriety  of  having  each  Province  repre- 
sented m  our  Privy  Council. 

I  will  bring  it  up  on  some  future 
occasioa 

The  motion  was  withdrawn. 
THE    LATE    SENATOR    CHAPAIS. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
that  the  House  adjourn  during  pleasure 
in  order  to  enable  Senators  {o  attend  the 
funeral  of  the  late  Hoa  Mr.  Chapais. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
House  adjourned  during  pleasure. 

At  5  p.nL  the  House  was  resumed. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
We  come  from  the  solemn  ceremony 
which  we  have  just  witnessed,  with  our 
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minds  reverting  to  the  virtues  and  he 
long  service  of  our  colleague,  Mr.  Chapais. 
He  was  a  man  for  whom  I  had  the  keen- 
est respect,  and,  I  think,  everyone  who 
knew  him  must  have  participated  in  that 
feeling.  He  was  a  thoroughly  worthy  and 
upright  man,  and,  I  think,  one  of  the  best 
men  I  ever  met.  In  saying  that  he  was  one 
of  the  best  men,  I  mean  he  was  one  of  the 
most  pious  men  I  ever  met  I  conceived 
from  my  first  acquaintance  with  him  the 
strongest  regard  for  him.  I  knew  him 
first  in  1858, 1  think ;  I  afterwards  served 
with  him  in  the  Government  for  some 
ten  or  twelve  years,  and  in  that  way  I  be- 
came closely  acquainted  with  his  charac- 
ter, and  to  be  closely  acquainted  with  his 
character  was,  certainly,  to  respect  and 
love  him.  I  do  not  think  anyone  who 
knew  him  as  intimately  as  I  did  could 
express  his  feelings  in  any  less  strong 
language  That  was  my  feeling  for  the 
late  Mr.  Chapais.  I  heard,  with  great 
emotion,  this  morning  of  his  sudden 
death ;  it  is  a  warning  to  me  and  to 
others  who  have  served  long  in  public 
life,  entering  into  it,  as  I  did,  about  the 
same  time  as  he  did,  or  a  little  later,  that 
our  days  are  passing  away.  From  my 
intimate  knowledge  of  his  life  and  charac- 
ter I  am  quite  sure  that  each  of  us  may 
well  exclaim,  "May  I  die  the  death  of 
the  righteous,  and  may  my  latter  end  be 
Hke  his." 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  sure  that  we 
all  share  in  the  language  expressed  by  the 
leader  of  the  House,  in  speaking  as  he 
does  of  the  late  Mr.  Chapais.  I  had  also 
the  pleasure  of  knowing  him  very  inti- 
mately for  a  great  numbo:  of  years.  My 
acquaintance  with  him  dated  from  the 
long  session  of  1858,  in  Toronto.  He 
then,  being  a  vigorous  and  active  man, 
spoke  frequently  and  at  length  on  all  sub- 
jects in  which  the  province  of  Quebec 
was  interested.  To  know  him  was  to  feel 
that  he  was  the  possessor  of  just  those 
qualities  that  my  hon.  friend  has  described 
— ^a  high  appreciation  of  integrity,  a  high 
sense  of  honor,  and  all thosequalities  which 
mark  the  true  gentlemaa  His  death  was 
a  shock  to  us  all,  because  I  think  it  was 
only  Wednesday  last  that  he  was  here  par- 
ticipating in  our  proceedings  and  register- 
ing his  vote  in  the  Senate.  As  the  leader 
of  the  House  has  said,  it  might  be  the  de- 


sire of  any  of  us  to  lead  the  life  our  late 
colleague  led  for  very  many  years.  Since  he 
withdrew  from  the  Government  we  know 
that  in  this  House  every  act  of  his,  every 
word  he  spoke,  sprang  from  his  own  con- 
scientious feeling  of  what  was  right  to  be 
said  and  done.  He  acted  on  the  very 
highest  principles  that  could  guide  the 
human  mind,  and  therefore  we  may  well 
desire,  at  our  latter  end,  to  feel  that  we  are 
as  ready  to  die  as  he  was.  I  think  no 
more  fitting  tribute  could  be  paid  to  his 
memory  than  to  say  that  none  of  us  could 
wish  to  be  called  away,  and  feel  more  pre- 
pared to  meet  his  God  than  he  was. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL- Belonging  to 
the  same  nationality  as  the  late  Mr.  Cha- 
pais, perhaps  it  will  not  be  out  of  place 
for  me  to  express  my  high  sense  of  grati 
tude  for  the  honor  paid  to  his  memory  by 
both  leaders  of  this  House,  In  the  mean- 
time, as  you,  hon.  gentlemen,  have  known 
the  lamented  Senator  as  one  of  those  who 
was  most  devoted  to  the  nationality  to 
which  he  belonged,  allow  me  to  say  a  few 
words  in  French.  I  think  it  is  due  to  him 
that  the  euology  should  be  pronounced  in 
the  language  which  he  spoke  during  his 
lifetime.  In  his  long  public  career  he 
was  known  throughout  the  Dominion 
as  a  representative  French-Canadian. 
He  expressed  the  views  and  senti- 
ments of  those  he  represented:  he 
maintained  their  rights  and  he  protected 
the  interests  of  the  province  from  which 
he  came.  He  was  recognized  in  all  parts 
of  the  country  as  the  champion,  par  excel- 
lence^ of  true  conservative  principles. 
That  he  was  influenced  in  all  his  acts 
by  a  spirit  of  justice  and  fair  play  is 
manifest  from  the  recognition  of  those 
high  qualities  in  his  character  by  the 
leaders  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
to-day.  The  fact  that  the  Senate,  out 
of  respect  to  his  memory,  adjourned 
to-day  to  attend  his  funeral  and  that  the 
leaders  on  both  sides  have  expressed  their 
high  appreciation  of  his  sterling  qualities 
must  be  a  matter  of  gratification  to  all 
his  old  colleagues,  and  especially  to  those 
of  his  own  nationality  from  the  Province 
of  Quebec  Permit  me  to  express  my 
gratitude  for  these  tokens  of  respect  for 
our  departed  friend  and  colleague,  and  the 
hearty  concurrence  manifested  in  the 
sentiments    which    have    been   express- 
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ed  by  the  leaders   on  both  sides  of  the 
House. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— I  wish  to  bear  my 
humble  testimony  to  the  worth  of  my  late 
friend  and  colleague.  I  have  known  him 
about  20  years.  We  formed  what  I  might 
consider  an  almost  intimate  friendship  at 
the  start  of  our  acquaintance,  and  that 
friendship  continued  down  aUnost  to  the 
day  of  his  death.  I  saw  him  in  the  House 
some  three  or  four  days  ago. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB — He  was  here  on 
Wednesday. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— I  spoke  with  him 
then  and  he  seemed  to  be  cheerful  and  in 
good  health,  and  I  little  expected  that  he 
would  have  gone  from  amongst  us  so 
suddenly.  Taking  everything  into  con 
sideration,  his  death  is  his  gain,  while  it  is 
our  loss.  I  believe  he  was  a  man  of  ster- 
ling worth,  I  knew  him  to  be  a  man  of 
even  temperament,  always  willing  to  do 
what  he  believed  to  be  right,  and  I  think 
we  have  lost  a  colleague  whose  place  it 
will  be  hard  to  fill  I  make  these  remarks 
because  I  feel  deeply  the  loss  of  my  old 
lamented  friend,  and  my  hope  is  that  I 
shall  meet  him  in  a  better  world. 

THE  REBELLION  IN  THE  NORTH- 
WEST. 

MOTION. 

The  order  of  the  day  having  been 
read, — 

That  the  thanks  of  this  House  be  tendered 
to  Major-General  Middleton,  C.B.,  command- 
ing the  field  force  of  the  militia  of  Canada, 
and  the  officers,  non-commissioned  officers 
and  men  of  the  militia  and  of  the  mounted 
police  force  recently  engaged  in  the  suppres- 
sion of  the  rebellion  in  the  North- West 
Territories,  for  their  eminent  services  whilst 
engaged  on  that  duty,  and  to  express  the 
Senate's  appreciation  of  the  valour  and  con- 
duct of  those  who  have  p'^rished,  and  their 
sympathy  with  their  relatives  and  friends. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said  : 
The  duty  which  I  rise  to  discharge  is  a 
novel  one.  No  one  in  this  generation  of 
Canadians  has  ever  had  occasion  to  propose 
a  vote  of  thanks  to  an  army  in  the  field, 
and,  although  ours  has  not  been  a  very 
large  one,  it  has  done  effective  service, 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL 


amply  vindicating  the  motion  which  I  now 
offer  for  the  consideration  of  the  House. 
In  the  midst  of  profound  peace  the  Min- 
ister of  Militia  was  called  upon,  without  a 
day's  warning  to  put  into  the  field  a 
considerable  force  of  active  militia.  The 
news  of  the  necessity  of  this  step  reached 
Ottawa  on  the  22nd  of  March.  Under 
the  vigorous  administration  of  my  hon. 
friend  the  Minister  of  Militia  the  Major- 
general  commanding  left  for  the  scene  of 
the  disturbance  on  the  following  day.  On 
the  24th  orders  were  issued  to  several 
regiments  to  hold  themselves  in  readiness 
to  proceed  to  the  North-West;  on  the 
27th,  the  first  detachment  of  troops  left 
for  Winnipeg^  and  they  were  followed  up 
day  by  day  by  others  until  the  force  there 
had  reached  4637  men,  473  horses  and  8 
guns.  On  the  3rd  pf  April,  the  first 
detachment  of  troops  lieached  Winnipeg, 
they  had  passed  over  1305  miles  ck 
railway,  and  80  or  90  miles  of  gaps, 
over  which  they  had  to  march  in 
the  most  inclement  weather  and  over 
the  worst  possible  roads.  On  the  24th  of 
April,  after  anothe;  railway  journey  and 
nearly  200  miles  of  marching,  they  en- 
countered the  enemy  at  Fish  Creek.  The 
engagement  at  Batoche  followed  in  a  few 
days.  The  quickness  with  which  this 
force  was  put  into  the  field,  a  distance  of 
1500  or  1600  miles  firom  headquarters; 
the  thoroughness  of  its  equipment;  the 
quickness  of  its  movements  reflect  the 
greatest  credit  on  all  concerned.  The 
Major-General  commanding  had  been 
selected  by  my  hon.  friend  from  amongst 
many  in  Her  Majesty's  army,  well  fitted 
to  command  her  militia  in  this  country. 
The  wisdom  of  Mr.  Caron's  selection  has 
been  amply  vindicated  by  the  conduct  of 
General  Middleton  in  the  field;  by  his 
wisdom  in  forming  his  plans,  his  skilful- 
ness  in  conducting  them  to  execution,  and 
the  great  care  which  he  manifested  regard- 
ing the  lives  of  those  citizen  soldiers  en- 
trusted to  his  care.  In  the  earliest 
engagement  at  Fish  Creek,  the  Major- 
General  felt,  I  do  not  doubt,  that  it  was 
necessary  to  set  an  example  to  the  force 
under  his  command,  composed,  as  it  was, 
altogether  of  civilians  who  had  never  seen 
a  shot  fired  in  anger.  His  two  aides-de- 
camp  were  wounded,  and  one  had  two 
horses  shot  under  him,  and  the  Major- 
General  himself  received  a  bullet  through 


Digitized  by 


Google 


The  RebOUon  [JULY  17, 1886]  in  the  Northr  West. 


1891 


his  cap ;  all  showing  that  he  had  put  him-, 
self  perhaps  unduly  forward,  and  for  the 
purpose,  as  I  have  no  doubt,  of  stimulat- 
ing his  men  by  his  own  example.  The 
fiict  that  our  troops  behaved  so  well  in 
the  North- West  and  evinced  such  steady 
courage  in  the  presence  of  the  enemy,  I 
dare  say  we  owe  much  to  General  Middle- 
ton.  From  all  that  we  know,  it  is 
impossible  that  troops  could  have  been 
led  with  more  judgment,  or  indeed  with 
more  gallantry.  That  they  were  able  to 
take  the  field  so  quickly  and  so  well 
equipped  in  every  way,  that  their  move- 
ments were  so  prompt  and  so  complete, 
we  owe  chiefly,  I  beleive,  to  the  vigorous 
administration  of  my  hon.  friend,  the 
Minister  of  Militia,  whose  zeal  and 
thoroughness  and  assiduity  in  the  dis- 
charge of  the  novel  and  arduous  duties 
which  the  circumstances  threw  upon  him 
deserve  the  highest  praise.  He  is  not 
included  in  this  vote  of  thanks,  because  it 
would  not  be  usual  to  do  so,  but  the 
country  well  knows,  I  think,  that  it  is 
greatly  his  debtor  in  the  matters  to 
which  I  have  referred,  and  I  have  every 
reason  to  believe  that  he  was  effectively 
seconded  by  Colonel  Powell,  Deputy  Ad- 
jutant General,  and  Colonel  Panet,  Deputy 
Minister  of  Militia,  and  by  the 
Director  General  of  Stores,  Lt- 
Colonel  Macpherson.  The  precautions 
which  were  taken  to  keep  up  the  stores 
and  ammunition  by  despatching  large  quan- 
tities from  Ottawa  through  the  United 
States  the  moment  the  troops  left  this  part 
of  the  country  showed  great  foresight  and 
good  management,  whilst  the  hospital  ar- 
rangements were  exceedingly  complete  and 
effective.  That  service  was  placed  under 
the  command  of  Surgeon-General  Bergin, 
and  any  one  who  has  studied  the  details 
will  arrive  at  the  conclusion  that  he  dis- 
charged it  with  foresight,  and  thorough- 
ness, and  sound  judgment.  The  courage 
of  our  men  was  undoubted,  and  the  ex- 
pectations of  the  country  in  this  respct 
have  been  amply  realized;  but  I  don't 
think  that  anyone  expected  from  the  young 
recruits  who  formed  the  forces  the  powers 
of  endurance  which  they  displayed.  They 
commenced  the  campaign  at  the  worst 
possible  period  of  the  year  as  regards  ex- 
posure to  wet  and  the  most  trying  kind 
of  cold.  In  eight  days  they  accomplished 
the  distance  from  Ottawa  to  Winnipeg, 


including  marches  amounting  to  between 
8o  and  90  miles  over  very  rough  country, 
in  snow  and  slush,  one  may  safely  say 
without  roads.  When  they  left  Winnipeg 
early  in  April  for  the  field  the  first  detach- 
ment marched  from  Qu'Appelle  were 
engaged  in  the  skirmish  at  Fish  Creek, 
where  they  were  two  days  or  three ;  they 
defeated  the  enemy  with  considerable  loss 
both  there  and  in  the  affair  at  Batoche  on 
the  8th  of  May,  and  arrived  at  Prince 
Albert  in  ten  days,  a  distance  of  196 
miles,  which  was  traversed  by  them,  in- 
cluding the  engagements  I  have  spoken 
of,  at  the  rate  of  19  miles  a  day.  The 
march  of  the  column  of  Colonel  Otter, 
firom  Battleford  to  Poundmaker's  Reserve, 
a  distance  of  35  miles,  and  the  return  over 
the  same  distance  after  having  defeated 
the  enemy  in  a  skirmish  of  five  or  six 
hours'  duration,  was  a  wonderful  achieve- 
ment for  young  troops.  I  am  confident 
that  the  marching  powers  of  the  force 
would  have  received  the  praise  of  the  most 
experienced  officers.  The  gallantry  and 
spirit  with  which  they  made  the  rush  at 
Batoche  on  an  enemy  of  unknown  strength 
entrenched  in  a  strong  position,  was  a 
strong  evidence  of  the  high  courage  of  the 
men  and  of  the  spirit  with  which  they 
were  led  by  Cols.  Williams  and  Grasett. 
Since  that  engagement  the  country  has  to 
mourn  the  loss  of  one  of  those  who  took 
the  foremost  part  in  it — Col.  Williams,  of 
the  Midland  Battalion — a  soldier  of  high 
courage  and  gallantry,  whose  name  will 
live  as  one  of  the  bravest  and  best  soldiers 
who  fought  under  General  Middleton  in 
the  campaign.  The  Major-General,  upon 
whom  nothmg  seems  to  have  been  thrown 
away,  relates  in  his  dispatch  a  little  anec- 
dote which  I  will  repeat  to  the  House. 
It  is  in  the  account  of  the  battle  of  Fish 
Creek.  He  says  :  "  I  cannot  conclude 
"  without  mentioning  a  little  bugler  of  the 
"  90th  Regiment,  who  made  himself  par- 
"  ticularly  useful  in  carrying  ammunition 
"  to  the  right  flank  when  the  fire  was  very 
"  hot.  This  he  did  with  peculiar  non- 
'*  chalance,  walking  calmly  about,  crying 
"  *  now  boys,  who's  for  cartridges  ? '  " 
The  little  fellow's  name  is  William 
Buchanan,  and  it  ^11  also  have  a 
place  in  the  history  of  this  campaign. 
The  hospital  service,  under  the  charge  of 
Dr.  Roddick,  Deputy  Surgeon-General, 
and  our  colleague.  Dr.  Sullivan,  as  pur- 
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veyor-general,  was  admirably  conducted, 
and  they  were  assisted  in  the  most  efficient 
manner  by  a  number  of  ladies,  most  or  all 
of  whom  were  Sisters  of  Charity,  or  of  the 
order  of  St  John  the  Divine ;  and  that 
constant  friend  of  Canada  Her  Royal 
Highness  Princess  Louise,  foremost  as  she 
has  ever  been  when  any  good  work  was  to 
be  done  for  this  country,  sent  out  many 
hospital  stores,  and  a  surgeon  of  her  own 
selection,  for  the  purpose  of  dispensing 
them.  Nothing  was  wanting  to  the  com- 
fort of  those  who  were  wounded  or  ill  and 
in  hospital  from  other  causes,  and  it  will 
be  a  source  of  pleasure  to  the  House  to 
learn  that  the  recoveries  were  remarkable, 
owing  chiefly,  no  doubt,  to  skilful  medical 
attendance  and  good  nursing,  and  partly 
perhaps  to  the  climate  where  the  opera- 
tions were  being  conducted.  The  com- 
missariat service  was  placed  chiefly  with 
the  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  and  I  observe 
that  my  hoa  friend  the  Minister  of  Militia 
speaks  of  the  officer  who  had  charge  of  it, 
Mr.  J.  Wrigley,  in  the  highest  terms,  and 
says  that  his  activity  and  zeal  and 
tact  did  him  honour.  While  all  be- 
haved so  well  it  would  be  invidious 
to  mention  individuals,  nor  is  it  usual, 
and  therefore  this  vote  of  thanks  is  conflned 
by  name  to  General  Middleton ;  and  all 
the  others  deeply  and  justly  entitled  to  the 
thanks  of  the  country  are  grouped  under 
the  ordinary  phrase  of  officers  and  men, 
including  the  North- West  Mounted  Police 
who  did  excellent  service  there,  although 
the  main  body  was  for  a  long  time  obliged 
to  remain  inactive  at  Prince  Albert,  but  a 
detachment  did  excellent  service  at  Battle- 
ford,  and  the  advance  uppn  Poundmaker 
and  elsewhere  in  that,  and  other  sections 
of  the  country.  This  House,  however, 
will,  I  am  sure,  grant  me  its  pardon  in  so 
far  departing  from  the  rule  I  haveadverted 
to  as  to  do  it  as  well  as  myself  the  pleasure 
of  referring  to  the  gallant  services  of  Lieut. 
Pelletier,  the  son  of  our  colleague,  the  hon. 
member  for  Grandville  (Mr.  Pelletier,)  who 
was  wounded  in  the  advance  under  Col 
Otter  upon  Poundmaker.  Happily  he  has 
recovered,  and  is  now,  I  believe,  on  his 
way  home  with  the  Quebec  Volfigeurs.  I 
congratulate  my  hon.  friend  upon  having 
a  son  who  has  so  well  discharged  his  duty, 
and  of  whom  he  has  such  just  reason  to 
be  proud.  I  move  with  every  confidence, 
hon.  gentlemen : — 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL. 


L  That  the  thanks  of  this  Houee  be  nven 
to  Major-General  Frederick  D.  Midd^ton, 
G.B.,  for  the  difltingntshed  skill  and  ability 
with  which  he  conducted  the  military  opera- 
tions in  the  North-West  Territories,  which 
resulted  in  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion 
against  the  authority  of  Her  Majesty. 

2.  That  this  House  doth  acknowledge  and 
highly  approve  the  gallantly,  discipline  and 
good  conduct  displayed  by  the  officers,  Doa- 
commissioned  officers  and  men  oi  the  Militia 
Force  of  Canada  and  of  the  North- W^t 
Mounted  Police  in  the  suppression  of  the  said 
rebellion. 

3.  That  this  House  doth  acknowledge  with 
admiration  the  distinguished  valor  and  oon- 
duct  of  those  who  perished  daring  the 
operations  in  the  Nortn-West  in  the  service 
of  their  country,  and  desires  to  express  its 
deep  sympathy  with  their  relatives  and 
friends. 

4.  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  communicate  said 
resolution  to  Major-Oeneral  Frederick  Middle- 
ton,  and  that  he  be  requested  by  Mr.  Speaker 
to  signify  the  same  to  the  several  officers  and 
men  referred  to  therein. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  sure,  hon. 
gentlemen,  that  there  can  be  but  one  feel- 
ing in  this  chamber  on  the  propriety  of 
this  motion.  The  Canadian  troops,  under 
Major-General  Middleton,  have  promptly 
and  successfully  quelled  the  insurrection 
in  the  North-West,  and  it  is  a  fitting  tri- 
bute that  the  Parliament  of  Canada  should 
offer  this  vote  of  thanks.  In  the  Imperial 
Parliament  we  know  that  votes  of  thanks 
of  this  kind  are  of  frequent  occurrence. 
The  leader  of  the  Government,  in  intro- 
ducing these  resolutions  to  our  notice,  re- 
marked the  few  occasions,  if  any,  on 
which  a  proposition  of  this  kind  has  been 
submitted  to  Parliament  I  do  not,  my- 
self, recollect  any  occasion  on  which  we 
have  been  asked  to  put  on  record  a  vote 
of  thanks  to  a  Canadian  army.  When 
the  occasion  did  arise  to  call  forth  our 
militia  and  test  the  courage  of  Canadian 
troops  it  has  been  gratifying  to  see  how 
our  citizen  soldiers  have  established  their 
claim  to  the  good  opinion  of  us  alL 
(Cheers.)  When  Parliament  met  in  Jan- 
uary, none  of  us  had  the  most  remote 
conception  that  there  was  a  domestic 
warfare  looming  up  in  the  distance,  and 
we  were  all  shocked  when  the  news 
reached  us  of  the  occurrence  at  Duck 
Lake.  The  public  mind  over  the  Do- 
minion felt  that  prompt  action  was  neces- 
sary in  order  to  preserve  the  peace  of  the 
Dominion     The  call  for  volunteers  went 


Digitized  by 


Google 


The  RebeUion  [JULY  17,  1885]  in  the  Norths  West. 


1398 


forth,  and  we  know  how  readily  that  was 
responded  ta  (Applause.)  From  all 
parts  of  the  Dominion  offers  of  troops 
poured  in,  and  the  gentleman  at  the  head 
of  the  Militia  Department,  who  was 
charged  more  particularly  with  the  selec- 
tion of  the  troops,  had  a  difficulty  in  dis- 
criminating amongst  those  who  wished  to 
be  sent  forward.  (Hear,  hear.^  It  speaks 
well  for  this  country  that  we  have  such  a 
citizen  soldiery — a  body  of  men  who,  al- 
though unused  to  military  life  further  than 
reviews  on  grand  occasions,  and  meetings 
for  their  own  amusement  and  the  gratifi- 
cation of  their  countrymen,  have  been 
found,  when  the  occasion  called  for  it,  to 
be  not  merely  holiday  soldiers,  but  that  in 
active  service  they  had  all  the  grit  and 
ability  of  regular,  disciplined  troops, 
able  to  endure  hardships  of  no  ordin- 
ary character  and,  moreover,  that  they  had, 
what  is  often  lacking  in  mere  professional 
soldiers,  an  ardent  devotion  to  their 
country  and  a  determination  to  distinguish 
themselves  in  arms.  (Hear,  hear.)  The 
hoa  gentleman  who  introduced  these 
resolutions  to  our  notice  has  gone  so  fully 
into  the  subject  that  I  do  not  intend  to 
follow  him.  I  may  however  draw  attention 
to  one  or  two  points  that  struck  me  as 
worthy  of  note.  The  first  and  most 
important  incident  that  had  a  bearing  on 
the  whole  question  was  the  fact  that  when 
the  engagement  took  place  at  Fish  Creek 
we  found  Major-General  Middleton  was 
not  willing  to  send  his  volunteer  troops  to 
a  point  of  danger  that  he  would  not  himself 
dare  brave.  At  Fish  Creek  he  led  his 
men  and  was  found,  one  part  of  the  day, 
at  so  forward  a  point  that  he  proved  a 
mark  for  skilled  riflemen  who  were  con- 
cealed in  the  pits.  I  need  only  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact  that  his 
two  aides  were  disabled  and  he,  himself, 
received  a  shot  through  his  cap.  One  of 
his  aides  had  his  horse  shot  under  him 
first,  and  then,  not  willing  to  retire,  and 
getting  another  horse,  he  was  disabled  by 
a  bullet  which  drove  him  from  the  field 
and  the  other  aide,  Lieut  Doucet,  was  also 
compelled  to  go  to  the  rear  in  consequence 
of  a  wound.  The  effect  of  the  Major- 
General  showing  himself  in  the  front  and 
being  willing  to  expose  himself  in  the 
manner  he  did  so  pluckily,  had,  I  think, 
a  sympathetic  influence  on  the  troops  under 
his  command.     It  at  once  established  a 

N3 


tie  between  the  men  and  their  general,  and 
that  was  evidenced  throughout  the  whole 
compaign.  He  found  them  willing  soldiers, 
determined  to  go  where  he  commanded 
them.  There  was  no  looking  back — ^the 
difficulty  was  to  keep  them  from  rushing 
to  the  front  and  madly  exposing  themselves. 
It  became  necessary  to  adopt  the  style  of 
warfare  pursued  on  the  other  side.  It  was 
very  much  a  battle  of  duellists — ^men 
selected  on  each  side  for  their  skill  as 
marksmen,  and  the  effort  was  to  hit  your 
man  and  keep  yourself  under  cover. 
Unlike  the  battles  of  the  past  it 
was  a  combat  largely  of  skilled 
marksmen,  and  therefore  we  know 
that  the  smallest  exposure  led  to  men 
being  struck,  and  Major-General  Middle- 
ton  had  difficulty  preventing  his  men 
being  killed  I  think  it  is  a  subject 
matter  worthy  of  notice  here  that  knowing 
the  class  of  men  he  had  under  his  com- 
mand he  was  sparing  of  them.  (Cheers.) 
He  did  not  desire  to  sacrifice  them.  He 
did  not  send  them  to  the  front  in  large 
bodies,  by  which  means,  possibly,  the 
battle  might  soon  have  been  ended,  but 
which  would  have  resulted  in  the  loss  of 
life  being  very  much  larger.  The  whole 
campaign  has  been  most  skilfully  managed. 
I  am  glad  the  Minister  of  Justice  men- 
tioned Colonel  Otter's  march  through  the 
Cree  reserve,  because  at  the  time  the 
propriety  of  it  was  somewhat  criticised 
Very  many  thought  he  went  without 
orders — that  it  was  unwise  for  him  to  do 
so  with  the  comparatively  small  force,  and 
knowing  that  Poundmaker  had  a  very 
large  band  of  warriors,  I  think  four  times 
at  least  the  number  of  Colonel  Otter's 
force.  The  march  from  Battleford  was 
certainly  worthy  of  notice,  particularly  as 
the  men  marched  through  the  greater  part 
of  the  night  and  commenced  the  fight 
before  the  dawn  of  day,  before  they  had 
received  any  refreshment.  They  went 
into  the  fight  without  waiting  to  rest,  and 
were  only  compelled  to  withdraw  because 
their  two  guns  gave  out,  the  woodwork  of 
the  carriages  being  in  bad  order.  The 
commander  very  properly,  I  think,  retired. 
At  the  moment,  it  was  thought  he  had 
accomplished  nothing,  but  those  who 
passed  that  judgment  were  rather  pre- 
mature, because  the  shock  that  Pound- 
maker  got  in  that  engagement  stopped  his 
joining  Big  Bear  and  Riel  at  points  further 
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east.  (Cheers.)  Therefore  it  accom- 
plished all  that  could  be  expected  I 
need  not  refer  to  the  subsequent  fights  at 
Batoche  which  completed  the  quelling  of 
the  insurrection.  It  was  all  promptly 
done,  and  without  any  greater  loss  of  life 
than  I  suppose  is  necessarily  incidental  to 
a  campaign  of  that  kind.  It  is  worthy  of 
note  in  my  judgment  that  the  General 
sought  to  save,  as  far  as  possible, 
the  lives  of  his  men.  (Hear,  hear.) 
Not  like  some  other  generals  of  modern 
times,  who  boasted  that  they  only  thought 
of  the  end  to  be  accomplished,  and  the 
time  within  which  the  victory  was  to  be 
achieved,  and  then  the  holocaust  was  to 
be  offered  up  to  attain  those  two  ends. 
The  victory  was  obtained  in  the  North- 
west by  the  exercise  of  prudence  and 
judgment  backed  by  firmness  and  decision. 
Of  course  the  hardships  were  very  great. 
Those  young  men,  many  of  them  from 
offices,  were  purely  holiday  soldiers,  not 
accustomed  to  fatigue  of  that  kind,  and  it 
is  marvellous  to  think  what  they  endured. 
I  do  not  desire  to  criticize  the  commis- 
sariat, because,  as  my  hon.  friend  has 
said,  it  was  a  new  experience  for  any  of 
our  departments,  and,  I  am  bound  to  say, 
it  was  admirably  provisioned  -,  at  the  same 
time,  in  the  novelty  of  the  situation,  some 
mishaps  must  have  occurred,  and  those 
men  were  obliged  to  live  upon  food  to 
which  they  had  not  been  accustomed. 
Hard  tack  and  salt  pork,  probably,  are, 
in  the  judgment  of  some,  the  best  food 
with  which  to  go  through  a  campaign, 
but  many  of  those  men  found  it  difficult 
to  keep  up  their  strength  on  such  rations. 
Then,  it  must  be  remembered  it  was  a 
season  of  the  year  which  is,  probably,  the 
most  inclement  in  this  climate,  March 
and  April,  with  snow  and  slush  on  the 
ground,  the  men  sometimes  overheated 
by  day  and  suffering  from  intense  cold  at 
night.  All  this  was  endured  without  a 
murmur.  It  is  true  that  a  good  deal  has 
been  written  about  it  in  the  press,  hut  so 
far  as  the  volunteers  were  concerned,  and 
so  far  as  we  can  hear,  they  were  quite 
content  to  endure  the  sacrifices  without 
murmuring  or  flinching.  In  a  short, 
sharp  stnifl^le  like  that,  no  doubt,  we 
have  to  lament  some  fallen  brave.  It  was 
incidental  to  a  campaign  that  some  lives 
had  to  be  sacrificed  at  the  shrine  of  theur 
country,  and  we  can  but  express  our  deep 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


regret  that  those  lives  have  been  lost 
under  the  circumstances.  The  names  of 
those  who  have  fallen  will  be  written  in 
the  history  of  this  country,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  their  memories  will  be  warmly  cher- 
ished, not  only  by  their  comrades-in-arms 
who  fought  with  them,  but  by  the  whole 
Canadian  people.  (Cheers.)  To  the 
relatives,  the  families  who  have  lost  those 
near  and  dear  to  them,  we  can  but 
offer  up  our  tribute  of  sympathy. 
Those  families  will  feel  that  the  brave 
heroism  that  has  resulted  in  the  loss  of 
valuable  life,  is  duly  appreciated  by  a 
grateful  country,  and  it  is  therefore  some 
slight  consolation  to  them  to  know  that 
we  all  deeply  sympathise  with  them  in 
their  loss,  and  to  feel  that  the  whole 
people  of  Canada  are  grateful  for  the  sacri- 
fice they  have  made.  I  have  much 
pleasure  in  seconding  the  motion  of  my 
hon.  friend     (Cheers.) 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN — It  would  seem  al- 
most superflous  to  take  up  the  time  of  the 
House  by  saying  anything  more  in  support 
of  a  resolution  which,  I  am  sure,  commends 
itself  to  the  most  hearty  support  of  every 
one  of  us ;  a  resolution,  moreover,  which 
has  been  spoken  to  so  ably  and  eloquently 
by  the  leader  of  the  House  and  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition.  At  the  same  time  I 
feel  that  I  can  hardly  sit  silent  when  a 
vote  of  this  kind  is  being  taken,  without 
venturing  even  for  a  few  brief  moments  to 
express  the  feelings  of  pride  and  satisfac- 
tion with  which  one's  heart  is  full  at  the 
gallant  conduct  of  our  volunteers,  and  the 
satisfaction  one  feels  at  the  proof  which  has 
thus  been  given  us  that  notwithstanding 
all  our  party  strife  and  bickering  Canadian 
patriotism  is  something  more  than  a  name; 
that  Canadians  are  willing  to  give  up  ease 
and  comfort  and  private  interests,  aye,and 
sacrifice  life  itself,  when  the  safety  and 
honor  of  our  common  country  are  con- 
cerned. In  this  spirit  I  see  an  element 
of  national  strength  at  which  we  may  well 
rejoice.  When  we  see  our  volunteer 
militia  from  all  parts  of  the  Dominion — 
men  from  Ontario,  men  firom  the  Maritime 
Provinces  and  men  from  Quebec  standing 
shoulder  to  shoulder  to  put  down  insurrec- 
tion and  restore  order,  I  think  we  may 
well  feel  that  in  the  service  of  our  common 
country  Canadians  know  no  distinction  of 
party  or  race,  (applause,)  that  we  are  all 
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Canadians,  loyal  subjects  of  one  Sovereign 
yet  attached  to  our  native  soil 
and  glorying  in  the  young,  vigorous, 
national  life  which  has.  been  so 
freely  accorded  to  us,  while  we  are  still 
attached  and  loyal  members  of  that  great 
and  mighty  empire  to  which  it  is  our  pride 
to  belong.  (Applause.)  I  shall  not  at- 
tempt to  detain  the  House  by  dwelling 
upon  the  pluck  and  endurance  displayed 
by  our  volunteers,  their  cheerful  and 
patient  endurance  of  hardships  and  priva- 
tions, and  their  gallant  conduct  under  fire, 
which  has  called  forth  such  high  encomiums 
from  the  Major-General  commanding  them, 
and  I  shall  only  briefly  say  how  heartily  I 
concur  with  what  has  fallen  from  the  leader 
of  the  Government,  and  in  what  has  fallen 
from  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  in 
reference  to  the  brave  and  gallant  Major- 
General,  himself,  and  especially  to  the  con- 
siderate and  judicious  and,  if  I  may  use 
the  expression,  "  the  fatherly  way"  m  which 
he  commanded  our  citizen  troops  through- 
out the  whole  campaign.  I  would  desire 
however  for  a  moment  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  fact  that  the  men  of 
whom  we  are  so  justly  proud  were  drawn 
from  all  classes  of  the  community  as  well 
as  from  all  parts  of  the  Dominioa  They 
come  from  the  town  and  from  the  country, 
from  the  counting  house  and  the  farm, 
from  the  bank  and  from  the  workshops, 
and  the  universities,  and  the  legislature, 
law  and  medicine,  aye,  and  the  Church,  too, 
were  all  represented — all  were  equally 
ready  and  anxious  to  obey  the  summons 
when  it  came,  and  all  have  equally  borne 
themselves  throughout  the  whole  cam- 
paign as  brave  and  loyal  soldiers.  I 
desire  not  to  speak  in  any  vain- 
glorious or  boastAil  spirit  as  if  our 
brief  North- West  campaign  were  a  great 
war,  but  I  think  I  may  surely  go  this 
£»  and  say  that  in  the  spirit  which  has 
been  evoked  and  which  has  been  displayed 
by  men  of  all  ranks,  and  from  all  parts  of 
the  Dominion,  we  have  a  cheering  proof 
that  Canadians,  without  distinction,  be- 
lieve that  they  have  a  country  which  is  well 
worth  making  sacrifices  for,  and  1  will  only 
add  I  feel  assured  that  in  this  same 
spirit  of  brave  and  manly  patriotism,  the 
noble  heritage  which  God  has  given  us 
on  this  North  American  Continent  will 
be  guarded  and  preserved  alike  by  those 
who  come  from  ''  the  litde  isles  beyond 


the  sea,"  and  those  who  are  descended 
from  them,  and  by  our  brave  and  loyal 
fellow  subjects  who  trace  back  their  line- 
age to  that  great  country  which  first 
brought  Christianity  and  civilization  to- 
our  shores.  (Applause.)  All  honor,  then, 
gentlemen  to  our  volunteers,  and  I  only 
hope  that  when  the  vote  is  t^ken  it  will  be 
taken  all  standing,  and  it  will  show  that  it 
is  not  merely  lip  service  we  render  them^ 
but  we  offer  them  the  homage  of  our 
hearts.    (Cheers.) 

Hon.  Mr-  TRUDEL— Before  the  vote 
is  taken  I  wish  to  add  a  few  words.  I 
think  amongst  the  merits  of  the  general 
campaign  in  the  North-West  there  is  one 
which  should  be  pointed  out,  and  which 
has  not  been  referred  to.  It  is  no  secret 
that  amongst  those  unfortunate  rebels 
there  were  many  for  whom  the  people  of 
one  of  our  provinces  had  great  sympathy. 
There  are  two  questions  in  this  matter. 
There  is  the  question  of  the  causes  of  the 
rebellion  and  there  is  the  rebellion  itself. 
I  think  there  are  not  two  opinions  on  that 
point.  We  were  all  united  in  the  feeling 
that  this  rebellion  should  t>e  stamped  out 
immediately,  and  we  all  agree  in  compli- 
menting the  gallant  officers  who  com- 
manded the  Canadian  troops ;  but  at  the 
same  time,  for  those  who  had  sympathy 
with  a  portion  of  the  population  out 
there  I  may  say  it  was  to  them  most  grati- 
fying to  find  General  Middleton  displaying 
such  a  moderate  and  charitable  feeling 
towards  those  deluded  people.  It  is  a 
fact  that,  as  far  as  we  can  judge,  our 
Major-General  found  means  to  reconcile 
in  a  high  degree  his  sense  of  duty  as  a 
commanding  officer  with  a  spirit  of 
moderation  and  charity  very  seldom  found 
under  such  circumstances.  Therefore  I 
thought  it  was  my  duty,  in  the  name  of 
the  province  which  we  specially  represent 
here,  to  compliment  him  on  this  aspect  of 
the  affiur. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  wUl  not 
occupy  the  tune  of  the  House  with  any 
extended  remarks.  I  merely  rise  to  say  a 
word  for  those  volunteers  who  were  not 
sent  to  the  front  I  know  that  the  militia 
of  New  Brunswick  and  Nova  Scotia,  and 
particularly  those  of  my  own  county,  the 
battalion  which  I  have  the  honor  to  com- 
mand, were  ready  at  the  call  of  duty  to  go- 
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to  the  front,  and  chafed  because  they  were 
not  allowed  to  do  so.  They  showed  as 
loyal  a  zeal  to  serve  their  country  as  those 
who  were  fortunate  enough  to  have  the 
opportunity  of  showing  it,  and  I  could  not 
help  lising  to  say  a  few  words  in  favor  of 
those  who  were  chafing  at  not  being 
called  out  to  assist  in  putting  down  the 
rebellion.     (Applause.) 

Hon.  Mr.  POIRIER— Having  before 
my  mind  the  fact  that  I  was  myself,  until 
a  few  months  ago,  a  civil  servant,  I  wish 
to  add  to  the  expressions  of  gratitude 
which  have  fallen  from  those  who  have 
spoken  upon  those  resolutions  to  General 
Middleton  and  the  troops  in  the  field, 
some  recognition  of  the  services  rendered 
by  the  officials  in  the  Militia  Department 
They  have  not  risked  their  lives  or  spilled 
their  blood  in  the  defence  of  their  coun- 
try, but  they  have  devoted  themselves  in 
a  manner  beyond  all  praise  to  the  duties 
of  their  office.  They  gave  all  their  leisure 
hours,  working  day  and  night  voluntarily 
and  cheerfully  to  aid  the  Minister  of 
Militia  in  accomplishing  the  great  work 
which  he  has  brought  to  a  conclusion  in  a 
manner  so  creditable  to  himself  and  to  his 
country.  I  wish  their  names  could  be 
added  as  servants  deserving  equally  with 
those  who  fought  in  the  field,  the  thanks 
of  their  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSEr— It  was 
hardly  an  omission  because  it  was  my  in- 
tention, but  for  the  fact  that  it  is  now  six 
o'clock  and  the  House  seems  desirous  to 
have  the  discussion  ended  before  recess, 
to  have  referred  to  the  services  ren- 
dered by  the  Militia  Department  I 
felt,  while  the  leaders  on  both  sides 
were  speaking  in  terms  so  well  mer- 
ited of  the  volunteers  and  their  General, 
that  I  could  have  added  something  to  the 
subject.  I  join  in  the  tribute  which 
has  been  paid  to  the  Minister  of 
Militia.  (Hear,  hear.)  If  the  Gener- 
al in  command  has  proved  to  be  the  best 
man  for  the  position,  he  was  selected  by 
the  Minister  of  Militia,  and  the  selection 
must  have  met  with  the  approval  of  the 
Government.  It  was  a  great  advantage 
to  have  at  the  head  of  our  forces  such  an 
efficient  commander  as  General  Middle- 
ton,  a  man  for  whom  the  country  will  al- 
ways entertain  a  sentiment  of  gratitude ; 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH. 


nevertheless,  I  believe  the  Minister  of 
Militia  is  entitled  to  great  praise  for  the 
manner  in  which  he  managed  his  Depart* 
ment  under  such  trying  circumstances, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  wish  to  say  that 
I  quite  concur  in  the  remark  of  the  hon. 
member  from  DeLanaudiere  as  to  the 
Minister  of  Militia.  I  was  prevented  from 
speaking  by  the  fact  that  the  leaders  of 
both  parties  had  spoken  on  the  resolutiun, 
and  I  thought  that  was  sufficient  at  this 
stage  of  the  session ;  and  I  felt  it  was  the 
less  necessary  for  me  to  add  anything 
because  I  had  at  an  earlier  stage  of  the 
session  expressed  my  own  humble  senti- 
ments with  regard  to  the  efficiency  of  the 
Minister  of  Militia  and  his  officers. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  all  the 
members  rising  in  their  places  and  voting 
unanimously. 

It  being  six  o'clock  the  Speaker  left  the 
chair. 

AFTER  RECESS. 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  JUSTICE  IN 
THE  NORTH-WEST  TERRI- 
TORIES BILL. 

COMMONS  AMENDMENTS  AGREED   TO. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House 
of  Commons  to  return  Bill  (V),  "An  Act 
respecting  the  administration  of  justice 
and  other  matters  in  the  North-West  Ter- 
ritories,'' with  the  following  amendments : 

Page  1,  line  17. — After  "member*  insert 
''or  he  may,  with  the  advice  of  his  Council 
or  Assemblj,  as  the  case  may  be,  from  time 
to  time  rearrange  such  electoral  districts,  or 
&UJ  of  them,  so  as  to  secure  as  far  as  poseible 
in  the  Council  or  Assembly  of  the  North- 
West  Territories  the  representation  of  each 
district,  not  exceeding  one  thousand  square 
miles  and  containing  one  thousand  inhabi- 
tants of  adult  age;  and  insert  the  following  as 
Clause  A: — 

"The  seventy- fourth  section  of  the  said 
Act  is  hereby  amended  by  substitutine  the 
word  'four*  for  the  word  Hhree'  in  the  &arth 
line  thereof." 

Page  3,  line  10.— After  "law"  insert  the 
following  as  Clause  B : — 

"  The  Minister  of  the  Interior  may,  subject 
to  the  approval  of  the  Governor-iu-Council, 
make  such  arrangements  with  the  Lieutenant- 
Governor  of  Manitoba  as  seem  reasonable  as 
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to  the  compensation  to  be  made  by  Canada  to 
that  Province  for  the  care  and  maintenance 
of  persons  detained  in  the  said  asylum  or  in 
•nch  temporary  asylum  as  aforesaid.^ 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
last  of  these  amendments  is  to  enable  the 
Governor  in  Council  and  the  Lieutenant- 
Governor  of  Manitoba  to  make  such  ar- 
rangments  as  they  may  consider  advisable 
or  necessary  for  keeping  patients  from  the 
North  West  Territories  in  the  Manitoba 
asylum.  The  second  amendment  is  to  in- 
crease the  nu  mber  of  stipendiary  magistrates 
from  three  to  four.  The  other  amend- 
ment is  with  reference  to  a  provision  which 
the  bill  originally  contained  for  the  re-ad- 
justment of  constituencies.  Under  the 
existing  law  their  boundaries  are  fixed  and 
cannot  be  changed.  The  bill,  as  it  origi- 
nally stood,  provided  for  changing  the 
boundaries  of  constituencies,  and  this 
amendment  is  to  give  further  power  to 
provide  that  no  electoral  district  shall  ex- 
ceed i,ooo  square  miles  in  extent,  and 
that  a  district  containing  a  certain  popu- 
lation shall  be  entitled  to  representation. 
I  move  that  the  House  concur  in  the 
amendment 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNEr-It  strikes 
me  that  this  is  a  rather  late  period  of  the 
session,  and  rather  a  hurried  manner,  for 
carrying  such  an  important  measure,  one 
settling  the  limits  of  the  electoral  districts 
and  it  rather  too  much,  in  my  mind,  re- 
sembles a  certain  measure  with  which  we 
were  familiar  a  session  or  two  ago  in  Can- 
ada. It  seems  to  me  that  a  bill  going 
down  from  the  Senate  and  sent  back  to  us 
containing  this  amendment,  dealing  with 
a  very  important  matter  in  connection 
with  the  future  of  these  Territories,  should 
not  be  dealt  with  in  this  hasty  and  irregu- 
lar way.  A  measure  of  that  kind  should 
be  brought  down  betimes  in  the  session, 
and  an  opportunity  given  for  both 
branches  of  Parliament  to  consider  ma- 
turely such  an  important  matter.  Of 
cburse  we  have  no  alternative  but  to  let 
the  bill  pass,  but  I  shall  certainly  not  vote 
for  it 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
think  my  hon.  friend  is  unjust.  The  Bill 
was  brought  down  long  ago.  It  was  be- 
fore us  three  weeks  ago. 


Hon.    Mr.     HAYTHORNE— I 
speaking  of  the  amendment 


am 


Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— WeH 
we  sent  it  down  as  soon  as  we  could  to 
the  other  Chamber,  and  they  amended  it 
and  returned  it  as  soon  as 
they  could.  The  amendment,  to 
my  mind,  is  not  of  a  very  serious 
character.  We  permit  them  to  change 
the  bounds,  provided  the  population  and 
area  shall  be  so  and  so.  I  think  there  is 
nothing  dangerous  in  that ;  I  think  it  is  a 
very  just  provision.  Then,  as  to  the 
other  provision  about  increasing  the  num- 
ber of  Stipendiary  magistrates,  there  is 
nothing  dangerous  about  that,  or  the 
other  provision  about  the  inmates  of 
lunatic  asylums.  I  think  there  is  nothing 
in  the  amendments  to  which  objection 
should  be  takea 

The  motion  was  agreed  ta 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (157),  "  An  Act  to  amend  the 
several  Acts  relating  to  Duties  of  Customs 
and  Excise."    (Sir  Alex.  Campbell.) 

Bill  (161),  "An  Act  to  amend  the  Act, 
46  Vic,  Chap.  9,  intituled,  **  An  Act  to 
provide  for  the  salaries,  and  superannua- 
tion, and  travelling  allowances  of  certain 
Judges  of  certain  Provincial  Courts, 
(Sir  Alex.  Campbell.) 

THE  PRINTING  OF  PARLIAMENT. 


TENTH   REPORT  OF  THE 
ADOPTED. 


COMMITTEE 


Hon.  Mr.  READ  moved  the  adoption 
of  the  tenth  report  of  the  Joint  Commit- 
tee on  the  printing  of  Parliament  He 
said :  This  report  recommends  that  the 
Clerk,  during  the  recess,  advertise  for  the 
printing  of  Parliament  It  also  recom- 
mends that  Mr.  Wiltshire,  who  is  on  the 
sessional  staff,  be  promoted  to  the 
permanent  staff.  It  was  found  necessary, 
last  year  during  the  recess,  to  employ 
labor  to  the  amount  of  $120.  His  ses- 
sional pay  is  $250,  and  it  is  proposed 
that  it  be  increased  to  $500,  so 
that  it  will  be  a  very  small 
increase^  and  the  clerk  says  the  service  of 
someone  is  necessary.   It  also  recommends 
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alterations  in  the  form  of  printing  in- 
dexes, distributed  here  to-day,  by  which 
means  we  will  be  able  to  find  all  the  ne- 
pessary  papers  that  are  printed.  You  will 
get  these  a  very  few  days  after  the  session, 
and  instead  of  being,  as  heretofore,  in  the 
sessional  papers  in  a  less  convenient  form 
they  will  be  in  a  list  by  themselves,  so  that 
you  will  be  able  to  tell  just  where  to  find 
the  different  subjects ;  and  there  is  to  be  a 
full  description  of  subjects.  I  may  say 
that  the  House  of  Commons  have  adopted 
this  loth  report 

Hon.  Mr.  POIRIER— Before  this  mo- 
tion is  carried,  I  should  like  to  say  a  few 
words  with  reference  to  the  efficiency  of 
one  of  the  employees  connected  with  this 
report — I  mean  Mr.  Romaine  of  the 
House  of  Commons  the  manager  of  the 
printing  of  both  Houses.  This  gentleman 
has  performed  a  very  valuable  work  by 
arranging  in  alphabetical  order  our  indexes 
and  for  this  and  other  deserts  he  has  been 
paid  in  the  other  House  a  well  merited 
tribute.  As  he  is  a  good  old  friend  of 
mine,  and  as  I  know  his  efficiency  well,  i 
desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  his  services.  With  your  permission  I 
will  reid  this  short  extract  from  the  Mon- 
treal Gazette  \ — 

This  afternoon  the  report  of  the  Printing 
Committee  was  adopted  on  the  motion  of  Mr. 
Thomas  White,  chairman.  Mr.  Trow  said: 
"  They,  on  thepart  of  the  committee,  desired 
to  acknowledge  the  services  of  Mr.  Romaine, 
who  has  prepared  the  alphabetical  index  of 
the  sessional  papers.  Members  will  find  the 
index  a  great  convenience  in  arranging  their 
papers  in  order.  In  any  business  we  have 
oad  with  Mr.  Romaine,  1  have  always  found 
him  to  be  one  of  the  most  practical  men  in 
the  service  of  the  Government,  He  has,  by 
bis  energy  and  ability,  been  the  means  of 
saving  thousands  of  dollars  to  the  country 
through  the  standards  and  various  contriv- 
ances for  saving  time  and  labor,  which  he 
has  introduced  into  his  department."  The 
chairman  of  the  committee  endorsed  thd  re. 
marks  of  Mr  Trow.  He  said  :  **  I  amsure 
every  honorable  member  of  this  House  will 
admit  that  if  there  is  one  officer  in  the  public 
service  who  has  saved  three  or  four  or  oalf  a 
dozen  times  his  salary,  that  gentleman  is  the 
head  of  the  stationery  department  in  this 
House," 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
THE  PARLIAMENTARY  LIBRARY. 

FIRST  REPORT  OF  THE  COMMITTEE  ADOPTED 

Hon,  Mr.  PLUMB  moved  the  adop- 
HoN.  Mr.  read. 


tion  of  the  first  report  of  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee of  both  Houses  on  the  Library  of 
Parliament.  He  said :  The  subject  of 
this  report  is  a  recommendation  to  Par- 
liament to  place  upon  the  estimates  again 
$2,000  for  the  publication  of  the  work  of 
the  late  Librarian,  Mr.  Todd.  I  have 
delayed  moving  the  adoption  of  the  re- 
port awaiting  the  action  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  I  observe  now  that  the 
House  of  Commons  have  put  in  the  esti- 
mates the  sum  of  $2,000,  which  is  recom- 
mended by  the  Committee,  and  I  would 
therefore  ask  that  the  report  be  now  con- 
curred in. 

The  motion  was  agreed  ta 

RAILWAY  SUBSIDIES  BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (158),  "An  Act 
to  authorize  the  grant  of  certain  subsidies 
in  land  for  the  construction  of  railways 
therein  mentioned."  He  said :  This  is  a 
Bill  for  the  purpose  of  granting  aid  to  cer- 
tain railways  for  that  purpose,  in  the  first 
place,  of  extending  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  to  Quebec  and,  in  the  next  place, 
for  making  a  short  line  between  Montreal 
and  the  Ports  of  Halifax  and  St  John 
New  Brunswick.  The  grants  that  it  is 
proposed  to  give  are  mentioned  in  the 
Bill,  and  as  it  is  the  exclusive  right  of  the 
House  of  Commons  to  grant  them,  I 
suppose  no  hon.  gentleman  will  desire  to 
take  the  responsibility  of  resisting  the  Bill 
as  a  whole,  and  therefore  I  need  not  en- 
large on  the  advantages  of  each  particular 
grant.  I  am  quite  ready  to  discuss  the 
merits  of  each  particular  grant  if  hon. 
gentlemen  desire  to  enter  upon  the  sub- 
ject :  but  in  the  meantime  I  content  my- 
self with  moving  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  have  had  oc- 
casion to  speak  more  than  once  on  this 
subject  It  is  one  in  which  the  people  of 
Halifax  particularly,  and  of  the  maritime 
provinces  generally,  are  very  much  inter- 
ested. I  do  not  propose  to  say  at  the 
present  time  anything  about  the 
merits  of  the  line  which  I  had  the 
honor  to    advocate    on    a    former    oc- 
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casion  ;  but  I  wish  to  say  a  few  words  as 
to  the  desirability  of  passing  this  Bill  in 
its  present  form.  As  to  some  portions  of 
the  Bill  I  have  nothing  to  say.  One  part 
of  it  deals  with  a  road  between  Montreal 
and  Quebec,  north  of  the  St  Lawrence. 
About  that  I  have  nothing  to  say.  The 
only  portion  to  which  I  wish  to  refer 
relates  to  the  so-called  "  short  line,"  and 
the  point  I  wish  to  make  is  that  the 
Government,  in  inserting  in  this  Bill  a 
provision  for  a  certain  line,  have  acted 
prematurely  in  fixing  the  route.  I  do  not 
propose  to  argue  that  question  at  any 
length,  lest  it  might  be  supposed  that  I 
was  speaking  without  good  authority  on 
that  point.  I  wish  to  quote  an  authority 
that  I  look  upon  as  being  as  good  as  any 
In  the  Dominion  of  Canada.  I  quote 
from  the  speech  of  the  hon.  member 
from  Grenville  in  the  other  Chamber. 
That  gentleman,  I  think,  is  recognized  as 
being  at  the  head  of  his  profession  in  this 
•country  ;  he  is  also  recognized  as  being  an 
independent,  honorable  man,  and  further, 
lie  isa  very  decided  supporter  of  the  Govern- 
ment, having  been  elected  only  the  other 
day  as  their  candidate.  I  shall  quote  from 
the  official  report  of  the  Debates  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  There  I  find  that 
Mr.  Shanly  is  reported  to  have  said 
amongst  other  things  : — 

'*I  am  entirely  unable  to  form  any  opinion 
respecting  what  may  be  called  the  engineering 
merits  of  the  two  lines." 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  is  the  line 
selected  by  the  Government,  and  another 
line  favored  by  a  number  of  gentlemen, 
more  especially  from  the  Province  of 
Quebec,  called  the  Combination  Line. 
Mr.  Shanly  continues : — 

**  I  am  on  eeneral  principles  in  favor  ot  a 
thorough  and  complete  examination,  ior  I 
know  that  vast  sums  of  money  have  been 
wasted  in  various  public  works  of  this 
•onntry  and  elsewhere  by  not  making  com- 
l^lete  examination.^ 

Then  he  goes  on  to  say  that  he  had 
read  the  previous  debate  on  the  matter, 
and  he  concluded  his  remarks  in  this 
way: — 

*<Ab  regards  the  plans  and  surveys  and 
everything  else,  I  eay  there  is  nothing  before 
us  which  would  enable  anv  engineer  decidedly 
•to  state  that  one  line  is  a  better  line  than  the 


other ;  and  therefore  it  is  that  I  rise  not  to 
discuss  the  merits  of  the  line ;  but  I  feel  I 
would  be  neglecting  nay  duty,  I  would  be  falsa 
to  mv  friendship,  if  I  were  to  fail  to  rise  and 
justify  mv  friend  who  had  DOt  an  opportunity 
of  defending  himself.  And  dir,  tfecause  I 
think  there  is  not  sufficient  information 
before  us  to  enable  us  to  jud^e  as  to  the  com- 
parative merits  of  these  lines  I  shall  act 
upon  that  opinion  and  support  the  amend- 
ment." 

The  amendment  was  asking  for  further 
surveys.     He  adds : 

**  I  have  nothing  further  to  say  than  this* 
that  the  proper  course  is  to  make  a  complete 
and  thorough  survey  of  the  line  before  any 
subsidy  is  voted.'' 

Now  I  think,  appealing  to  the  members 
of  this  House,  I  should  be  quite  safe  in 
resting  my  case  simply  on  that  declaration 
of  a  man  who  is  probably  the  highest 
authority  in  his  profession  in  this  country. 
Fortified  by  that  declaration  of  opinion 
I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the 
Government  are  not  justified  in  selecting 
the  route  which  they  have  chosen,  the 
route  by  Moosehead  Lake  and  Mattawam- 
keag.  I  do  not  propose  to  enter  upon 
anv  debateable  ground  as  to  distance.  I 
simply  take  the  authority  of  the  report 
made  by  the  chief  engineer  of  railways 
and  the  figures  given  by  his  subordinates. 
Now,  hon.  gentlemen,  I  may  first  explain 
what  the  Combination  line  is.  The  Com- 
bination line  is  a  line  which  would  run 
from  Salisbury,  in  New  Brunswick,  a  sta- 
tion on  the  Intercolonial  Railway  some 
thirteen  miles  from  Moncton,  to  Frederic- 
ton,  and  from  Fredericton  vta  Canterbury 
to  the  north  end  of  Chesuncook  hake. 
When  you  get  as  far  west  as  Chesuncook 
Lake,  instead  of  going  directly  to  Rich- 
mond, or  instead  of  simply  going  to  Que- 
bec, or  to  the  eastern  end  of  the  Inter- 
national Railway,  there  are  two  branches 
to  this  line.  One  runs  up  by  the  Etche- 
min  to  Chaudiere  Junction  near  Quebec, 
and  the  other  line  runs  north  of  Moose 
Head  Lake  to  the  east  end  of  the  Inter- 
national Railway.  A  great  deal  was  said 
in  the  other  Chamber  as  to  the  compara- 
tive merits  of  the  northern  branch  of  this 
line — ^that  is  the  line  running  up  to  Chau- 
diere Junction  from  Chesuncook — and 
the  southern  line  generally  known 
as  the  Pope  line.  I  shall  not  enter 
into  that  controversy,  because 
hoa  gentlemen  here  are  probably 
quite    as  familiar  with  its    merits   as  I 
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am.  They  are  set  out  in  Mr.  Light's  re- 
port and  in  other  places  as  well ;  but  I 
wish  to  call  attention,  more  particularly 
to  the  line  from  the  east  end  of  the  In- 
ternational Railway,  to  the  north  end  of 
Chesuncook  Lake.  There  is  no  need  of 
going  to  any  point  west  of  the  eastern  end 
of  the  International,  because  that  is  a 
common  point  Mr.  Duffy's  survey  started 
from  that  point,  and  went  north  of  Moose 
Head  Lake,  and  Mr.  Spofford's  survey 
started  from  that  point  and  went  across 
Moose  Head  Lake.  In  the  report  of  the 
Chief  Engineer  of  Railways,  the  lines 
running  across  Moose  Head  Lake  are 
Nos.  5  and  6,  and  the  lines  running  north 
of  Moose  Head  Lake  are  numbered  as  3 
and  9.  Hon.  gentlemen  will  find,  on  re- 
ferring to  pages  8  and  9  of  Mr.  Schreiber's 
report,  that  the  length  of  the  line  from  the 
eastern  end  of  the  International  Railway 
to  St.  John,  New  Brunswick,  by  the  line 
running  across  Moose  Head  Lake,  is  472 
miles.  Hon.  gentlemen  will  find  that  the 
distance  by  the  other  line  running  north 
of  Moose  Head  Lake  and  north  of  Ches- 
uncook Lake — the  line  surveyed  by  Mr. 
Duffy  and  Mr.  Vernon  Smith — is  exactly 
the  same.  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  Mr.  Schreiber  admits  that  to  be 
the  case.  It  appears  from  the  tables  in 
his  report,  and  he  admits  it  in  his  remarks 
on  those  tables.  Then  Mr.  Schreiber 
makes  it  appear  that  while  the  lines  are  of 
the  same  length  to  St.  John,  the  Mattawam- 
keag  is  one  mile  shorter  to  Halifax.  I  am 
not  going  to  detain  the  House  by  an  analy- 
sis of  the  figures,  but  I  shall  point  out  in 
a  few  words  that  this  is  simply  impossible. 
The  two  lines — the  line  to  Halifax  and 
the  line  to  Si.  John — are  common  as  far 
as  the  station  called  Harvey,  some  twenty- 
four  miles  from  Fredericton,  on  the  exist- 
ing railway  running  into  St.  John.  Mr. 
Schreiber's  report  points  out  that  as  far  as 
Harvey  the  two  lines — ^the  one  running 
north  of  Moose  Head  Lake  and  that  run- 
ning across  the  Lake — are  of  the  same 
length.  It  was  suggested  by  Mr.  Vernon 
Smith,  the  engineer  who  made  a  survey  of 
the  eastern  end  of  the  northern  line,  that 
a  point  some  five  miles  west  of  Harvey 
should  be  selected  as  the  point  of  diver- 
gence between  the  line  running  to  St 
John  and  the  line  running  to  Halifax. 
The  reason  Mr.  Smith  selected  that  point 
is  that  by  diverging  there,   you  would 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER. 


reach  Fredericton  in  a  shorter  time  than  by 
going  on  to  Harvey  and  thence  to  Freder- 
icton ;  and  any  hon.  gentleman  who  looks 
at  the  map  will  see  that  when  you  run 
down  to  Harvey  and  up  to  Fredericton 
you  take  two  sides  of  a  triangle,  whereas 
if  you  take  the  point  of  divergence  five 
mUes  west  of  Harvey  and  go  direct  thence 
to  Fredericton  you  have  but  one  side  of  a 
triangle,  which  must  be  shorter  than  the 
other  two,  and  Mr.  Schreiber's  statement 
that  ttiis  northern  line  is  longer  to 
Halifax  than  the  other  is  totally  in- 
correct The  lines  are  the  same  length 
to  Harvey,  and  from  Harvey  to 
Halifax  as  well  as  from  Harvey  to  St 
John,  while  by  Mr.  Smith's  direct  line  the 
distance  is  less.  If  the  question  was  be- 
tween this  line  running  north  of  Moose 
Head  and  Chesuncook  Lake,  and  the 
line  running  across  Moose  Head  Lake,  I 
think  the  reports  of  the  engineers  would 
be  enough  to  decide  the  case,  because 
the  engineers  who  made  the  survey  of  the 
line  north  found  a  very  easy  line  through- 
out, with  easy  grades,  and  with  a  very 
moderate  degree  of  curvature;  a  line 
very  easy  to  build,  and  with  very 
few  heavy  bridges  on  it — ^almost 
none  at  all — ^and  one  can  see  that  from  the 
fact  that  Mr.  Duffy  who  made  a  careful 
estimate  of  the  cost  of  his  line  from  the 
International  to  Lake  Chesuncook,  estim- 
ated it  a  little  over  $15,000  a  mile.  Mr. 
Smith  estimated  the  cost  of  his  road,  the 
the  eastern  portion  of  the  line,  at  something 
over  $16,000  a  mile;  and  anyone  who 
reads  Mr.  Spofford's  report  or  Mr.  Burpee's 
report,  will  find  it  impossible  to  teU  what 
the  cost  of  the  road  firom  Moose  Head 
I^ke  to  Mattawamkeag  would  be  A 
careful  perusal  of  the  reports  of  the  surveys 
they  made  will  establish  the  fact  that  the 
line  is  a  very  difficult  one ;  that  the  grades 
are  serious — a  grade  of  66  feet  prevailing 
for  some  considerable  distance,  and  that 
it  will  be  quite  impossible  to  get  the  grade 
there  down  to  the  commercial  standard  of 
53  feet  There  is  this  feature  in  connect- 
ion with  the  matter,  that  by  taking  the 
road  north  of  Moose  Head  and  Chesun- 
cook lakes  the  business  gomg  over  that 
road  could  not  be  tapped  by  any  American 
road  or  port  The  line  does  not  come  in 
close  proximity  to  any  American  road  or 
harbor.  That  is  a  matter  of  very  great 
consequence ;  and,  further,  the  road  would 
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not  be  under  the  control,  in  any  way,  of  an 
American  corporation.  There  is  this  fur- 
ther feature  to  be  considered,  that  while 
Mr.  Schreiber's  report  shows  the  northern 
line  to  be  no  longer  in  mileage  than  the 
other,  that  the  northern  road  is  so  much 
more  favorable  in  the  matter  of  grades  and 
curves,  and  that  it  would  be  for  practical 
purposes  several  miles  shorter  than  the 
other  road.  I  think  these  facts  were 
sufficient,  or  ought  to  have  been  sufficient 
to  induce  the  Government  if  not  to  select 
that  route,  to  at  least  make  further  surveys 
and  I  have  no  doubt  that  further  surveys 
would  have  been  ordered,  and  a  northern 
route  would  have  been  selected,  had  it  not 
been  from  the  feet  that  certain  gentlemen 
high  in  Government  favor  were  interested 
in  the  southeim  route.  The  combination 
line  would  do  everything  in  accommodating 
the  eastern  townships  that  would  be  done 
by  the  southern  Ime — at  least  it  would 
^ve  those  townships  all  the  communica- 
tion with  the  Lower  Provinces  that  they 
could  desira  I  may  be  allowed  to  say  a 
few  words  with  respect  to  the  northern 
branch  of  the  combination  line.  In  the 
mere  matter  of  length,  the  line  running  up 
to  Quebe^,  and  then  to  Montreal,  is, 
practically,  no  longer  than  the  line  sel- 
ected by  the  Government ;  but  look  at 
the  advantages  that  the  country  would 
gain  by  having  that  northern  connection. 
You  would  have  at  Point  Levis  connec- 
tion by  a  ferry  across  the  St.  Lawrence 
with  the  North  Shore  Railway.  You 
would  ^lave  connection  at  Point  Levis,  or 
at  Chaudiere  Junction,  with  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  from  Montreal,  so  that 
the  terminus  of  that  road  would  be  a 
competing  point.  You  would  have  the 
business  coming  over  those  two  lines 
from  the  west  to  that  point ;  then  you 
would  have  all  the  business  of  the  south- 
em  branch  of  the  combination.  You 
would  have  all  the  business  that  might  be 
expected  to  go  over  the  line  selected  by 
the  Government ;  and  you  would  have  on 
this  northern  line  the  business  that  would 
come  over  the  North  Shore  and  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  ;  and  this  com- 
bination would  give  to  the  province  of 
Quebec  advantages  from  this  short  line 
which  the  line  selected  by  the  Government 
does  not  give  at  all.  Looking  at  it  from 
a  Maritime  Province  point  of  view,  it 
would  give  the  lower  provinces  an  admir- 


able connection,  the  shortest  practicable, 
with  the  city  of  Quebec  and  its  vicinity  ; 
and  if,  at  any  future  date,  a  road  should 
be  built  more  direct  than  now  exists,  be- 
tween Ottawa  or  any  point  west  of  Ottawa 
and  the  city  of  Quebec,  it  would  give  the 
lower  provinces  a  chance  to  get  in  that  way 
a  good  share  of  the  western  business.  These 
reasons  should  have  been  enough  in  them- 
selves to  have  induced  the  Government  to 
pause  before  selecting  the  line  that  they 
did  select  I  do  not  propose  here  to  go 
into  any  further  discussion  as  to  the 
heights  of  the  summits  of  the  roads.  I 
think  it  only  right  to  say  here,  with  regard 
to  the  summit  of  the  Etchemin  branch — 
between  Etchemin  and  Chesuncook — ^that 
a  good  deal  has  been  said  with  respect  to 
the  uncertainty  that  exists  as  to  the  cor- 
rectness of  the  statements  made  by  Mr. 
Light  with  respect  to  the  height  of  the 
pass  across  the  mountains.  Mr.  Light 
stated  ft  at  k,2oo  feet,  while  the  pass  on 
the  southern  route  is  i,8oo  feet,  after 
which  there  is  a  second  elevation  east  of 
Moosehead  Lake  of  about  1500  feet.  It 
is  said  that  the  elevation  of  the  pass  on 
the  Etchemin  line  was  ascertained  only 
barometrically;  Mr.  Light  himself  ascer- 
tained it  by  the  barometer,  and  Mr. 
Wickstead  ascertained  it  independently 
by  the  barometer ;  and  Mr.  Light,  who 
had  made  a  careful  survey  for  the  Govern- 
ment last  summer  of  a  line  east  of  the 
Etchemin  line,  levelled  up  from  the  instru- 
mental survey  to  this  pass,  and  he  made 
it  1200  feet  in  that  way;  so  that  there  is 
no  doubt  as  to  the  correctness  of  the 
statement  made  by  Mr.  Light.  It  may 
be  said,  on  the  other  hand  that  Mr.  Shanly 
and  Mr.  Light  are  mistaken,  and  that  I 
am  mistaken  also ;  and  it  may  be  asked 
does  anybody  else  take  the  same  view  as 
we  do?  There  are  many  members  of 
parliament  in  the  other  House,  more 
especially  gentlemen  interested  in  the 
District  of  Quebec,  who  take  the  same 
view  on  this  subject  that  Mr.  Shanly  did. 
Several  members  from  the  Lower  Pro- 
vinces take  the  same  view.  The  Cham- 
ber of  Commerce  at  Halifax  unanimously 
took  the  same  view,  and  the  meeting  of 
the  City  Council  and  of  the  Chamber  of 
Comnierce  of  that  city  almost  unanimously 
did  the  same.  The  city  engineer  of 
Halifax — ^  man  standing  high  in  his  pro- 
fession, and  who  has  no  axe  to  grind  and 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1402 


BaUway  [SENATE]  SubHdies  BiU. 


no  object  but  to  speak  the  truth — has 
spoken  against  the  line  selected  by  the 
•Government  and  in  favor  of  the  combina- 
tion line;  and  I  may  say  that  the  city 
engineer  mentioned  in  his  final  report  to 
the  mayor  that  he  is  a  supporter  of  the 
present  administratioa 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— What  view  did 
Mr.  Stairs  take  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Any  hon.  gentle- 
man who  has  read  Mr.  Stairs'  reasons  for 
the  view  he  took  will  be  satisfied  that  his 
opinion  is  not  of  very  much  value  on  the 
subject  Reasons  more  flimsy  could  not 
be  given.  I  presume  that  the  reason  Mr. 
Stairs  took  that  view  is  that  the  Govern- 
ment took  it — the  same  reason  that  Mr. 
Daly  had.  I  wish  to  say  a  word  about 
these  Lower  Province  members.  I  was  a 
little  surprised  at  the  stand  taken  by  cer- 
tain members  from  the  Lower  Provinces 
in  connection  with  this  matter.  There 
were  certain  gentlemen,  for  instance, 
the  member  for  Westmoreland,  N.  B.  I 
iknew  him  to  be  a  good  business  man.  I 
knew  that  his  county  was  interested  in 
having  the  best  Une  built  from  Montreal 
to  Moncton,  because  Moncton  is  in  his 
county.  I  was  a  little  surprised,  however, 
to  find  that  he  was  supporting  the  Gov- 
ernment scheme;  but  when  I  expressed 
my  surprise  I  was  told  there  were  certain 
(reasons  which  would  appear  later  on  why 
ithat  gentleman  supported  the  Government 
scheme.  The  papers  which  have  since 
been  laid  on  our  table  show  why  the  hon. 
gentleman  supported  the  Government 
scheme.  I  find  that  there  is  a  sum  of 
about  $118,000  in  the  last  supplementary 
estimate,  voted  to  a  railway  company  which 
that  hon.  gentleman  is,  I  think,  the  pre- 
sident and  principal  shareholder;  and  I 
may  say  that  the  railway  had  already  re- 
ceived a  subsidy  of  $3,200  a  mile  from 
the  Government,  and  I  understand  it  has 
received  a  subsidy  of  about  $3,000  a  mile 
Irom  the  local  government ;  and  I  am  in- 
formed by  a  gentleman  who  is  in  a  posi- 
tion to  know  that  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Westmoreland  with  this  subsidy  can  build 
his  road  for  nothing  and  own  it ;  and  one 
<:an  readily  understand  why  a  gentleman 
looking  forward  to  receiving  for  his  own 
road  $118,000  would  not  quarrel  with  the 
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Government  who  had  the  power  to  give  or 
withhold  that  subsidy. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL-I 
rise  to  a  point  of  order.  I  do  not  think 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  a  right  to  attack  a 
member  of  the  other  branch  of  the  Iq^iisla- 
ture  and  attribute  personal  motives  for  vot- 
ing for  a  public  measure — ^the  furthering  of 
his  own  interests. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  am  not  imput- 
ing motives ;  I  simply  state  what  appears 
from  the  public  papers. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL- 
Yes,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  is  adding  a 
motive  to  it 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  am  simply  giv- 
ing the  facts,  and  hon.  gentlemen  can  draw 
their  own  conclusions  as  to  the  motive: 
I  may  say  further  that  that  hon.  gentle- 
man no  doubt  thinks  that  his  county  will 
be  more  benefitted  by  having  a  road  built 
to  Cape  Torraentine  than  by  having  the 
best  road  built  from  Montreal  to  Monc- 
ton. When  I  saw  that  item  in  the  supple- 
mentary estimates  I  had  no  difficulty  at 
all  in  seeing  why  that  hon.  gentleman 
had  supported  the  Government 
scheme.  Then  I  was  somewhat  surprised 
to  find  that  the  representatives  of  the 
County  of  Pictou  supported  the  Govern- 
ment scheme ;  but  when  I  saw  in  the  sup- 
plementary estimate  an  item  of  $250,000 
as  aid  for  a  railway  in  the  County  of  Pictou, 
I  felt  that  it  was  not  difficult  to  under- 
stand why  they  had  voted  in  that  way. 
I  give  these  two  cases  as  instances  of  the 
kind  of  influences  that  have  been  at  work 
in  favor  of  the  Government  route. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— What  right  has 
the  hon.  gentleman  to  impute  motives  to 
members  of  the  other  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  impute 
motives ;  I  say  there  are  the  facts,  and  if 
my  hon.  friend  wishes  to  say  that  there 
are  improper  motives  at  work,  he  is  at 
liberty  to  do  so.  I  say  there  are  the  facts 
— a  grant  for  $250,000  for  a  railway  in 
Pictou,  and  there  is  the  fact  of  the  mem- 
bers for  Pictou  voting  in  a  way  that  you 
would  not  expect  them  to  vote. 
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Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB — I  rise  to  a  ques- 
tion of  order.  The  hoa  gentleman  says 
he  bases  his  argument  as  to  the  consent 
<^  those  gentlemen  to  support  a  Govern- 
ment measure  upon  the  fact  that  they 
themselves  received  subsidies  for  railways 
in  which  they  are  interested.  If  the  hoa 
member  has  a  right  to  attack  members  of 
the  other  House  in  that  way,  the  principles 
of  debate  which  govern  the  two  bodies 
are  entirely  dissimilar.  I  appeal  to  the 
Speaker  to  say  if  that  is  a  proper  line  of 
argument 

The  SPEAKER—I  must  say  I  am 
not  aware  of  any  rule  of  this  House  which 
prevents  an  hon.  member  from  attributing 
motives  to  any  individual  outside  of  the 
House,  whether  he  be  a  member  of  the 
House  of  Commons  or  not.  If  there  is 
any  authority  on  that  point  I  would  be 
obliged  to  the  hon.  gentleman  if  he  would 
point  it  out  to  me. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  it  was 
only  yesterday  that  the  same  question  of 
order  was  raised  in  reference  to  the  hon. 
gentleman  himself,  on  his  allusion  to 
members  of  the  other  House.  Those 
members,  I  say,  probably  thought  it  was 
more  patriotic  to  get  money  for  their  own 
counties  than  to  get  money  for  a  line 
from  Montreal  to  Moncton. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— Z?b«/  soit  qui 
maly  pense. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  am  merely 
giving  you  the  facts,  and  hon.  gentlemen 
can  draw  their  own  conclusions.  Mr. 
Light's  name  has  been  introduced  here, 
and  he  has  been  charged  with  assuming  a 
title  that  he  had  no  right  to,  when  he 
claimed  to  be  a  member  of  the  Association 
of  Civil  Engineers.  Several  members  of 
this  House  have  had  an  opportunity  of 
seeing  Mr.  Light's  certificate  signed  by  the 
President  and  Secretary  of  the  Association 
of  Engineers.  It  was  dated  in  1863,  and 
signed  by  Mr.  Hawkshaw,  at  that  time 
President  of  the  Association,  and  sealed 
with  the  seal  of  the  Association.  It  has 
been  said  that  since  that  time  he  had 
ceased  to  be  a  member.  That  was  not 
the  point  The  point  discussed  was  Mr. 
Light's  qualification  as  an  engineer ;  and 
if  Mr.  Light  was  qualified  in  1862,  there  | 


is  every  reason  to  believe  he  is  qualified 
now,  as  he  has  been  practising  engineer- 
ing ever  since ;  and  the  attempt  to  injure 
Mr.  Light's  character  as  a  professional 
man  has  singularly  failed.  Another  artcu- 
ment  used  was  that  so  many  Maritime 
Province  members  voted  for  thb  southern 
route.  That,  I  have  dealt  with  ahready. 
Another  argument  was  that  if  we  did  not 
get  this  road  built  at  once,  trade  would 
get  set  in  its  present  channels,  and  it 
could  not  be  got  out  of  thenL  I  think 
anything  more  childish  than  that  could 
hardly  be  imagined.  From  the  time  vvhen 
railways  began  to  be  built  in  this  part  of 
Canada,  trade  has  been  running  in  its 
present  channels,  and  it  will  not  go  out  of 
them  until  better  channels  are  provided 
for  it  It  has  been  running  to  Portland 
for  the  last  forty  years,  and  a  year  more  or 
less  is  not  likely  to  settle  it  more  firmly  in 
that  channel  Then  there  is  another  con- 
sideration :  The  intention  is  to  make  a 
connection  between  the  International 
Railway  and  the  Bangor  and  Piscatoquis 
Railway,  an  American  road,  before  the 
eastern  end  of  this  road  is  begun.  Hon. 
gentlemen  will  see  that  that  will  give  trade 
an  opportunity  for  becoming  set  in  chan- 
nels in  the  State  of  Maine,  before  the 
channels  east  of  that  are  ready  to  receive 
it,  and  that  is  more  likely  to  do  harm 
than  letting  things  rest  as  they  are 
for  a  year,  and  getting  the  best 
line  afterwards.  It  has  been  said — 
it  was  one  of  the  arguments  used,  in  fact 
the  principal  argument  used  by  the  gen- 
tleman whose  name  has  been  mentioned, 
a  member  for  Halifax,  why  we  should 
adopt  this  southern  route — that  there  was 
danger  in  delay,  and  that  it  was  necessary 
to  have  something  done.  There  is  no 
necessity  for  delaying  the  work.  There  is 
one  portion  of  this  road,  the  link  from 
Fredericton  to  Salisbury,  which  is  common 
to  all  the  lines ;  it  does  not  matter  whether 
you  go  north  to  Quebec  or  Riviere  du 
Loup  or  whether  you  go  south  by  Moose- 
head  Lake.  In  these  lines,  every  one  of 
them,  the  link  from  Fredericton  to  Salis- 
bury is  an  essential  link ;  and  I  think  the 
proper  and  business-like  and  reasonable 
course  for  the  Government  to  have  taken 
would  have  been  to  have  constructed  the 
link  from  Salisbury  to  Fredericton  during 
the  present  year,  and  made  the  necessary 
surveys  from  Fredericton  west  o  Montred 
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between  this  and  the  next  sessioa  Fur- 
ther, I  say  that  I  feel  confident  that  even 
if  we  did  nothing  now ;  if  we  passed  no 
measure  this  session,  no  time  would  be 
lost,  because  having  got  so  far  ahead  in 
the  season,  it  is  not  at  all  probable  that 
any  company  will  do  much  work  on  any 
of  those  lines  during  the  present  year; 
and  I  have  the  best  reason  for  knowing 
that  the  President  of  the  company  that  b 
expected  to  build  this  road  has  stated  that 
he  did  not  propose  to  do  anything  on  it 
until  next  spring.  As  we  are  about  spend- 
ing a  great  deal  of  money  upon  a  work 
which,  if  done  in  a  proper  way,  may  be  of 
great  commercial  value  to  the  whole 
country,  and  the  improper  doing  of  which 
would  inflict  a  permanent  injury  on  a  large 
portion  of  the  Dominion,  I  think  we  had 
better  make  haste  slowly,  and  take  from 
now  until  next  session  to  make  further 
surveys  to  find  out  which  is  the  best  line; 
and  if  we  cannot  wait  to  do  that,  then 
build  the  link  between  Fredericton  and 
Salisbury  and  make  the  surveys  west  of 
that.  I  regret  that  1  shall  not  be  able  to 
vote  for  the  bill  in  its  present  form.  I 
presume  it  is  a  bill  that  cannot  be 
amended  in  this  Chamber. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— We 
cannot  amend  it 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Then  I,  for  one, 
shall  feel  constrained  to  vote  against  it ; 
although  I  am  in  favor  of  several  provi- 
sions of  the  bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK-— There  has  been  a 
great  deal  of  discussion  in  this  House 
about  railways,  and  I  have  not  hitherto 
taken  part  in  them;  but  one  point  for 
consideration  m  connection  with  all  these 
questions  is  that  the  holder  of  the  goods 
to  be  shipped  has  been  entirely  over- 
looked. We  have  heard  of  the  opinions 
ot  engineers,  and  of  the  opinions  of  people 
who  live  at  the  various  ports  which  they 
favor,  but  when  it  comes  to  shipping 
goods,  the  man  who  owns  the  goods  will 
inquire  what  it  is  going  to  cost  him  to 
transport  them  to  a  shipping  port,  and  on 
what  conditions  he  can  get  his  goods 
shipped  from  that  port  to  the  market  to 
which  he  wishes  to  send  them.  He  will 
send  his  goods  just  by  the  route  by  which 
he  can  have  them  transported  cheapest, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER. 


and  in  the  shortest  time ;  and  neither  the 
opinions  of  engineers  nor  of  politicians 
can  influence  that  arrangement  We  have 
had  a  good  deal  of  d£cussion  about  St 
John  and  Halifax  as  winter  ports.  I  can- 
not conceive  that  goods  will  ever  be  car- 
ried from  the  North  West  in  the  winter 
season  round  the  north  of  Lake  Superior 
and  thence  to  the  Atlantic,  unless  there  is 
some  remarkable  rise  in  prices  in  the 
markets  of  Europe.  Montreal  will  still  be 
the  principal  port  from  which  goods  will 
be  shipped.  There  are  other  goods  that 
will  want  an  outlet  from  Ontario  in  winter, 
and  then  what  must  be  considered  will  be 
the  question  of  the  owner's  own  profit 
When  the  people  of  Halifax  begin 
to  ship  grain,  and  go  and  purchase  it  and 
carry  it  down  in  ships  that  they  build  for 
that  purpose,  they  can  have  Halifax  for  a 
winter  port ;  and  when  the  people  of  St 
John  become  the  owners  of  the  property 
to  be  shipped,  and  carry  it  down  to  their 
own  ports  for  shipment,  St  John  will  be- 
come a  winter  port ;  but  so  long  as  the 
goods  are  on  this  western  end  of  the  rail- 
way line  the  owners  will  always  select  the 
route  by  which  the  cost  of  transportation 
will  be  lowest 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — I  rise  with  a  great 
deal  of  diffidence  to  make  a  few  remarks 
on  this  subject  because  it  is  so  late  in  the 
session,  and  I  think  the  least  said,  unless 
it  is  from  a  practical  point  of  view,  on  this 
question  the  better.  I  am  not  in  favor  of 
either  of  the  short  lines,  whether  proposed  by 
the  Government  or  supported  by  the  hon. 
senior  member  from  Halifax.  I  think  our 
geographicil  position  is  such  that  Portland 
must  always  be  the  winter  port  of  the 
Great  North  West  The  only  way  in 
which  it  can  be  obviated  is  if  we  can  have 
a  line  going  tiirough  the  British  Provinces 
and  centring  at  Halifax  and  St  John,  by 
which  goods  can  be  carried  as  cheaply  as 
to  Portland  or  Boston.  What  I  would 
suggest  would  be  that  the  Government 
should  either  buy  the  North  Shore  road 
and  connect  it  with  the  Intercolonial,  or 
else  buy  from  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
that  portion  of  their  line  to  Richmond  and 
extend  their  own  line  to  Montreal,  and 
let  it  be  under  the  management  of  the 
Intercolonial  Railway,  and  let  it  be  known 
that  the  freight  over  that  is  the  same  as 
the  freight   from   Montreal  to  Portland. 
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We  would  then  have  merchants  sending 
their  grain  to  England  by  way  of  Halifiix. 
To  be  sure  the  time  occupied  in  forwarding 
the  freight  to  Portland  would  be  24  hours 
shorter,  but  the  price  would  be  the  same, 
and  as  Halifax  is  36  hours  nearer  to 
England  than  Portland  is,  there  would  be 
12  hours  gained  Then  I  have  great 
objection  to  going  through  a  foreign 
country.  If  there  happens  to  be  any  little 
jealousy  between  the  two  countries,  they 
could  easily,  by  not  allowing  goods  to  pass 
through  in  bond,  stop  our  traffic  by  the 
short  route  altogether.  We  are  talking 
;about  the  benefits  of  a  short  line.  I  think 
we  can  lessen  the  distance  as  to  time 
between  Montreal  and  Halifax  by  several 
:hours  by  making  fewer  stoppages.  We 
now  stop  at  Amherst  to  take  our  breakfast, 
and  we  likewise,  in  two  hours,  stop  at  Truro 
and  take  another  breakfast  Now  one 
breakfast  is  quite  enough  for  any  ordinary 
.man,  and  as  you  stay  20  minutes  at  Truro, 
you  could,  by  eating  only  one  breakfast, 
shorten  the  distance  on  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  at  least  12  miles. 

HoH,  Mr.  KAULBACH— But  freight 
*does  not  take  breakfast 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— I  am  talking  of 
the  {>assengers.  There  is  a  stop  of  three 
hours  at  Richmond,  and  that  stoppage  is 

•  equivalent  to  60  miles.  I  am  of  opinion 
that  if  the  Government  instead  of  aiding 
this  short  line  would  buy  the  North  Shore 
road  and  unite  it  with  the  Intercolonial 
railway  and  charge  the  same  freight  from 
Montreal  to  Halifax  that  is  now  charged 
from  Montreal  to  Portland,  you  would  then 
effectually,  without  exspending  any  more 
money,  make  Halifax  the  winter  port  of  the 
Dominion.  It  may  be  said  that  this  is 
not  the  opinion  of  the  Chamber  of  Com- 

^merce  at  Halifax.  I  am  glad  to  be  able 
to  say,  in  the  presence  of  the  Senior  mem- 
ber from  Halifax,  that  the  Chamber  of 
Commerce  does  not  represent  the  opinion 
of  the  commercial  community  of  Halifax. 
There  are  parties  there  who  use  it  more 

.  as  a  vehicle  to  abuse  confederation  and 
the  Government  than  for  any  practical 
purpose.  I  will  appeal,  not  merely  to 
what  has  takan  place  in  the  past  but  what 
will  take  place  when  this  question  comes 

^  up  before  the  chamber  at  Halifax.  If  any 
gentleman  doubts  my  statement  he  will 


only  have  to  take  the  newspapers  of  that 
city  and  he  will  find  them  filled  with  abuse 
of  confederation  and  the  Government 
rather  than  with  discussions  of  practical 
affairs.  It  is  a  political  tool  used  by  par- 
ties who  intend  to  run  the  next  election, 
and  in  addition  to  abusing  the  confedera- 
tion and  the  Government,  to  abuse  the  two 
members  who  represent  the  city  and  the 
county  in  the  House  of  Commons. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— It  is  question- 
able whether  it  is  an  advantage  to  speak  at  all 
at  such  a  late  period  of  the  session,  but  I 
cannot  allow  this  Bill  to  pass  without 
making  a  few  remaiks.  There  are  in  this 
Bill  two  very  important  features,  a  provi- 
sion to  buy  the  North  Shore  Railway,  and 
one  to  encourage  the  construction  of  a 
short  line.  I  much  regret  to  say  that  on 
both  those  important  subjects  my  decided 
opinion  is  that  this  proposed  legislation 
should  not  be  adopted.  I  will  not  enter 
into  the  details  of  the  arguments  which 
might  be  used  against  the  measure.  I 
will  only  represent  to  the  House  that  in 
my  opinion  it  is  a  departure  from  the  fixed 
principle  which  has  been  the  foundation 
of  the  general  policy  of  the  Government 
for  many  years — that  is  to  favor  as  much 
as  possible  national  lines  on  Canadian 
territory.  As  to  facilitating  the  purchase 
of  the  North  Shore  Railway,  I  may  say  the 
Bill  does  not  go  so  far  as  to  declare  that 
the  money  shall  be  used  to  redeem  the 
North  Shore  absolutely.  Unless  it  is 
used  for  that  purpose  within  a  certain 
space  of  time  it  will,  no  doubt,  be  devoted 
to  other  purposes.  Three  years  ago  the 
North  Shore,  Railway  belonged  to  the 
Province  of  Quebec ;  it  had  been  built  at 
great  expense  by  the  province  with  a  view 
to  making  it  a  portion  of  our  great  trans- 
continental highway,  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway.  In  the  spring  of  1882  a  great 
contest  took  place  in  our  province,  the 
local  government  deciding  to  sell  the  rail- 
way, contrary,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say,  to 
the  desire  of  a  majority  of  the  Conserva- 
tive party  in  the  province.  It  was  sold, 
against  the  wish  of  the  party,  and  against 
the  public  interest  It  is  well  known  now, 
and  it  was  known  at  the  time  of  the  sale, 
that  the  transaction  gave  certain  private 
parties  a  clear  profit  of  $1,250,000. 
Strange  to  say,  while  at  that  time  a 
majority  of  the  leading  men  of  the  Con- 
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servative  party  were  absolutely  opix)sed 
to  the  sale  of  the  railway,  three  years 
afterward  we  are  called  upon  to  vote 
$1,500,000  of  the  public  money  to 
redeem  that  railroad.  In  other  words 
we  are  called  upon  to  vote  a  sum 
which  is  equal  to  the  clear  profit  that  has 
been  realized  or  is  to  be  realized  by  private 
parties  on  the  sale  of  that  land,  although  it 
is  pretended  that  the  line  should  not  be 
sold,  that  it  should  be  retained  because  it 
is  to  the  interests  of  the  country  to  keep  it. 
To-day  we  are  called  upon  to  pay  $1,500, 
000,  to  redeem  it  from  a  company  which  is 
supposed  to  possess  the  greater  part  of  the 
shares,  and  the  object  of  the  expenditure  is 
to  put  us  exactly  in  the  same  position  as 
we  were  three  years  ago.  I  could  not 
allow  this  bill  to  pass  without  calling  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  point.  It 
is  true,  to  a  certain  extent,  this  matter  was 
aprovincialone,buthon.  gentlemen  will  bear 
in  mind  that  even  after  that  sale  it  was  con- 
sidered to  be  without  effect,  and  probably 
the  railway  should  be  returned  to  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec  had  it  not  been  for  the 
action  of  this  Parliament.  The  purchasers 
and  those  who  sold  the  road  wanted  to  have 
the  right,  in  order  to  realize  any  money 
profit  on  their  transactions,  to  issue  deben- 
tures, and  it  was  found  that  they  could  not 
do  so  without  legislation  from  Parliament. 
On  that  occasion  my  hon.  friend  the  Hon. 
Mr.  DeBoucherville  opposed  the  bill,  and 
had  his  motion  carried,  the  purchasers  of 
the  road  would  very  likely  have  been 
obliged  to  return  it  to  the  province.  It  is 
proposed  by  this  bill  that  if,  within  a  certain 
number  of  weeks  or  months,  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company  do  not  make 
arrangements  to  get  possession  of  that  rail- 
road, then  the  $1,500,000,  shall  be  em- 
ployed in  some  other  way  to  bring  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  down  to  Quebec. 
I  express  here  my  hope  that  the  Govern- 
ment will  do  their  best  to  devote  that  $1, 
500,000,  towards  the  construction  of  an- 
other railway  which  would  nearly  double 
the  value  of  property  on  the  north  shore 
of  the  St.  Lawrence  in  the  province  of 
Quebec  and  give  to  the  city  of  Quebec  what 
they  desire — the  terminus  of  the  Cana- 
dian Pacific  Railway.  I  will  not  say  any- 
thing more  on  this  question  of  the  North 
Shore  Railway.  Now,  as  to  the  proposed 
short  line,  it  is  a  matter  of  immense  impor- 
tance to  the  province  of  Quebec,  especially 
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to  the  great  centres  of  that 
province,  and  above  all  to  the 
city  of  Quebec  I  said  at  the  outset  that 
this  portion  of  the  measure  was,  in  my 
opinion,  a  departure  from  the  well  known 
and  well  defined  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment, or  I  might  say  the  Conservative 
party,  that — two  positions  being  equal — 
we  should  favor  a  line  which  is  more  ad- 
vantageous from  a  national  point  of  view. 
It  is  often  remarked  that  trade  must  find 
its  level  in  spite  of  national  interests,  but 
this  is  true  only  to  a  certain  extent,  as 
daily  experience  demonstrates.  For  in- 
stance, it  is  recognized  by  everyone  that 
our  Canadian  waterways  are  the  best  and 
shortest  routes  for  the  produce  of  the 
west,  yet,  notwithstanding  the  enormous 
expenditure  which  we  have  made  to  en- 
large and  improve  our  canals,  there  have 
been  years  when  I  think  not  more  than  five 
per  cent  of  the  produce  of  the  West,  which 
should  naturally  come  by  Canadian  waters, 
has  passed  down  the  St.  lAwrence; 
ninety-five  yer  cent  has  gone  to  the  sea- 
board by  American  canals  and  railways. 
We  are  therefore  forced  to  the  conclusion 
that  this  is  due  to  the  determination  of 
the  Americans  to  favor  their  own  railways 
and  cities  at  any  sacrifice,  and  it  proves 
that  it  is  quite  possible  by  the  action  of 
the  government  and  the  country  to  modify 
to  a  certain  extent  the  course  of  trade.  I 
have  taken  great  pains  to  examine  this 
matter  of  the  choice  of  a  short  line 
thoroughly.  I  consider  that  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  being  built,  the  only  rea- 
son which  would  justify  us  in  giving  public 
money  to  encourage  a  short  line  is  that  it 
would  be,  without  any  doubt,  the  best  line 
that  could  be  selected.  I  regret  to  say 
that  the  line  which  is  mentioned  in  the 
Bill  is  not,  in  my  opinion,  the  shortest 
line.  I  have  read  carefully  the  reports  of 
the  rival  engineers.  There  is  the  report 
of  Mr.  Schreiber,  it  is  true,  in  favor  of  the 
line  mentioned  in  this  Bill,  and  there  are 
two  different  reports  of  Mr.  Light,  which, 
to  my  mind,  establish  beyond  any  doubt 
that  the  shortest  line  would  t>e  one  which 
is  indicated  on  a  map  which,  I  suppose, 
every  hon.  member  has  seen,  called  the 
short  line  railway,  between  Uie  cities  of 
Montreal  and  St  John  and  Halifax^ 
and  which  is  known  as  the  oombiiiatioo 
line.  My  hon.  friend  fixim  Halifiauc 
has     alluded     to      it     already.      Mr. 
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Schreiber  has  called  in  question  some 
points  in  the  report  of  Mr.  Light,  but  in 
the  subsequent  report  Mr.  Light  takes  up 
these  points  and  shows  that  not  only  by 
his  own  survey,  but  by  reports  of  other 
engineers  which  are  not  questioned,  Mr. 
Schreiber's  criticism  of  his  report  is  not 
well  founded,  and  this  reply,  to  my  mind, 
defies  contradiction.  As  to  the  length  of 
the  several  lines  there  is  not  much  differ- 
ence. J  think  that  the  combination  line, 
which  unites  all  the  advantages  of  a 
through  line,  which  favors  the  interests  of 
Quebec  as  well  as  the  interests  of  Halifax 
and  St.  John,  is  27  or  a  8  miles  shorter 
than  the  one  selected,  while  the  grades 
are  much  more  favorable.  Mr.  Light 
shows  that  in  the  line  which  has  been 
selected  by  the  Go/ernment  there  are 
grades  which  prevent  it  being  a  commer- 
cial route,  and  it  cannot  be  used  advan- 
tageously for  the  carrying  of  heavy  freight. 
I  know  that  the  accuracy  or  value  of  Mr. 
Light's  report  has  been  questioned,  but 
this  House  should  bear  in  mind  that  Mr. 
Light  cannot  be  accused  of  favoring  any 
private  interest  He  has  been  employed 
by  the  Province  of  Quebec  to  examine 
this  line  in  his  capacity  as  engineer  for 
the  province,  and  his  report,  based  upon 
figures  which  are  proved  to  be  correct  by 
the  reports  of  other  engineers,  forces  us 
to  the  conclusion  that  he  is  right  in  his 
view.  Now  what  is  proposed  to  us  by 
this  Bill  ?  It  is  to  vote  public  money  to 
build  a  short  line  which  is  objected  to  by 
competent  engineers  as  not  being  the 
shortest  line,  and,  moreover,  as  being  a 
route  which  passes  so  near  American 
cities  that  it  will  carry  our  trade  to  foreign 
shipping  ports,  giving  them  the  profits 
which  we  should  derive  from  our  enor- 
mous expenditures  upon  the  Pacific  Rail- 
way. While  we  are  pursuing  a  policy  to 
develop  our  trade  and  build  up  our  own 
cities,  we  are  about  to  aid  a  line 
which  will  carry  our  trade  to  Ameri- 
can seaports,  and  they  will  gain  the 
principal  benefit  to  be  derived  from 
our  large  expenditures.  Under  these 
circumstances  I  regret  to  say  I  am  ob- 
liged to  protest  against  this  Bill.  I 
sincerely  believe  that  the  policy  to  the 
Government  is  not  in  the  interests  of  the 
country,  and  I  trust  that  they  will  recon- 
ader  the  matter.  Of  course  I  do  not 
expect  to  create  any  conviction  in  the 


minds  of  the  majority  of  the  House,  but  I 
understand  the  Bill  is  leaving  to  the 
Government  a  certain  margin  of  dis- 
cretion, and  I  hope  even  after  the  Bill  is 
passed  that  chey  will  reconsider  this 
matter  and  ask  themselves  whether  this  is 
not  a  departure  from  their  policy,  and 
whether  this  appropriation  should  not  be 
suspended  until  at  least  an  instrumental 
survey  shall  be  made. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— I  do  not 
wish  to  detain  the  House  on  this  Bill,  but 
I  should  like  to  make  one  or  two  observa- 
tions. I  regret  that  the  Bill,  as  it  stands, 
is  one  which  I  cannot  support.  It  con- 
tains some  things  which  I  consider  are 
not  in  the  interests  of  the  country,  and 
there  is  a  part  of  it  which  is  calculated  to 
retard  the  development  of  the  Dominion 
and  to  injure  the  prospects  of  the  Lower 
Provinces  Some  two  years  ago  I  voted 
against  a  bill  which  proposed  to  grant  a 
a  company  power  to  build  a  bridge  over 
the  St.  Lawrence,  west  of  Montreal.  The 
reason  which  I  gave  for  my  vote  on  that 
occasion  was  that  until  our  great  highway 
would  pay,  I  considered  it  was  our  duty, 
as  the  Parliament  of  Cana  da,  to  see  that 
thetrade  of  the  west  shoul  d  not  go  to  the 
United  States  but  should  be  carried  to 
Canadian  sea  ports,  and  consequently 
that  we  ought  not  to  allow  the  St.  Lawrence 
to  be  bridged  west  of  Montreal.  My 
opinions  are  the  same  to  day.  I  believe 
that  we  ought  not  to  allow  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  to  cross  at  Montreal 
and  reach  Halifax,  St  John,  or  St 
Andrews  by  passing  as  near  to  Portland 
as  the  proposed  road  will  do.  If  the  line 
mentioned  in  this  Bill  were  the  shortest 
possible  route,  I  would  say  that  it  was  a 
strong  argument  in  favor  of  it,  and  that 
we  must  give  the  commerce  of  the  country 
the  shortest  route  to  the  sea-board.  But 
I  regret  to  say  that  my  conviction  is  that 
that  short  line,  improperly  so-called,  is  not 
the  shortest  practicable  route.  My  con- 
viction is  that  a  road  to  Montreal,  to  St 
John  and  Halifax,  by  way  of  Quebec  is 
the  shortest  That  is  the  conclusion  to 
which  I  have  come  from  reading  the 
reports,  and  a  letter  of  Mr  Sullivan 
and  another  letter  which  I  have  seen  to- 
day by  a  civil  engineer  of  Halifax, 
And  a  letter  from  Mr.  Smith  and 
the     opinions     expressed     by     others. 
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If  I  take  the  figures  of  all  those  engineers, 
and  if  I  take  the  figures  of  Mr.  Schreiber, 
I  find  the  shortest  route  is  not  by  the  south 
of  the  St  Lawrence,  but  is  by  Quebec 
No  doubt  if  I  took  the  very  bad  argument, 
that  we  should  follow  as  nearly  as  possible 
an  air  line,  that  route  would  be  only  20 
miles  from  the  air  line,  while  Quebec  would 
be  80  miles.  If  I  take  that  argument  I 
should  say  that  the  Loop  Line  is  the 
shorter  of  the  twa  But,  hon.  gentlemen, 
that  is  not  the  way  we  have  to  look  at  it 
when  we  are  deciding  upon  a  short  line. 
The  short  line,  to  my  mind,  means  this ; 
it  is  a  line  by  which  an  ordinary  engine 
with  20  cars  will  reach  its  destination 
quicker  than  by  any  other.  I  say  that  two 
engines  of  the  same  capacity,  each  having 
20  cars  equally  loaded,  one  train  taking 
the  so-called  short  line,  and  the  other  the 
combination  line,  the  latter  will  reach 
Halifax  via  Quebec  quicker  than  the  other 
would  by  way  of  Sherbrooke.  That  is  what 
I  call  the  short  American  line,  and  any- 
thing to  the  contrary  is  misleading  to  the 
public  The  line  by  Quebec  is  a  little 
longer;  but  it  is  admitted  by  Mr.  Schreiber, 
in  his  report,  that  the  grades  by  the  present 
short  line  are  higher  than  they  are  by  the 
Quebec  line,  while  the  curves  are  sharper 
on  the  short  line  than  they  are  on  the 
Quebec  line.  That  is  the  reason  why  the 
northern  route  is  practically  shorter, 
though  it  has  greater  mileage.  Such  are 
the  arguments  I  take  from  Mr.  Schreiber's 
reports,  although  he  recommends  the  short 
line  Still,  his  report  may  not  have  been 
based  on  engineering  reasons ;  he  may 
have  had  other  reasons  for  reporting  in 
the  way  he  did.  I  remember  that  when 
the  construction  of  the  North  Shore  road 
was  commenced  we  had  three  or  four 
dozen  of  surveys,  and  I  had,  myself,  the 
good  fortune  to  report  against  those  reports 
showing  that  they  were  misleading  to  the 
Government  of  Quebec  It  is  because  I  have 
had  that  experience  that  I  state  what  I  am 
say  i  ng  to-day.  It  is  because  I  ha  ve  examined 
those  reports  that  I  say  the  Sherbrooke 
line  is  the  longer  line,  practically,  and  that 
the  Quebec  line  is  the  shorter  line  for 
business  purposes,  and,  in  the  interests  of 
the  country,  ought  to  be  adopted.  I  do 
not  mean  to  say  that  that  road  ought 
necessarily  to  be  located  wholly  on  Can- 
adian territory.  We  have  the  Intercolon- 
ial Railway,  and  if  the  line  by  Quebec, 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE. 


passing  through  Maine  to  Moncton,  were 
adopted,  we  would  have  a  combination 
line  which  would  be  the  shortest  Ameri- 
can line,  and  then,  in  case  of  war,  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  in  connection 
with  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  would 
form  an  all-rail  route  on  Canadian  terri- 
tory from  ocean  to  ocean.  I  believe  that 
those  are  questions  worthy  of  consider- 
ation, and  it  must  be  because  the  Govern- 
ment consider  that  the  position  I  take  is 
incontrovertible,  that  they  will  not  allow 
a  proper  survey  to  be  made,  because  I  say 
that  those  surveys  have  not  been  conduc- 
ted in  such  a  way  as  to  be  relied  upon. 
In  reading  the  reports  of  the  debates  in 
the  other  House,  what  have  we  seen  ?  A 
gentleman  who  was  elected  only  a  few 
days  ago  as  representing  Conservative 
principles,  a  supporter  of  the  Government, 
who  is  considered  to  be  one  of  the  ablest 
engineers  in  Canada,  said  that  those  re- 
ports could  not  be  relied  upon,  and  that 
the  report  of  Mr.  Light  deserved  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Government,  and  that 
before  deciding  this  question,  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  have  another  survey  made. 
Such  a  statement,  made  by  Mr.  Shanly, 
ought  to  receive  due  consideration  from 
the  Government,  and  a  new  survey  should 
be  ordered  before  this  line  is  adopted. 
We  know  that  when  the  Bill  is  passed 
the  money  will  have  to  be  devoted  to  the 
purpose  for  which  it  is  appropriated,  but 
even  then  it  can  be  managed  in  such  a 
way  as  to  give  us  the  best  line.  Having 
such  an  opinion  with  respect  to  that  part 
of  the  Bill,  I  am  bound  to  protest  against 
it;  but  the  other  parts  of  the  measure 
being  satisfactory,  I  cannot  vote  against  it, 
though  I  would  be  ready  to  vote  for  an 
amendment  which  would  suspend  the 
objectionable  part  of  the  Bill  until  a  new 
survey  could  be  made. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— I  do  not  think 
there  is  anything  that  I  can  possibly  say 
will  have  the  slightest  influence  on  the 
Government  to  induce  them  to  alter  this 
matter.  I  believe  the  Government  are 
clear  sighted  and  business-like,  and  are 
strong  minded  enough  to  do  what  they 
conceiye  to  be  best  to  construct  a  road  to 
the  Maritime  Provinces  that  will,  this 
time,  be  a  commercial  project.  We  can 
look  back  to  the  fact  that  on  a  former  oc- 
casion a  road  was  constructed  through  the 
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Maratime  Provinces,  unfortunately,  in  a 
way  not  to  be  a  road  such  as  is"  required 
for  commercial  purposes.  Hence  our  de- 
cision to-day  is  that  we  must  construct 
another.  I  cannot  cast  any  reflections 
upon  the  representative  of  New  Bruns- 
wick in  the  Cabinet  of  that  day,  for  I 
must  confess  that  I,  myself,  after  finding 
that  the  road  was  to  go  by  the  north  shore, 
encouraged  him  to  hold  his  position,  not- 
withstanding the  fact  that  it  was  forced 
upon  him  that  the  Province  of  New  Bruns- 
wick should  take  the  road  in  that  way. 
When  we  were  coming  into  Confederation 
one  of  the  conditions  of  the  Union  was 
that  we  were  to  have  a  road  from  New 
Biunswick  to  Canada.  It  was  understood 
then  that  there  were  three  routes,  one  of 
which  would  be  selected.  One  was  known 
as  the  southern  route,  the  other  the  cen- 
tral, and  the  third  the  northern  route. 
It  was  stated  in  New  Brunswick,  and 
especially  in  the  commercial  city  of  St. 
John,  that  the  southern  route,  the  one  we 
are  now  converging  towards  by  this  pro- 
ject, should  be  the  road  selected  by  the 
Government  of  Canada  to  accomodate 
the  commerce  of  St.  John.  Our  represen- 
tative in  the  Cabinet,  I  think,  pretty 
nearly  promised  that  it  should  be  the 
route ;  but  the  pressure  brought  to  bear 
by  Halifax,  the  Province  of  Nova  Sco- 
tia generally,  and,  it  was  said,  also  by 
the  British  Government  and  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  carried 
the  balance  in  favor  of  the  North  Shore 
road;  and  the  result  has  been  that  St 
John  from  that  time  until  now  has  never 
been  satisfied  with  the  North  Shore  road. 
For  these  reasons  we  are  to-day  anxious 
to  have  a  commercial  route,  believing 
that  the  city  of  St  John  is  so 
geographically  situated  as  to  become 
a  great  shipping  port  for  Canada  and 
the  west  during  the  winter  season,  pro- 
vided we  had  a  commercial  route  to 
carry  trade  to  that  port  One  hon.  gen- 
tleman stated  here  that  his  greatfear  was  that 
in  carrying  out  a  project  of  this  kind,  the 
trade  would  be  intercepted  by  the  city  of 
Portland,  or  the  city  of  Bangor,  in  the 
State  of  Maine.  We  are  not  afraid  of  the 
city  of  Portland,  because  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  at  present  terminates  at  that 
port.  As  for  the  city  of  Bangor,  we  are  not 
afraid  of  that  either,  because  it  is  closed 
with  ice  in  winter  season.  It  is  situated 
03 


on  a  river  that  is  frozen  over  as  early  as 
the  rivers  north  of  it,  hence  it  would  be  no 
object  to  ship  goods  to  Bangor  during  the 
winter,  because  they  could  noc  be  shipped 
from  that  port ;  they  would  have  to  come 
to  St  John,  and  the  great  object  is  to  get  a 
direct  route  to  the  port  of  St  John  where 
it  is  open  the  year  round.  I  feel  great 
regret  on  this  occasion,  that  I  have  some- 
what to  advocate  a  road  that  is  not  satis- 
factory to  the  city  of  Halifax.  I  regret 
this  the  more,  because  since  I  have  had 
the  honor  of  a  seat  in  this  House  I  have 
always  had  the  interests  of  Halifax  equally 
at  heart  with  those  of  the  city  of  St  Joha 
We  have  no  envy  or  desire  to  injure  Hali- 
fax ;  we  would  be  most  happy  that  Halifax 
should  have  her  fair  share  of  the  trade  of 
Canada ;  but  we  cannot  help  our  geogra- 
phical position  on  the  sea  coast  We  are 
nearer  Montreal  and  the  west  We  have 
an  open  port  the  year  round,  and  we  fear 
nothing,  provided  we  have  a  direct  com- 
mercial route  from  the  west.  That  com- 
mercial route  is  a  road  that  will  have  to 
pass  through  a  portion  of  the  United 
States  ;  it  will  have  to  be  a  company  road  ; 
it  will  have  to  be  operated  as  a  company 
road,  and  on  commercial  principles. 
Hon.  gentlemen  will  see  that  Halifax  has 
nothing  to  complain  of  Halifax  lo-day 
has  the  great  Intercolonial  Railway,  so 
has  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia,  and  so 
has  the  northern  portion  of  New  Brunswick ; 
and  as  for  the  city  of  Quebec,  I  do  not 
see  how  it  can  be  jealous  of  a  direct  line. 
I  do  not  see  how  they  can  suppose  that 
we  are  to  submit  a  second  time  to 
have  a  road  specially  built — after  building 
the  Intercolonial  Railway — for  the  useand 
benefit  of  Quebec  alone.  They  must  not 
be  too  selfish.  They  must  see  that,  after 
all,  trade,  like  water,  will  find  its  level,  and 
that  the  shortest  route  must  prevail,  and 
that  route,  by  looking  at  the  map,  is  not  a 
line  touching  at  Quebec  Starting  from 
Montreal,  and  taking  the  city  of  St  John 
as  an  objective  point,  it  will  be  seen  that 
no  line  can  be  projected  touching  at  Que- 
bec that  will  be  much  shorter  than  the 
Intercolonial  Railway.  If  you  want  a 
short  route  that  will  not  be  superseded,  a 
commercial  route,  you  must  select  the 
shortest ;  and  while  we  are  about  it,  let  us 
finish  it  as  speedily  as  possible,  and  give 
the  people  of  St.  John  something  that 
will  satisfy  them  that  they  did  not  come 
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into  Confederation  to  be  deprived  of  their 
commercial  and  geographical  rights  as  a 
shipping  port 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time  on  a  division. 

CHINESE  IMMIGRATION  BILL. 

THIRD  READING. 

Bill  (156),  "An  Act  to  restrict  and 
regulate  Chinese  immigration  into  Canada/' 
was  reported  from  Committee,  read  the 
third  time  and  passed  without  debate. 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  10  p.  m. 


THE  SENATK 

Ottawa,  Saturday y/ufy  18th,  1883. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  eleven 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THE    NORTH-WEST   REBELLION. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL  inquired— 
Whether  the  Oovernment  intends  to  cause  to 
be  made,  by  officers  competent  and  affording 
•every  desirable  guarantee  of  justice  and  of 
impartiality  as  well  in  respect  of  their  know- 
ledge and  character  as  in  respect  of  their 
feenngs  towards  the  interested  parties^  strict 
enquiries  and  thorough  investigations  to 
ascertain:—  ,     ,      ^.      ^ 

1.  What  are  the  true  causes,  whether  direct 
or  indirect,  of  the  rebellion  in  the  North- 
West?  ^        .  .       , 

2.  What  are  the  best  means  of  repairing  the 
harm  done  and  of  preventing  for  the  future 
«ny  repetition  of  the  same  disasters? 

3.  Whether  it  is  true  that  acts  of  barbarous 
atrocity,  such  as  the  fact  of  massacring 
wounded  after  the  battle,  of  burning  houses 
after  having  chased  women  and  children  out 
of  them,  of  destroying  provisions,  furniture, 
•clothing,  bedding  and  other  property  of  these 
unfortunates,  so  as  to  leave  them  without 
any  means  of  living,  and  other  acts  of  the 
same  nature,  have  been  committed  by  any  one, 
acting  under  suljection  to  the  (Government, 
or  acting  not  under  subjection  to  the  Gov^ 
-emment?  ,       e    ^     ^ 

4.  Whetiier  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Gov- 
•ernment,  if  it  ascertains  the  truth  of  these 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER. 


facts,  to  prosecute  the  perpetrators  of  these 
atrocitiesT 

He  said — ^This  inquiry  speaks  for  itself. 
I  think  it  is  very  important  that  the  causes 
of  the  trouble  should  be  investigated,  and 
the  facts  to  which  my  question  relates 
should  be  ascertained.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  in  a  future  session  those  &cts  will  give 
rise  to  some  questions,  andl  think  there  is 
no  doubt  that  it  is  in  the  interests  of  the 
public  and  of  the  Government  that  these 
inquiries  should  be  made.  I  did  not  ob- 
serve in  the  English  papers  any  reference 
to  the  subject  of  my  enquiry,  but  they 
have  been  mentioned  andcommented  upon 
very  widely  in  the  French  papers,  not  only 
in  the  province  of  Quebec,  but  in  the 
United  States,  and  I  think  it  is  in  the  pub- 
lic interest  that  the  allegations  should  be 
made  the  subject  of  an  enquiry.  Yester- 
day we  voted  with  great  pleasure  thanks  to 
our  volunteers,  and  I  am  happy  to  remind 
the  House  that  there  was  no  dissenting 
voice.  As  to  the  allegations  to  which  I 
refer  I  took  great  care  not  to  state  that  the 
deeds  referred  to  were  perpetrated  by  our 
volunteers,  because  I  hope,  if  anything  of 
the  kind  has  been  done,  it  has  not  been 
done  by  the  soldiery.  In  case  it  should 
happen  that  anyone  was  guilty  of  such 
crimes,  I  do  not  think  it  could  reflect  in 
any  way  on  our  volunteer  force.  It  would 
be  an  unfortunate  circumstance  if  it  were 
otherwise  ;  and  as  we  say  in  French,  "the 
exception  proves  the  rule,"  it  would  not 
damage  the  reputation  of  our  volunteers. 
If,  as  I  hope,  the  statements  are  either  un- 
true or  exaggerated,  then  it  is  necessary 
that  no  doubt  should  be  left  on  the  subject 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— No 
one  is  more  interested  in  ascertaining  the 
true  causes  of  the  rebellion  than  the  Gov- 
ernment, since  the  Government  have  been 
accused  very  roundly  of  being  themselves 
the  cause  of  it  We  have,  therefore,  the 
keenest  interest  in  endeavoring  to  ascer- 
tain what  the  origin  of  the  rebellion  was. 
But  I  cannot  say  now  what  course  the 
Government  will  pursue  in  respect  to  any 
inquiry  that  they  will  make ;  we  have  not 
yet  discussed  that  point  With  regard 
to  the  question  relating  to  the  alleged 
massacre  of  the  wounded  after  battle,  I 
do  not  know  whether  my  hon.  friend  has 
seen  the  telegram  which  was  read  in 
another  place  in  answer  to  a  "similar  in- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Chinese  [JULY  18, 1885]  ImmigratUm. 


1411 


quiiy  which  was  made  there.  The  tele- 
gram is  from  Major  General  Middleton, 
and  is  as  follows : — 

^In  answer  to  Toani  of  the  10th,  I  have  to 
say  that  Donald  Ross,  after  ehootine  Captain 
Frenchy  as  was  supposed,  was  shot  aead  a  few 
minutes  after.  I  saw  his  body  with  his 
daughter  sitting  beside  it,  and  I  have  heard 
since  that  the  priests  afterwards  buried  it. 
As  regards  Damase  Carriere  and  Vandal,  I 
neyer  heard  their  names.  I  was  riding  all 
over  the  field  until  late,  backwards  and 
forwards,  and  had  any  such  disgraceful  acts 
been  committed  I  must  have  seen  them.  I 
found  one  wounded  man  myself,  and  sent  for 
a  stretcher,  which  was  bronebt  in  by  some  of 
die  men.  The  man  was  taken  to  our  own 
hospital.  The  whole  statement  is  a  foul 
calumny.  I  repeat  again  that  the  conduct  of 
the  men  has  been  wonderfully  good.  We  had 
five  wounded  men  of  the  enemy  brought  into 
our  hospital,  all  carried  in  by  the  soldiers 
themselves.'' 

So  that  I  am  quite  convinced  that  the 
all^ations  will  prove  to  be  unfounded. 
My  hon.  friend  will  see,  as  to  the  principal 
portion  of  his  inquiry,  that  it  is  impossible 
for  the  Government  now  to  indicate  what 
course  they  will  pursue. 

PONTIAC  AND  PACIFIC  JUNC- 
TION RAILWAY. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL  moved— 
That  an  humble  address  be  presented  to 
His  Excellency  the  GoTemor-General ;  pray- 
ing that  His  Excellency  will  be  pleased  to 
cause  to  be  laid  hefore  this  House,  a  return 
showing  the  estimated  cost  per  mile  of  that 
rart  of  the  Pontiac  and  Pacific  Junction 
Railway  (or  which  subsides  have  actually  been 
paid  by  the  Federal  Government. 

He  said — I  have  already  moved  for 
some  papers  in  this  matter,  and  this 
address  will  be  only  to  complete  the 
documents  which  I  require. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
There  is  no  objection  to  the  address. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

CHINESE  IMMIGRATION. 

AN  EXPLANATION. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — Before  proceed- 
ing to  the  orders  of  the  day  I  wish  to 
explain  a  circumstance  which  occurred 


yesterday  when  the  Chinese  Immigration 
Bill  was  before  the  House.  I  had  given 
notice  that  I  would  oppose  it  at  the  third 
reading,  and  that  I  would  move  that  it  be 
read  the  third  time  three  months  hence. 
I  believe  I  ought  to  have  given  that  notice 
in  writing,  but  having  given  it  verbally,  and 
as  it  is  against  a  rule  of  the  House  that  a 
Bill  should  p2^  through  committee  and 
be  read  the  third  time  on  the  same  day,  I 
went  home,  and  did  not  know  the  Bill 
would  be  read  until  to  day,  I  am  very 
sorry  that  I  was  not  here  to  oppose  it,  be- 
cause I  think  such  legislation  is  a  disgrace 
to  humanity.  I  think  it  is  rolling  back 
civilization  from  the  end  to  the  beginning 
of  the  19th  century.  The  early  part  of 
this  century  did  away  with  the  Slave  trade, 
with  the  Test  Act,  and  gave  Catholic 
emancipation  and  abolished  slavery  in  the 
West  Indies  We  now  enact  a  law  which 
is  as  vile  as  any  of  those  to  the  repeal  of 
which  I  have  just  alluded,  and  I  think  it 
will  impress  an  indelible  disgrace  on  this 
House  and  on  the  Dominion.  (Order 
order). 

The  SPEAKER— The  hon  gentlemen 
cannot  reflect  on  the  action  of  the  House 
in  passing  the  bill 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— I  beg  to  withdraw 
the  remark,  but  I  am  afraid  outside  of  this 
House  that  is  what  will  be  said  of  it  The 
Bill  applies  not  only  to  British  Columbia, 
but  to  the  whole  Dominioa  When 
merchants  of  Bristol  objected  to  the  slave 
trade  being  done  away  with,  their  wishes 
were  not  respected  and  England  abolished 
slavery,  and  who  says  that  she  did  not  do 
right  ?  Those  who  favored  the  abolition 
of  slavery  were  told  that  the  proper  place 
for  the  negro  was  in  slavery.  But  the 
people  of  Great  Britain  did  not  believe  it 
and  the  world  has  decided  they  were  right, 
all  other  nations  having  followed  in  their 
wake.  I  feel  this  Bill  to  be  particularly  a 
disgrace  to  Nova  Scotia.  A  Chinese  could 
not  land  there  now  unless  by  the  payment 
of  $50 — he  could  not  land  in  Nova  Scotia 
whose  chief  boast  is  that  we  abolished 
slavery  within  our  colony  long  before  even 
Great  Britain  did.  When  cases  concerning 
slaves  came  before  the  courts  of  Nova 
Scotia  the  judges  refused  to  charge  the 
jury  in  favor  of  the  owner  of  the  slave,  and 
the  jury  refused  to  give  a  verdict  in  fovor 
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of  the  owner.  Catholic  emancipation  was 
granted  in  Nova  Scotia  and  in  Cape  Breton 
long  before  it  was  taken  up  in  the  Mother 
Country,  and  Roman  Catholics  were 
admitted  to  the  House  without  taking  the 
oath,  and  yet,  after  all  that,  you  say  that 
no  Mongolian  can  enter  the  harbor  of 
Halifax.  I  say  that  this  House  has  done 
an  injury  to  Nova  Scotia,  and  I  am  only 
sorry  that  I  was  not  here  to  vote  against 
the  Bill  even  if  my  vote  were  the  only  one 
recorded  in  opposition  to  it. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— No 
doubt  if  the  hon.  member  had  been  here 
and  had  an  opportunity  of  making  his 
speech  it  would  have  relieved  his  pwn  feel- 
ings and  he  would  have  felt  that  he  had 
done  his  duty,  but  it  would  not  have  al- 
tered the  result. 

Hon.  Mil  ALMON — I  do  not  know 
about  that. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Then 
the  hoa  gentleman  is  quite  mistaken  in 
supposing  that  there  was  any  irregularity 
in  reporting  the  bill  from  committee  and 
reading  it  the  third  time  on  the  same  day. 
It  was  reported  from  the  committee  with- 
out amendment,  and  it  was  quite  in  order 
to  read  the  bill  the  third  time.  The  rule 
of  the  House  is  that  a  bill  cannot  take  two 
stages  in  the  one  day  :  that  is,  have  two 
readings,  but  there  is  no  reason  why  the 
House  should  not  receive  the  report  of  a 
committee  and,  if  there  is  no  amendment, 
read  the  bill  the  third  time  at  the  same 
sitting — ^in  fact  it  is  the  usual  practice. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— 
Supposing  it  had  been  done  against  the 
rules,  what  would  have  been  the  result  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  — 
There  would  have  been  no  result.  It 
would  have  gone  back  to  the  other  House 
The  objection  should  have  been  taken  at 
the  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— I 
am  not  referring  to  this  case  particularly. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
hon.  gentleman  asks  whether  if  the  real 
point  was  a  bill  being  read  twice  the  same 
day  and  any  objection  were  taken  to  it 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON. 


afterwards  anything  could  be  done? 
Nothing  could  be  done.  If  any  person 
had  taken  the  point  of  order  and  it  had 
been  referred  to  the  Speaker,  then  the 
Speaker  would  have  said  "The  bill  cannot 
take  two  readings  on  the  same  day^,  and 
whoever  had  charge  of  the  bill  might  pos- 
ibly  have  moved  to  suspend  the  rule. 
Objection  might  then  be  taken  to  that  on 
the  ground  that  you  cannot  suspend  the 
rule  without  notice. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— 
But  if  it  had  been  passed  over? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— No- 
thing could  have  been  done  if  the  House 
chose  to  pass  over  the  rule. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— 
Suppose  a  Bill  passes  its  second  reading 
and  the  promoter  proposes  the  third 
reading,  and  some  member  rises  and  says 
that  the  rule  ought  to  be  followed,  and 
two  readings  cannot  take  place  on  the 
same  day,  and  notwithstanding  that,  the 
majority  say  it  must  be  done — is  not  that 
contrary  to  the  rule  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Yes. 

The  SPEAKER— The  action  of  the 
House  would  be  final.  This  is  the  high- 
est court  in  the  land  and  there  can  be  no 
appeal  from  it  in  consequence  of  any 
technicality. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  House  can 
suspend  its  own  rules  whenever  it  likes. 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  CRIMINAL 

JUSTICE  IN  DISPUTED  TER- 

RITORY  BILL 

FIRST,  SECOND   AND  THIRD   READINGS. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House 
of  Commons  to  acquaint  the  Senate  that 
they  had  passed  Bill  (165),  "An  Act  to 
continue  for  a  limited  time  the  Act  therein 
mentioned." 

The  Bill  was  read  the  first  time. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
that  rule  41  be  suspended  so  far  as  idates 
to  this  Bill 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
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Hon  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELU-This 
Bill  is  for  the  purpose  of  continuing  the 
criminal  laws  in  force  in  what  is  called 
"the  disputed  territory,"  between  Ontario 
and  Manitoba,  for  another  year.  The 
decision  of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council,  although  substantially  de- 
termining the  boundary,  has  not  yet 
received  the  force  of  law  by  legislation  in 
Great  Britain.  Until  it  has  received  the 
force  of  law  it  is  necessary  for  the  public 
safety  to  keep  the  criminal  law  in  force  as 
it  stands  now  for  the  reP7ainder  of  the 
year.  I  move  that  the  Bill  be  read  the 
second  time  at  length  at  the  table. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  and  third  times  and 


THE  SUPPLY  BILL. 

FIRST,  SECOND  AND  THIRD  READINGS. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House 
of  Commons  to  acquaint  the  Senate  that 
they  had  passed  Bill  (163),  "An  Act  for 
granting  to  Her  Majesty  certain  sums  of 
money  for  defraying  certain  expenses  of 
the  public  service  for  the  financial  years 
ending  respectively  the  30th  June  1885, 
and  the  30th  June  1886,  and  for  other 
purposes  relating  to  the  public  service. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  first  time. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
that  rule  41  be  suspended  so  far  as  it 
relates  to  this  Bill. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^My 
hon.  friend  opposite  (Mr.  DeBoucherville) 
desired  me  to  explain  the  whole  Bill,  and  I 
shook  my  head  because  the  task  is  im- 
possible. It  strikes  me,  however,  that  I 
may  explain  it  in  a  very  few  words.  I 
may  say  these  are  the  supplies  voted  by 
Her  Majesty's  Commons.  I  move  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  was  going  to 
say  that  the  hon.  gentleman  might  make 
the  same  motion  for  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill  which  has  just  been  passed, 
that  it  be  read  at  length  at  the  table. 
The  Minister  might  be  kind  enough  to 


tell  us  how  many  millions  the  Bill  comes 
to. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I  do 
not  know. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  I  think  is  a 
regrettable  confession. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^It  is 
not  my  province,  you  know. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  and  third  times  and 
passed. 

THE  CONTINGENT  ACCOUNTS  OF 
THE  SENATE. 

SECOND  REPORT  OF  THE  COMMITTEE. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN  moved  the 
adoption  of  the  second  report  of  the 
Select  Committee  on  the  Contingent 
Accounts  of  the  Senate.  He  said:  I 
may  say  that  the  report  of  the  Contingent 
Committee  deals  with  the  expenditures  for 
the  past  year  and  also  the  purchase  of 
stationery  for  the  present  year,  and  allows 
the  Assistant  Accountant  $100  extra  this 
year  for  extra  work  he  performed.  With 
the  exception  of  those  changes  there  is 
nothing  different  from  the  previous  years. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— I  wish  to  say  a 
word  or  two  in  regard  to  the  contingent 
accounts,  and  that  is  with  reference  to  the 
stationery.  I  have  often  complained  about 
the  supply  of  stationery  which  is  given  to 
members  in  the  boxes  which  are  distri- 
buted in  the  beginning  of  the  session. 
This  year  the  ingenuity  of  the  purveyor, 
or  whoever  supplied  the  stationery,  seems 
to  have  been  taxed  to  the  utmost  to  give 
us  exactly  the  kind  of  stationery  that  no- 
body cares  about  using — paper  of  various 
colors  and  patterns  which,  I  think,  at  our 
time  of  life,  we  can  dispense  with.  It 
may,  perhaps,  answer  for  the  amatory 
members  of  the  House  of  Commons,  or 
for  valentines,  or  for  purposes  of  that 
kind ;  but  for  honest,  sober,  business  cor- 
respondence, I  think  it  is  objectionable^ 
and,  undoubtedly,  it  is  more  expensive  than 
plain  white  paper.  I  am  content  with 
white  paper,  and  I  trust  that  in  making 
up  the  supply  next  year  attention  will  be 
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paid  to  the  fact  that  the  very  heavy  paper 
which  is  used,  and  a  good  deal  of  that 
which  is  used  for  ordinary  distribution,  is 
very  much  more  expensive  than  the  lighter 
paper  which  would  answer  a  better  pur- 
pose. That  heavy  paper  subjects  us, 
when  we  have  to  pay  postage,  to  double 
postage  for  two  sheets,  and  it  increases  the 
expense  for  paper  in  a  very  large  propor- 
tion as  the  weight  is  increased  Some  at- 
tention to  matters  of  that  kind,  as  well  as 
to  the  fact  that  a  great  many  of  those 
things  that  are  put  in  our  boxes  are  of  no 
use  to  anybody,  might  bring  about  a  bet- 
ter state  of  affairs.  I  bring  my  box  back 
after  receiving  it,  and  tumble  out  three- 
fourths  of  the  stuff  that  is  in  it  and  ask 
them  to  give  me  plain  paper  in  its  place. 
Certainly  our  stationery  supplies  are  very 
far  inferior,  for  the  convenience  of  mem- 
bers, to  those  given  to  members  of  the 
House  of  Commons. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Niagara  will  be  glad  to  know 
that  the  paper  of  various  hues  which  does 
not  meet  his  views  does  not  cost  as  much 
as  that  of  former  years.  A  further  change 
that  he  has  suggested  in  the  character  of 
the  paper  has  been  recommended  by  the 
Committee  of  the  present  year,  and  paper 
of  a  more  useful  character  wilU  be  distri- 
buted in  future.  I  do  not,  however,  rise 
for  the  purpose  of  dealing  with  what  has 
fallen  from  the  hon.  gentleman,  but  I  wish 
to  make  a  remark  on  one  paragraph  in 
the  report,  which  is  as  follows  : — 

Tour  Committee  recommend  that  Frederick 
Merriti,  Robert  Graburn  and  Alphonse 
Dahamel,  pa^i^ee  employed  by  your  Honorable 
House,  be  notified  that  their  services  will  not 
be  required  at  the  next  Session  of  Parliament, 
on  account  of  their  having  outgrown  the 
position. 

I  simply  wbh  to  emphasize  the  fact 
that  the  Committee  do  not  wish  at  all  that 
their  report  should  be  understood  as 
reflecting  in  any  way  on  the  pages  named ; 
on  the  contrary,  I  think  that  every  mem- 
ber of  the  Committee  was  perfectly 
satisfied  with  the  conduct  of  those  boys, 
and  that  it  is  the  feeling  of  the  Committee, 
as  it  will  be  of  the  House,  that  any  re- 
commendation that  can  be  given  on 
behalf  of  the  House  that  will  be  of  any 
service  to  these  boys  going  into  other 
walks  of  life,  the  clerk  shall  be  authorized 

Hon.  Mr,  PLUMB. 


to  give,  in  the  shape  of  a  certificate  of 
character  to  those  lads.  The  Committee 
felt  that  those  pages  had  outgrown  their 
position,  and  that  it  woukl  b^  un£aur  to 
themselves  to  keep  them  any  longer  in  the 
service  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
CUSTOMS  AND  EXCISE  BILL. 

SECOND  AND  THIRD  READINGS. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (157),  ''An 
Act  to  amend  the  several  Acts  relating  to 
duties  of  customs  and  excise"  He  said — 
This  is  a  Bill  altering  the  tariff  to  some 
extent.  It  looks  more  formidable  than  it 
really  is.  The  alterations  are  not  so 
serious  as  the  Bill  of  four  or  five  pages, 
which  thb  measure  contains,  would 
indicate.  The  principal  one,  I  think,  is 
increasing  the  duty  on  whiskey,  and  that 
will  be  satisfactory  to  many  hon.  gentle- 
men in  this  House.  There  is  a  corre- 
sponding increase  on  excise  There  is 
also  an  increase  on  tobacca  The  princi- 
pal increase  is  on  those  two  luxuries,  if  I 
may  be  allowed  to  call  them  sa  With 
some  little  experience  in  this  House  I 
have  never  thought  it  wise  on  the  part  of 
a  Minister  charged  with  the  duty  I  am 
now  performing,  to  enter  into  a  discussion 
on  the  tariff 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
Bill  was  read  the  second  and  third  time 
under  the  suspension  of  the  41st  rule. 

SUPERANNUATION  AND  TRAVEL- 
LING ALLOWANCE  OF  CER- 
TAIN  JUDGES  BILL. 

SECOND  AND  THIRD  READINGS. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading ot  Bill (161),  "An  Act 
to  amend  the  Act  forty-sixth  Victoria, 
chapter  nine,  intituled  'An  Act  to  provide 
for  the  salaries  and  superannuation  and 
travelling  allowances  of  certain  Judges  of 
certain  Provincial  Courts.* " 

He  said — This  is  a  Bill  to  give  an  ad- 
ditional thousand  dollars  to  a  judge  of  the 
Superior  Court  of  Quebec  who  may  be 
sitting  in  Montreal  and  presiding  over  the 
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Court  there;  as  the  Chief  Justice  resides 
in  Quebec,  or  tnce  versa,  Hoa  gentlemen 
who  come  from  Ontario  will  remember 
that  we  had  in  this  Province  several  Chief 
Justices  presiding  over  different  courts — 
three  or  four  of  them,  I  think.  In  Lower 
Canada  at  thb  moment  they  have  two, 
and  by  their  practice  there  the  business 
of  the  court,  where  the  Chief  Justice  does 
notresidein  the  town,  ispresidedover  bythe 
Senior  Puisne  judge,  and,  in  fact,  in 
Montreal  where  the  Chief  Justice  has  not 
resided  in  the  time  of  Mr.  Meredith,  the 
late  Chief  Justice  or  the  present  Chief 
Justice,  the  business  is  presided  over  by 
Mr.  Justice  Johnston.  It  entails  a  large 
additional  amount  of  labor  upon  him.  He 
has  to  discharge  the  duties  of  the  Chief 
Justice  when  the  Chief  is  not  present,  and 
therefore  I  think  the  increase  is  fairly  due 
to  the  gentleman  who  discharges  those 
duties. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  and  third  times  under 
suspension  of  the  41st  rule. 

RAILWAY  SUBSIDIES  BILL. 

THIRD  READING. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (158),  "An 
Act  to  authorize  the  granting  of  further 
subsidies  to  and  making  further  provision 
for  the  construction  and  efficient  opera- 
tion of  the  railways  therein  described." 

In  the  Committee,  on  the  2nd  sub- 
section of  the  first  clause, 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL  moved  that  the 
sub-section  be  struck  out. 

Hon.  Sir  AL'EX.  CAMPBELL— The 
Bill  is  a  money  bill  and  I  think  we  must 
take  or  reject  it  as  a  whole.  That  is  the 
ordinary  rule,  and  a  rule  on  which  the 
House  of  Commons  will  insist,  as  on  a 
previous  occasion. 

The  motion  was  declared  lost  on  a 
division. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE  moved  to 
amend  the  ist  clause  by  adding,  as  a  3rd 
sub-section : 


"The  above  second  sub-section  shall  be 
suspended  until  after  a  thorough  survey  of 
the  road  mentioned  therein  shall  have  beoi 
made  and  submitted  to  Parliament.'' 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— It 
seems  to  me  by  this  amendment  we  are  to 
give  subsidies  for  other  railways.  We 
have  not  the  right  to  propose  in  this 
House  that  money  shall  be  granted  to 
railways ;  such  grant  must  be  initiated  in 
the  other  House. 

The  amendment  was  declared  lost  on  a 
division. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  moved,  in  amend- 
ment,— 

To  Ptrike  out  the  words  from  <'o?a"  m  the 
36th  line,  to  "Salisbury''  in  the  38th  line  and 
insert  instead  the  following :  <<  Salisbury, 
Fredericton  and  such  points  between  Fred- 
ericton  and  Montreal  as  may  be  determined 
by  Parliament,  after  surveys  sufficient  to 
indicate  with  certainty  the  shortest  and  best 
practicable  route  for  the  said  line  of  railway." 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— We 
have  not  the  power  to  make  any  amend- 
ment to  this  Bill 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  we  have, 
because  we  very  frequently  make  amend- 
ments in  bills  that  relate  to  the  expendi* 
ture  of  public  money  as  long  as  the  amend- 
ment does  not  affect  the  sum  ot  money 
expended,  or  alter  the  work  that  has  to  be 
done.  The  Minister  of  Justice  will  see 
that  the  amendment  does  not  affect  the 
amount  of  money  to  be  expended  or  the 
work  that  is  to  be  done. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^-The 
amendment  is  out  of  order.  It  changes 
the  character  of  the  expenditure  and 
limits  it,  and  says  how  it  is  to  be  done ; 
and  these  are  prerogatives  ot  the  House 
of  Commons. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  is  simply  pro- 
tecting a  certain  section  of  the  country, 
and  I  think  it  is  straining  the  rule  a  good 
deal  to  make  it  apply  to  that  amend- 
ment 

The  amendment  was  declared  lost  on  a 
division. 
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On  the  3rd  clause, 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— I 
wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  a  point  that  seems  to  me  to  be 
very  important.  By  this  3rd  clause  the 
act  of  last  year  is  changed.  Last  year  an 
alternative  was  provided  that  the  Pacific 
Railway  Company  might  either  buy  the 
North  Shore  road  from  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  Company  or  build  a  new  line. 
By  this  clause  of  the  bill  there  is  added  a 
provision  that  the  Government  may  buy 
the  road,  and  rent  it  to  the  Pacific  Rail- 
way Company.     Is  that  not  correct  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^Yes, 
that  is  correct. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— 
The  hon.  gentleman  must  not  forget  that 
when  the  Syndicate  obtained,  by  some 
means,  the  control  of  the  road  which  be- 
longed to  the  Government  of  Quebec,  they 
also  got  the  right  to  issue  debentures  to 
the  amount  of  $25,000  a  mile  on  the  road. 
They  then  made  an  arrangement  with  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  by  which  that 
company  guaranteed  the  interest  on 
those  debentures,  which  amounted  to 
$1,225,000.  Those  debentures  have 
not  reached  par,  but  they  have 
been  taken  as  seciurity,  and  money  has 
been  loaned  upon  them.  Now  if  the 
Government  buy  this  road,  the  holders  of 
those  debentures  will  be  in  this  position : 
they  will  have  the  right  to  say  that  the 
Federal  Government  is  bound  to  pay 
them  the  interest,  and  those  debentures 
will  immediately  have  a  par  value.  If  it 
is  shown,  however,  that  the  sale  of  this 
road  was  made  under — I  do  not  like  to 
use  too  strong  an  expression — ^but  was 
made  under  circumstances  which  may 
bring  about  a  cancellation  of  the  contract, 
the  Federal  Government  will  be  obliged 
to  buy  those  debentures ;  I  therefore  call 
the  attention  of  the  Government  to  the 
fact  that  they  may  be  in  great  danger,  be- 
cause the  Local  Government  has  appoin- 
ted Judge  Routhier  of  Quebec  as  com- 
missioner to  inquire  into  all  the  circum- 
stances connected  with  the  sale  of  this 
road  Supposing  Judge  Routhier  should 
report  that  fraudulent  means  have  been 
used  in  connection  with  the  purchase  and 
sale  of  the  road,  this  contract  may  be  can- 


celled, and  the  Local  Government  would 
have  the  right  to  any  surplus  if  the  road 
was  sold  again.  I  call  the  attention  <^ 
the  Government  to  this  fact  to  put  them 
on  their  guard,  that  if  they  should  buy  the 
road  they  may  be  obliged  to  pay  twice 
for  it,  as  the  Local  Government  may  have 
a  claim  on  it  afterwards. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^-I  am 
obliged  to  my  hon.  firiend  for  the  informa- 
tion he  has  given  us.  Of  course  it  is 
necessary  in  a  large  and  important  trans- 
action like  thk  to  proceed  very  carefully, 
and  the  Government  will  be  more  on  the 
alert  t>ecause  of  the  information  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  given.  I  believe  we  are  in 
a  safer  position  since  we  have  the  liberty 
of  acquiring  those  debentures  at  their  pre- 
sent market  value 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— 
But  the  moral  effect  will  be  this:  The 
Federal  Government,  having  bought  the 
road,  the  debentures  will  undoubtedly  in- 
crease in  value. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— But 
if  the  Government  have  made  arrang- 
ments  by  which  they  may  acquire  those 
debentures  at  their  present  value  there 
will  be  no  danger. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEBOUCHERVILLE— As 
I  am  informed  the  debentures  have  been 
pledged  as  security,  and  money  has  been 
borrowed  on  them. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
cannot  explain  myself  as  frankly  as  I  would 
like  to  do )  but  I  will  suppose  a  case. 
Supposing  the  debentures  are  in  the  hands 
of  a  monetary  institution  which  holds  a 
claim  against  them,  and  the  Government 
acquire  the  right  to  get  hold  of  those  de- 
bentures by  paying  the  amount  for  which 
they  are  held  as  seciu-ity  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEI^The  road  was 
acquired  by  a  syndicate ;  then  it  was  re- 
sold by  the  syndicate  to  certain  persons 
who  are  supposed  to  represent  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway,  and  they  got  for  it  one 
and  a  quarter  millions  of  dollars  more 
than  they  paid  for  it,  or  undertook  to  pay 
for  it,  to  the  province  of  Quebec  In  the 
case  suggested  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
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Montarville,  that  by  reason  of  fraud  the 
contract  of  sale  should  be  set  aside,  then 
the  position  of  the  Federal  Government 
would  be  this,  they  would  have  paid  one 
and  a  quarter  million  for  the  debentures 
and  by  the  judgment  of  the  court  it  would 
be  adjudged  the  railway  should  go  back  to 
the  province  of  Quebec,  so  that  the  Gov- 
ernment would  lose  any  right  of  property 
in  the  railway,  and  would  have  no  means 
of  recovering  the  money  paid  for  those  de- 
bentures which  would  represent  the  profit  of 
the  syndicate  who  had  acquired  the  rail- 
way from  the  province  of  Quebec  and 
re-sold  it  to  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
Companyatone  millionanda  quarterprofit 

Hon.  Mr-  SCOTT— Perhaps  my  hon. 
friend  would  give,  in  general  terms,  the 
amount  which  those  debentures  are 
pledged  for ;  it  would  simplify  the  matter. 
Are  they  pledged  to  the  extent  of  50 
cents  on  the  dollar  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI.— I 
would  not  like  to  state.  The  Govern- 
ment will  have,  or  may  have,  the  op- 
portunity of  acquiring  those  debentures  at 
what  they  are  worth  in  the  market,  and  not 
at  their  face  value.  I  cannot  go  any 
closer  than  that.  I  said  with  reference  to 
the  rest  of  it  that  we  have  to  proceed 
carefully  and  get  a  good  title,  and  with 
the  knowledge  that  there  is  a  commission 
inquiring  into  the  legality  of  its  present 
position,  we  will  have  to  go  very  care- 
fully. As  to  the  second  part  of  the 
objection  raised,  the  Government  have 
secured  the  right  to  acquire  those 
debentures  at  their  actual  value. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— 
The  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company 
would  not  lose  anything  if  the  result  of 
the  inquiry  that  is  being  made  by  the 
Quebec  Government  was  to  annul  the 
same  ;  because  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  has  merely  promised  to  guaran- 
tee the  interest  on  those  debentures. 
It  has  not  taken  the  debentures  \  it  has 
been  guaranteed  by  the  law.  Then,  if 
that  sale  was  declared  null  and  void,  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  would  not  be  ob- 
liged to  pay  the  interest  The  danger 
would  be  for  the  Government  to  put  itself 
in  this  position :  that  people  acting  in 
England  would  take  those  debentures. 


Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^We 
guard  against  that;  there  are  none  of 
them  in  England. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ,  from  the  committee, 
reported  the  Bill  without  amendment 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  third  reading  of  the  Bill 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  moved,  in  amend- 
ment— 

That  the  said  Bill  be  not  now  read  a  third 
time,  but  that  it  be  amended  as  follows : — 

To  strike  out  the  words  from  **  via,"  in  the 
36th  liDe,  to  *'  Salisbury,^  in  the  38th  line, 
and  insert  instead  the  following::  '*  Salisbury, 
Fredericton  and  such  points  oetween  Fred- 
ericton  and  Montreal  as  may  be  determined 
by  Parliament  after  surveys  suflScient  to  in- 
dicate with  certain ty  the  shortest  and  best 
practicable  route  for  the  said  line  of  railway.^ 

He  said :  The  effect  of  that  would  be 
simply  to  allow  the  Government  an  oppor- 
tunity, if,  upon  making  surveys,  they  find 
the  route  indicated  in  this  Bill  is  not  the 
best  one,  to  select  a  better  one. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— It  seems  to 
me  that  it'  is  voting  money  for  a  new 
object  It  is  asking  that  the  money  be 
devoted  to  a  different  purpose  from  that 
contemplated  in  the  Bill  Otherwise,  I 
am  in  favor  of  the  amendment  I  did 
not  speak  on  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill,  because  I  thought  some  of  my 
remarks  on  a  Bill  which  had  come  up 
previous  to  that  were  still  fresh  in  the 
minds  of  hon.  gentlemen.  Therefore,  I 
abstained  from  speaking  on  the  Bill,  and 
even  now  I  shall  not  dwell  upon  it  to  any 
extent  I  am  opposed  to  that  line  of 
railway,  because  when  you  go  southwards 
30  miles  to  Sherbrooke,  you  actually  go 
south  for  30  miles,  as  far  as  Nova  Scotia 
is  concerned,  you  have  to  go  nearly  50 
miles  north  again — that  is,  80  miles  at 
least  added  to  that  line.  Then,  the 
line  is  zigzag.  Some  one  said  this  line 
must  be  shorter  than  any  other  because  it 
is  the  base  of  a  triangle,  and  any  two 
sides  of  a  triangle  are  greater  than  the 
third  side.  Although  such  a  proposition 
is  an  axiom  which  is  never  disputed,  it  is 
incorrect  in  this  instance,  because  the  base 
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is  a  curve  and  fall  of  zigzags,  and  there- 
fore not  the  base  of  a  triangle  as  described. 
I  regret  that  this  line  has  been  adopted, 
especially  from  the  surveys  we  have  had. 
I  cannot,  myself,  form  an  opinion  as  to 
the  shortest  line,  but  when  you  find  such 
an  eminent  engineer  as  Mr.  Shanly  saying 
that  he  cannot  decide  which  is  the  short- 
est line  on  the  information  before  the 
country,  certainly  there  must  be  some 
doubt  as  to  where  the  best  practical  line 
is  to  be  had. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
submit  that  this  proposed  amendment  is 
out  of  order.  It  is  out  of  order  in  two 
respects :  it  not  only  proposes  to  alter  a 
provision  which  has  come  from  the  House 
of  Commons  with  reference  to  the  ex- 
penditure  of  money,  but  it  proposes  to 
make  a  new  grant  to  another  road,  be- 
cause it  is  substantially  another  road. 
Even  if  that  were  proposed  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  it  could  not  have  originated 
except  by  resolution,  and  if  it  would  have 
to  go  back  to  the  beginning  of  the  pro 
ceedings  in  order  to  be  introduced  in  that 
House,  much  less  can  it  be  introduced  in 
this  House.  The  case  I  am  about  to  cite 
to  the  House  is  much  in  point,  and  it 
seems  to  me  to  dispose  of  this  completely, 
even  if  it  were  much  nearer  to  the  rule 
than  it  really  is.  The  case  which  I  men- 
tion is  described  in  May  in  these  words : — 

**  So  strictly  is  the  principle  observed  in  all 
matters  affecting  the  pubiio  revenues,  that 
where  certain  payments  have  been  directed 
by  a  Bill  to  be  made  into  and  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund,  the  Commons  have  refused 
to  permit  the  Lords  to  insert  a  clause  provid- 
ing that  such  payments  should  be  made  under 
the  same  regulations  as  were  applicable  by 
law  to  other  similar  payments." 

Showing  that  the  House  of  Commons 
assert  the  exclusive  jurisdiction  to  deal 
with  money  and  how  it  shall  be  expended. 
They  say  in  this  Bill  that  the  money  shall 
be  expended  between  such  and  such  a 
place,  and  the  amendment  says  that  that 
shall  not  be  done. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Oh,  no. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— It 
does,  because  it  says  the  payment  shall 
not  be  made  on  the  line  between  such  and 
such  a  point 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Na 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX  CAMPBELI^— It 
provides  that  if  after  a  survey  it  should  be 
found  the  shortest  line.  There  is  anotiicr 
objection  :  it  is  not  proposed  to  give  it  to 
any  company ;  it  is  proposed  to  be  held 
in  air  until  a  survey  is  made  by  an  engin- 
eer so  that  in  every  respect  it  is  out  of 
order,  and  I  ask  if  the  House  will  saiKrtion 
it,  that  His  Honor  the  Speaker  decide  the 
point 

The  SPEAKER— I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  amendment  is  out  of  order  for 
the  reasons  stated  by  the  Minister  of 
Justice,  and  which  I  need  not  repeat 
The  amendment  strikes  at  the  vital  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  I  shall  just  read,  in 
addition  to  the  authority  cited  by  the 
Minister,  a  paragraph  from  the  latest  work 
we  have  on  Parliamentary  practice — 
Bourinot : — 

^*  The  constitutional  privileges  of  the  Com- 
mons in  this  particular  are  now  tacitly 
acknowledged  by  the  Senate  never  attempting 
to  amend  tne  Supply  BiU.  If  any  alteration 
is  now  made  in  a  money  or  taxation  Bill  in 
the  House  of  Lords,  it  is  only  of  a  verbal  and 
unimportant  character;  but  even  such  an 
alteration  is  of  very  unusual  occurrence,  and 
so  jealous  are  the  Commons  of  even  an  w^ 
pearance  of  an  infringement  of  their  p;ivi- 
leges,  that  they  9^111  make  a  special  entry  ot 
their  reasons  for  accepting  such  amendments." 

I  think  the  motion  is  out  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— I  shall  now 
move  the  amendment  of  which  I  gave 
notice — to  strike  out  subsection  2  of  sec- 
tion I.  I  may  observe  that  the  amend- 
ment which  I  propose  differs  essentially 
in  its  character  from  the  one  which  has 
been  disposed  of  by  his  honor  the  Speaker. 
It  is  true  that  this  is  a  clause  which  at  first 
sight  might  be  considered  one  of  theclau* 
ses  of  a  money  bill  It  is  in  fact  a  clause 
which  is  entirely  independent  of  the  other 
sections  and  it  is  accidental — ^this  is  the 
point  to  which  I  wish  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House,  and  especially  of  the 
Speaker —it  is  only  accidental  and  refers 
to  a  matter  which  might  form  in  itself  a 
separate  bill.  If  I  understand  the  doc- 
trine it  is  this:  the  Senate  has  no  right  to 
amend  a  money  bill ;  it  has  a  rig^t  to  le- 
jfect  a  money  bill  Supposing  instead 
of  having  put  three,  four,   five  and  six 
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money  grants  on  the  same  sheet  of  paper 
the  Government  had  presented  them  sepa 
rately,  then  it  would  be  evident  that  the 
Senate  would  have  the  right  to  reject  any 
of  those  bills.  Would  the  Senate  lose  its 
right  by  the  accident  of  coupling  them 
together  or  by  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  putting  the  subjects  of  those  diffe- 
rent bills  into  one — ^that  is,  on  a  single 
piece  of  paper  which  might  deprive  Uie 
Senate  of  its  right  ?  I  do  not  think  it 
What  I  propose  is  to  strike  out  the  whole 
money  grant  of  that  railway  and  then  it 
amounts  to  the  rejection  of  the  whole  bill 
which  would  be  proposed  to  give  a  money 
grant  to  this  company.  That  is  not  con- 
trary to  the  doctrine  which  has  been  men- 
tioned by  the  Speaker.  I  respectfully 
•uggest  that  my  amendment  is  in  order. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^I 
think  that  this  motion  is  also  out  of  order. 
The  provision  is  one  that  is  covered  by 
the  language  of  the  first  clause.  The  first 
clause  is  the  language  of  the  grant : — that 
the  Govemor-in-Council  may  grant  the 
subsidies  hereinafter  granted.  To  strike 
out  one  limb  of  the  grant  is  as  much  an 
alteration  of  the  bill  as  the  amendment 
which  the  hon.  member  from 
Halifax  proposed  a  moment  ago. 
He  proposed,  not  to  strike  out  the  whole 
limb  of  the  grant,  but  a  portion  of  a 
limb  and  to  change  the  application  of  the 
money  if  the  engineer  should  so  report 
This  amendment  proposes,  not  to  take 
out  a  part  of  a  limb,  but  to  take  out  the 
whole  limb  and,  therefore,  to  alter  to  a 
still  larger  extent  the  provision  of  the  bill 
itself.  The  proposition  is  that  all  the 
provisions  of  this  grant  contained  in  the 
first  section  for  the  purpose  of  making  a 
short  line  railway  be  stricken  out  Of 
course  that  is  an  alteration  in  the  bill  and 
defeats  the  object  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  giving  their  sanction  to  this 
measure  and  in  making  the  grant — one 
grant  for  all  the  purposes  mentioned  in 
the  first  and  second  sub-section — ^and  if 
you  strike  out  that  sub-seaion  you  strike 
out  one  of  the  material  objects  the  House 
of  Commons  had  in  view  in  making  the 
grant. 

Hon.  Mr.  DbBOUCHERVILLE— It 
teems  to  me  that  the  reasons  given  by  the 
hon.   gentleman   from    DeSalabeny    are 


good  and  logical,  but  the  &cts  are  against 
him.  In  the  Australian  Assembly  they 
tacked  to  the  Subsidy  Bill  a  clause  to  pay 
certain  employ^.  The  Legislative  Coun- 
cil  had  no  option  but  to  reject  the  whole 
bill.  If  my  hon.  friend's  reasoning  were 
sound,  the  action  of  the  Legislative  Coun- 
cil would  have  been  sustained  in  that  in- 
stance, but  when  the  case  was  carried  to 
England  it  was  decided  otherwise.  It 
was  the  subject  of  a  long  correspondence, 
and  the  result  was  to  show  that  the  Upper 
House  had  no  power  to  amend ;  it  could 
only  accept  or  reject  the  Bill  as  a 
whole. 

The  SPEAKER— I  must  say  that  the 
same  process  of  reasoning  which  the  hon. 
member  for  DeSalaberry  has  just  now  pre- 
sented to  the  House  has  been  revolving 
in  my  own  mind,  and  that  I  entertained 
some  doubt  as  to  whether  the  House 
might  not  have  the  power  of  striking  out 
an  independent  section  of  a  bill  which,  of 
itself,  might  have  constituted  a  separate 
and  independent  bill,  and  which  would 
leave  the  bill,  after  it  was  struck  out,  a 
perfect  bill  with  regard  to  the  subjects 
which  it  controls  ;  and  a  further  rea* 
son  why  my  mind  was  some- 
what  in  doubt  on  that  point  was 
that  the  Government  by  a  system  of 
tacking  on,  which  has  been  alluded  to, 
might  introduce  and  pass  an  obnoxious 
grant  through  Parliament  in  connection 
with  one  that  had  the  general  support  of 
Parliament  But  on  mature  reflection  I 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  arrived  at 
by  the  hon.  member  from  Montarville.  I 
consider  this  is  a  money  bill  which  you 
cannot  alter,  and  if  it  contains  any 
obnoxious  feature  the  only  means  by 
which  this  House  can  assert  its  right  to 
deal  with  such  a  feature  is  by  rejecting 
the  Bill  as  a  whole. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— I  move  in 
amendment : — 

That  the  Bill  be  reoommitted  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  for  the  purpose  of 
amendiDg  the  same  by  adding  at  the  end  of 
the  eecond  sub'section  of  the  first  section  : — 

"The  above  second  sub-section  shall  be 
suspended  until  afler  a  thorough  survey;  of 
the  road  mentioned  in  the  second  subsection 
shall  have  been  made  and  put  before 
ParliatDent" 
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Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— That 
is  open  to  the  same  obiection. 

The  SPEAKER— Yes,  I  consider  it 
also  open  to  the  same  objection,  and  is 
not  in  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  moved  in  amend- 
ment : — 

''That  the  said  Bill  be  not  now  read  a  third 
time,  but  that  it  be  recommitted  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  for  the  purpose  of 
adding  the  following  sub-clause  to  the  first 
clause : — 

«  (3.)  The  work  on  the  sections  of  the  line 
between  Harvej,  Fredericton  and  Salisbury 
shall  be  begun  and  prosecuted  simultaneously 
with  the  work  od  the  portions  of  the  line  west 
of  the  boundary  between  New  Brunswick  and 
Maine." 

The  reason  I  think  it  desirable  to  move 
that  sub-clause  is  that  that  particular  link 
in  the  proposed  line  of  railway  is  the  one 
which  is  most  essential  to  the  lower  pro- 
vinces— I  mean  to  Prince  Edward  Island, 
Nova  Scotia,  and  a  portion  of  New  Bruns- 
wick. Without  that  link  the  short  line  is 
of  no  value  whatever  to  that  part  of  the 
country,  and  there  is  another  reason  why 
it  is  most  desirable  that  work  should  be 
prosecuted  on  that  link  at  once.  This  Bill 
contains  a  provision  for  a  subsidy  for  a 
railway  from  Riviere  DuLoup  or  R;iviere 
Quelle  to  Edmonston — that  is  the  short 
line  from  Quebec  to  the  lower  provinces. 
That  road  is  of  no  value  to  the  provinces 
of  Prince  Edward  Island  and  Nova  Scotia 
unless  the  link  to  which  reference  is  made 
in  my  amendment  forms  part  of  the  road. 
It  does  not  matter  what  line  is  chosen  for 
the  short  line,  that  particular  link  from 
Fredericton  to  Salisbury  will  form  part  of 
it,  and  work  should  be  gone  on  with  upon 
it  at  once.  Now,  I  do  not  think  that  this 
amendment  stands  in  exactly  the  same 
position  as  those  which  have  been  ruled 
out  of  order.  In  the  first  place,  there  is 
nothing  in  it  inconsistent  with  the  Bill ;  it 
can  stand  with  the  Bill :  it  does  not  pro- 
pose to  alter  its  provisions. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— It  stands  in  the 
same  position  as  the  others. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  may  mention 
a  circumstance  in  connection  with  it 
which  shows  that  at  any  rate  in  the  esti- 


mation of  the  authorities  of  the  House  of 
Commons  it  did  not  stand  in  the  same 
position  as  the  other  amendments.  This 
amendment  was  moved  at  the  third  read- 
ing of  the  Bill  in  the  House  of  CommonsL 
It  was  moved  originally  as  an  amendment 
to  the  resolution,  and  then  afterwards  at 
the  third  reading  of  the  Bill;  and  no 
objection  whatever  was  taken  to  it  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  out  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— The  House  ol 
Commons  was  dealinc;  with  its  own  BilL 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  ground  that 
the  leader  of  the  Government  took  with 
respect  to  the  other  amendment  which  I 
moved  was  that  it  could  not  be  made  in 
the  House  of  Commons  without  a  resolu- 
tion, but  this  one  was  moved  in  amend 
ment  to  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— It 

had  previously  been  moved  in  amendment 
of  the  resolution. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  does  not  alter 
the  essence  of  the  Bill  before  us  in  anj 
way.  It  does  not  affect  the  amount  of 
money  to  be  spent,  and  it  can  stand  with 
the  Bill  as  it  is  now ;  and  I  think  it  is  a 
case,  at  any  rate,  where  the  rule  should  be 
construed  liberally.  We  have  been  in  the 
habit  heretofore  of  making  amendments 
in  bills  which  provided  for  the  expendi- 
ture of  money.  We  have  made  amend- 
ments to  Bills  relating  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  and  other  measures  of 
that  sort  where  money  grants  were 
involved. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— I  am  afraid  we 
are  going  too  far  in  the  sense  of  abdicating 
the  rights  and  powers  of  this  House,  and 
especially  in  the  direction,  perhaps,  in 
which  the  whole  world  is  going.  It  has 
been  remarked  very  often  by  what  I  might 
call  leading  men — the  superior  minds  in 
England — that  British  institutions  were 
being  so  rapidly  disfigured  that  England 
is  not  far  from  the  time  when  the  British 
constitution  will  exist  no  more.  The 
principle  pf  the  constitution  is  perfect 
equality  of  power  between  the  three 
branches  of  parliament,  and  we  are  every 
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day  diminishing  the  power  of  one  or 
two  branches  and  augmenting  the  power 
of  the  third.  It  will  be  in  a  short 
time  quite  a  new  system,  and  the 
British  constitution  will  be  destroyed.  Of 
course  I  would  not  venture  to  say  that,  if 
it  had  not  been  repeated  perhaps  twenty 
times  by  Lord  Beaconsfield,  and  even,  long 
ago,  by  Lord  Grey.  I  make  that  remark  to 
direct  the  attention  of  the  House  to  this 
point,  and  I  think  it  is  a  very  remarkable 
one.  I  think  this  Bill  is  essentially  bad, 
and  we  are  exerting  ourselves  here  to  save 
the  Government  from  an  immense  respon- 
sibility. I  hope  even  after  the  passing  of 
the  measure  they  will  reconsider  the 
matter  and  see  whether  those  grants  should 
be  made. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
hardly  think  that  any  further  argument  is 
necessary  in  order  to  show  that  this 
amendment  is  equally  out  of  order  with 
the  others.  My  hon.  friend  says  it  might 
stand  with  the  Bill  as  it  now  stands  and  is 
therefore  not  out  of  order.  In  the  case  I 
quoted  it  was  only  an  amendment  that 
the  payments  should  be  made  under  the 
provisions  applicable  to  other  payments. 
It  was  to  make  similar  provisions  to  those 
i^hich  existed  relating  to  the  other  pay- 
ments, and  with  reference  to  such  a  point 
as  that  the  House  of  Commons  objected  to. 

Hon.  Mr,  POWER— This  does  not 
affect  the  payments  ;  it  affects  the  work. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I  am 
pointing  out  that  even  a  smaller  change 
was  objected  to.  This  proposes  to  change 
the  direction  in  which  the  money  is  to  be 
expended  ;  that  instead  of  being  expended 
as  the  engineer  or  the  Govemor-in-Council 
may  think  convenient,  it  shall  be  expend- 
ed pari  passu  on  two  roads. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  does  not  say 
the  money  shall  be  expended ;  it  says  the 
work  shall  be  done. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— How 
can  the  work  be  done  without  expending 
the  money  ?  There  is  a  direct  interfer- 
ence on  the  part  of  this  House  with  the 
expenditure  of  money  which  the  House 
of  Commons  says  shdl  be  expended  other- 
wise.    It  is  a  direct  interference  which  the 


House  ot  Commons  will  naturally  and 
properly  resist.  It  seems  to  me  the 
remarks  made  by  the  hon.  member  from 
DeSalaberry,  if  at  all  just,  relate  to 
matters  which  can  only  be  dealt  with  by 
legislation  or  some  change  in  the  practice 
or  usage  of  Parliament.  As  it  is  now,  the 
law  of  Parliament  provides  what  shall  be 
done,  and  I  do  not  agree  with  him  in 
thinking  that  the  practice  of  the  last  50 
years  has  diminished  or  increased  the 
powers  of  the  House  of  Lords  to  deal  with 
those  bills.  The  cases  which  we  are  still 
citing  and  which  govern  the  action  of  the 
House  of  Lords  and  the  action  of  the 
Senate  are  not  cases  of  yesterday,  but  have 
grown  up  during  100  years  and  are  uniform 
in  tenor,  and  I  do  not  think  the  House  of 
Commons  asserts  for  itself  now  so  strongly 
and  exclusively  the  rights  we  are  speaking 
of  as  they  did  60  or  70  years  ago.  This 
tendency  to  relax  is  shown  by  the  fact  that 
they  allow  the  House  of  Lords  to  insert 
penalties  and  small  provisions  with  refer- 
ence to  such  matters  as  they  formerly 
objected  altogether  to  the  Upper  House 
dealing  with,  and  with  a  little  research  I 
think  I  can  show  that  the  tendency  of  the 
House  of  Commons  is  rather  to  relax,  so 
far  as  is  consistent  with  common  sense. 
They  were  much  more  jealous  of  their 
powers  in  former  years  than  they  are  now, 
but  still  they  have  always  adhered  to 
the  rules  which  direct  the  expenditure 
of  money  and  which  are  based  on  a  well 
known  principle  in  the  relations  of  the  two 
Houses.  This  present  amendment  pro- 
poses to  change  the  disposition  which  the  . 
House  of  Commons  have  made  of  this 
money  and  to  divert  it  in  a  different  direc- 
tion and  under  different  rules,  and  I 
think  therefore  it  is  out  of  order. 

The  SPEAKER— I  do  not  think  it  is 
necessary  for  me  to  repeat  what  I  have 
said  with  regard  to  the  want  of  power  of 
this  House  to  alter  a  money  Bill.  I 
consider  this  would  be  a  vital  alteration 
in  the  Bill,  and  I  may  say  if  I  had  any 
doubt  in  the  matter  I  should  have  given 
the  hon.  member  for  Halifax  the  benefit 
of  the  doubt,  but  I  have  none. 

The  main  motion  was  agreed  to,  and 
the  Bill  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

At  13.30  p.m.  the  Senate  adjourned 
during  pleasure. 
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AFTERNOON  SITTING. 

The  House  resumed  at  2.30  pixn. 
RAILWAY  SUBSIDIES  BILL. 

FIRST,  SECOND  AND  THIRD  READINGS. 

Bill  (164),  "An  Act  to  authorize  the 
granting  of  the  subsidies  therein  mentioned 
in  aid  of  the  construction  of  certain  rail- 
ways," was  introduced  and  read  the  first 
and  second  time  under  suspension  of  the 
Tule. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— This 
Bill  proposes  to  grant  certain  aid  to 
several  railways  that  are  mentioned 
therein. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— My  reason  for 
rising  to  make  the  remarks  which  I  am 
now  about  to  address  to  the  House  is  that 
I  do  not  think  I  have  been  fairly  treated 
in  reference  to  this  matter.  When  the 
Napanee  and  Tamworth  Railway  Bill 
•came  up  for  amendment  to  allow  the  com- 
pany to  extend  the  road  via  Bogart  to 
Bridgewater,  it  was  placed  in  my  hands  to 
do  all  in  my  power  to  have  it  pass 
through  the  Senate.  I  did  so,  and  the  Bill 
was  passed.  Then  I  was  to  do  all  I  could 
to  get  a  grant  towards  the  building  of  that 
railway.  As  a  matter  of  course  I  saw  the 
Minister  of  Railways,  Sir  Charles  Tupper, 
and  had  a  conversation  with  him,  and  he 
assured  me  that  we  should  have  a  grant  of 
$3,200  a  mile  for  the  road  from  Tamworth 
to  Bridgewaier.  That  sum  was  voted  two 
sessions  ago,  but  last  year  nothing  was 
done  with  it.  The  company  did  not  move 
in  the  matter,  because  they  thought  that 
they  had  not  means  enough  to  go  on  with 
construction,  and  the  consequence  was 
the  project  was  allowed  to  stand  for  a 
while.  During  that  session  the  promoters 
came  to  me  and  consulted  with  me  about 
it  The  principal  men  stopped  at  the 
same  place  that  I  did,  and  we  conferred 
together  with  reference  to  what  was  to  be 
done.  They  asked  for  my  assistance  and 
got  it  At  the  conclusion  of  this  year 
when  they  came  down,  instead  of  com- 
ing to  see  me,  they  never  came  near 
me,  and  I  knew  nothing  of  what 
was  going  on  until  after  they  had 
seen  the  Minister  of  Railways ;  and  then 


Mr.  Tuttle,  from  Bridgewater,  who  was 
one  of  the  deputation,  came  to  me  and 
told  me  what  was  going  on.  He  said  that 
he  had  had  a  conversation  with  the  Min- 
ister of  Railways,  who  assured  me  that 
nothing  would  be  done  to  the  injury  of 
Bridgewater  in  consequence  of  the  money 
being  granted  before ;  but  now  I  find  that 
the  siun  of  $3,200  a  mile  is  increased  to 
$70,000  and  Bridgewater  is  cut  off,  the 
road  going  to  Bogart,  some  four  miles 
short  of  where  it  was  intended  to  ga  I 
do  not  say  anything  as  £eir  as  the  Govern- 
ment are  concerned ;  but  the  parties  who 
induced  me  to  interest  myself  in  the 
matter  have  treated  me  very  unfairly.  As 
soon  as  I  saw  the  bill,  not  being  able  to 
go  and  see  Mr.  Pope,  the  Minister  of 
Railways,  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Bowell,  who  was 
interested,  as  part  of  the  money  is  to  be 
expended  in  his  constituency,  and  after- 
wards I  got  a  letter  from  the  Minister  of 
Railways  in  which  he  seemed  not  to  un- 
derstand the  thing — ^whether  he  did  or 
not  I  cannot  say.  It  showed  that  they 
could  not  grant  any  more  money  this  year 
but  they  granted  $6,000  more  than  they  did 
before,  which  makes  the  grant  in  aid  of 
the  road  considerably  over  $4,000  a  mile. 
I  also  received  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bowell 
stating  that  he  had  spoken  to  the  Minister 
of  Railways  on  the  subject  and  that  they 
could  not  give  any  further  grant  this  year. 
This  is  the  position  in  which  the  matter 
stands.  I  think  I  have  been  very  unfairly 
treated  by  parties  who  got  me  to  take  charge 
of  the  Bill,  and  who  got  me  to  induce  the 
Government  to  make  a  grant  to  the  road 
two  years  ago,  and  now  I  find  that  Bridge- 
water  is  left  out  in  the  cold.  I  have 
made  these  remarks  in  order  that  they 
may  go  into  the  official  report  so  that  the 
parties  interested  may  have  an  opportu- 
nity  of  seeing  them.  I  dare  say  the  parties 
require  all  the  money  they  have  got,  and 
more,  to  construct  the  road  where  it  has 
to  go. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
only  explanation  I  have  to  offer  is  this, — 
that  the  desire  of  the  railway  company  and 
their  interests  lead  very  strongly  in  the 
interest  of  the  public  to  their  making  a 
connection  with  the  Pacific  Railway,  and 
by  the  extension  which  they  are  now  as- 
sisted in  making  as  far  as  Bogart,  th^ 
will  there  make  that  connection.    That 
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was  the  t^eat  object  which  the  company 
had  in  view,  and  which  is  an  important 
object  in  the  interest  of  that  part  of  the 
country.  I  am  sorry  that  my  hon.  friend 
should  have  been  treated  in  a  way  which 
he  thinks  is  wrong  in  this  matter.  I  do 
not  know  anything  about  it,  and  I  am  un- 
able to  offer  any  remark  but  to  express 
my  regret. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— It  was  not  in- 
tended at  the  time  to  connect  with  the 
Pacific  Railway  at  all ;  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  company  to  go  to  Bridgewater  for 
the  purpose  of  connecting  there  with  the 
Belleville  &  North  Hastings  Road,  in 
order  to  get  out  to  the  back  country. 
That  was  the  object  which  they  had  in 
view,  and  they  were  more  interested  in 
endeavoring  to  draw  the  trade  of  that 
back  country  to  their  road  and  to 
Napanee,  and  the  Pacific  Railway  was  not 
thought  of  ^t  that  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  wish  to 
say  a  few  words  with  reference  to  the 
second  road  on  the  list  which  the  hon. 
Minister  has  read  to  the  House  from  this 
Bill  It  is  there  spoken  of  as  a  New 
Brunswick  and  Prince  Edward  Island 
Toad,  but  not  one  yard  of  that  road  is  on 
Prince  Edward  Island  Notwithstanding 
that,  the  people  of  that  province  are  very 
much  interested  in  this  line,  because  it  is 
a  railway  which  connects  the  Cape  in 
New  Brunswick,  where  they  land  in  the 
winte/  time,  with  the  Intercolonial  Rail 
way.  It  is  therefore  their  interest  that 
either  by  some  company  or  by  the  Govern 
ment,  that  road  should  be  completed  as 
soon  as  possible ;  and  although  the  sum 
is  small  that  we  are  voting  per  mile  for 
this  Bill,  still  it  will  be  of  some  service. 
I  only  wish  that  the  Government,  acting 
on  some  suggestions  made  by  members 
from  the  island,  had  thought  proper  to 
acquire  the  Tormentine  and  Sackville 
Railway,  because  if  they  had  done  so,  it 
would  have  made  all  the  roads,  including 
the  Prince  Edward  Island  Railway,  and 
from  the  straits  of  Northumberland  to 
Montreal,  Government  lines.  Should 
this  road  be  completed  by  the  company 
who  are  now  at  work  upon  it,  there  will 
l)e  some  45  miles  of  railway  between 
Prince  EdwtEurd  Island  and  the  Intercolon- 
ial Railway  belonging  to  the  company, 


whereas,  all  the  rest  of  the  road  we  travel 
on  belongs  to  the  Government  It  must 
be  easy  to  see  that  if  any  mismanagement, 
or  inadequacy  of  means,  or  anything 
else,  should  cause  any  deficiency  in  that 
road,  the  traffic  of  the  Island  will  be 
seriously  compromised  thereby.  It  is, 
therefore,  I  believe,  the  general  wish  of 
the  Islanders  that  the  Government  should 
acquire  that  road,  and  if  the  Minister  of 
Justice  could  in  his  place  give  us  any  hope 
that  in  the  near  future  the  Government 
will  take  steps  to  acquire  that  road,  the 
statement  would  be  received  with  general 
satisfaction  by  the  people  of  my  province. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
think  it  is  an  inconvenience  that  this  link 
should  belong  to  a  private  company ;  but 
I  am  not  able  to  give  any  assurance  with 
respect  to  it  further  than  this — that  I  will 
bring  the  remarks  made  by  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman under  the  notice  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  will  take  care  that  every 
consideration  is  given  to  the  inconvenience 
that  he  has  pointed  out,  and  which,  I  con- 
fess, also,  is  one  requiring  consideration. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— The  incon- 
venience to  the  Island  of  that  short  road 
being  in  the  hands  of  a  company  must  be 
very  great,  and  I  do  not  think  the  Gov- 
ernment would  suffer  financially  by  the 
operation  of  that  road,  if  they  acquired  it 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— There  is  the 
more  force  in  the  remarks  of  the  hon  gen- 
tleman from  Marshfield  for  this  reason, 
that,  although  it  does  not  appear  from 
the  present  Bill,  the  fact  is  that  this  road 
has  already  a  subsidy  of  $3,200  a  mile 
from  the  Dommion  Parliament,  and  it 
has,  I  think,  a  subsidy  of  $3,000,  from 
the  local  legislature.  I  have  been  in- 
formed by  a  gentleman  in  a  position  to 
know  that  the  subsidies  which  that  com- 
pany will  now  be  entitled  to 
receive  from  the  two  Governments 
are  sufficient  to  build  the  road, 
and,  I  think,  there  is  the  strong- 
est objection  to  the  Government  giving 
so  large  a  subsidy.  It  would  be  much 
better  for  the  Dominion  Government  to 
have  built  the  road  instead  of  voting  it 
$6,400  a  mile,  and  taken,  as  I  presume 
they  could  have  taken,  the  local  subsidy. 
The  road  then  would  have  cost  the  Gov- 
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eminent  nothing  more  than  now.  Now, 
the  public  are  paying  for  the  road,  and  it 
is  to  be  owned  by  private  individuals,  who 
will  be  in  a  position,  if  they  choose,  to 
dispose  of  it  and  make  money  out  of  it 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
move  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill.  I 
desire  merely  to  say  in  reply  to  what  has 
fallen  from  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Halifax  that  ,1  put  that  question  to  the 
Minister  of  Railways  a  few  days  since, 
and  he  told  me  that  all  the  subsidies  to 
which  the  company  are  entitled  would 
not  nearly  build  the  road. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— My  informant  is 
a  gentleman  who  lives  in  the  neighbor- 
hood, and  who  is  much  more  familiar 
with  the  matter  than  the  Minister  of  Rail- 
ways, and  his  authority,  I  think,  was  the 
President  of  the  Company.  I  am  always 
glad  to  see,  when  so  many  millions  of 
dollars  are  being  spent  m  different  parts 
of  the  Dominion,  some  money  going  to 
Nova  Scotia.  It  is  a  sentiment  that  is 
shared  by  all  the  other  representatives 
from  the  province;  and  I  am  naturally 
pleased  to  see  that  in  this  Bill  there  is  a 
provision  for  the  payment  of  the  sum  of 
$250,000  for  the  construction  of  a  railway 
in  Nova  Scotia.  While  that  is  true,  if  the 
Government  had  proposed  to  spend  so 
large  a  sum  of  money  as  that  for  railway 
purposes  in  Nova  Scotia,  there  were 
other  localities  which  had  stronger  claims 
to  it  than  the  town  of  Pictou.  Pictou  is 
now  connected  by  rail  with  Truro,  and  by 
the  Intercolonial  Railway  with  the  whole 
country ;  and  at  New  Glasgow,  which  is 
only  some  ten  miles  from  Pictou  there  is 
a  road  running  down  to  the  Strait  of 
Canso. 

Hon.  Mr.  CARVELL— I  would  re- 
mind the  hon.  gentleman  that  the  town  of 
Pictou  is  not  connected  by  rail  with  any 
place  in  the  world.  You  can  connect 
with  the  Intercolonial  Railway  by  the 
steamer  that  crosses  twice  a  day,  or  by 
skiff  if  you  like. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  harbor  has 
to  be  crossed ;  but  the  harbor  of  Pictou 
is  connected  by  rail  with  the  Intercolonial 
Railway.  I  am  not  saying  that  it  is  not  a 
desirable  thing  that  this  connection  should 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER. 


be  made ;  I  simply  say  that  in  the  present 
condition  of  things  there  are  other  places 
where  the  expenditure  is  more  called  for. 
In  addition  to  the  existing  railway  connec- 
tions which  Pictou  has,  the  Short  Line 
Railway  from  Oxford  to  Louisburg  runs 
through  the  county,  and  it  was  part  of  the 
undertaking  of  that  company  to  make  a 
connection  with  the  town  of  Pictou  on  the 
same  side  of  the  river  on  which  the  town 
stands.  That  railway  has  yet  to  be  con- 
structed. There  is  a  large  subsidy  given 
to  the  company,  and  there  is  no  doubt 
that  it  will  be  constructed.  Pictou  thus 
having  connections  on  both  sides  of  the 
harbor,  why  should  a  quarter  of  a  million 
be  voted  to  give  it  a  third  connection  ? 
There  is  in  the  western  part  of  the  pro- 
vince a  line  of  railway  some  80  miles  in 
length,  which  is  separated  from  the  railway 
leading  from  Halifax  and  the  east  by  a 
missing  link  of  some  19  or  20  miles  of 
road  rather  difficult  to  construct  If  the 
Government  had  money  to  vote  for  rail- 
way purposes  in  Nova  Scotia  that  link  had 
a  daim  prior  to  the  road  which  they  have 
undertaken  to  construct ;  but  I  think  in 
addition  to  that  we  have  the  fact  that  the 
Island  of  Cape  Breton  with  a  population 
of  nearly  100,000  has  not  a  single  mile  of 
Government  railway  on  it ;  and  I  cannot 
understand  why  the  Government  should 
have  selected  the  county  of  Pictou  to  be 
the  recipient  of  such  extraordinary  favors 
when  Cape  Breton  has  received  nothing 
whatever. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  should  like  my 
hon.  friend  from  Alberton  to  explain  that. 
I  think  the  Government  in  asking  us  to  vote 
this  money  has  a  right  to  make  some  ex- 
planation. The  Minister  of  Justice 
perhaps  would  not  care  to  tell  the  secrets 
of  his  prison  house  to  the  extent  of  in- 
forming us  on  this  point 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^-My 
prison  house  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  has  been  said 
that  it  is  in  contemplation  to  call  one  of 
the  present  members  from  Pictou  to  the 
Cabinet.  If  that  be  the  case,  of  course  I 
can  conceive  it  is  desirable  that  this 
$250,000  should  be  proposed  at  this  time. 
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as  it  might  be  difEcult  to  get  the  County 
of  Pictou  to  elect  a  Conservative  without 
some  such  inducement. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— If 
my  hon.  friend  will  allow  me  to  tell  him 
in  strict  confidence,  there  is  nothing  in 
that 

Hon.  Mr.  PLUMB— It  seems  that  we 
are  only  onlookers  in  this  sort  of  discus- 
sion. The  Province  of  Ontario,  the  larg- 
est province  in  the  Dominion,  does  not 
seem  to  be  favored  with  those  grants  of 
money.  My  hon.  friend  who  has  just 
spoken  gets  for  his  province  $250,000, 
while  the  great  Province  of  Ontario,  which 
is  nearly  four  times  as  large  in  population 
and  contributes  four  or  five  times  as  much 
to  the  revenue,  does  not  get  anything. 
We  are  wjlling  to  allow  the  hon.  gentle- 
men to  get  their  $250,000,  and  settle  it 
amongst  themselves,  but  they  ought  to  be 
satisfied  with  it,  and  it  comes  with  rather 
bad  grace  from  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Halifax  to  be  constantly  objecting  to  all 
grants  that  have  been  made  not  only  to 
Nova  Scotia,  but  for  Nova  Scotia ;  for  he 
has  addressed  the  House  three  or  four 
times  on  matters  which,  if  he  had  his  way, 
would  have  prevented  Nova  Scotia  from 
retaining  its  shipping  business,  for  it  works 
both  ways.  The  direct  line  enables  Nova 
Scotia  to  send  its  imports  west,  and  it  is 
as  important  to  have  its  imports  from  the 
sea  as  to  partake  of  the  inland  traffic,  and 
that  ray  hon.  friend  does  not  seem  to  see 
at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— You  will 
always  find  objections  to  railway  grants 
unless  the  railways  are  brought  right  to 
our  doors.  This  railway  to  Pictou  must 
be  a  benefit  to  Prince  Edward  Island,  be- 
cause a  large  portion  of  the  trade  of  Pic- 
tou is  with  the  island  in  the  summer,  and 
this  railway,  crossing  and  connecting  with 
the  Intercolonial  Railway,  must  be  an 
immense  advantage  to  Prince  Edward 
Island.  I  know  that  several  times  I 
have  had  occasion  to  go  to  Pictou, 
and  have  experienced  the  inconvenience 
of  crossing  that  ferry.  I  do  not  think 
that  this  grant  is  too  large,  or  that 
that  portion  of  the  province  is  not  deserv- 
ing of  it  Cape  Breton,  for  some  reason, 
has  not  hitherto  received  the  attention 
P3 


that  it  deserves.  It  has  received  subsidies 
for  one  road,  although  that  road  has  not 
yet  been  commenced.  It  is  not  so  much 
the  fault  of  the  Government  as  it  is  of 
the  people.  We  hope  our  turn  will  come 
shortly,  however;  we  commenced  a  railway 
sometime  ago  and  we  are  strugghng  to 
complete  it,  and  I  hope  that  our  turn  will 
come,  and  that  the  road  will  be  completed 
by  the  Government  in  the  course  of  a  year 
or  two 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

MILITIA  LAND  GRANTS  BILL. 

FIRST,  SECOND  AND  THIRD  READINGS. 

Bill  (160),  "  An  Act  to  authorize  grants 
of  land  to  members  of  the  Militia  force 
lately  on  active  service  in  the  North- 
west "  was  introduced  and  read  the  first 
and  second  time  under  a  suspension  of 
the  rule. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
think  this  is  a  Bill  on  which  we  will  be 
unanimous,  and  it  will  not  receive  the 
criticism,  or  at  least  the  adverse  criticism, 
even  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Halifax.  It 
is  a  grant,  to  those  volunteers  who  have 
served  in  the  North-West,  of  320  acre^  of 
land  if  they  choose  to  remain  in  that 
country.  It  will  have  the  double  effect  of 
not  only  rewarding  those  who  fought  our 
battles  there  but  will  have  a  good  influence 
on  the  settlement  of  the  country,  and  in 
that  respect  will  be  useful  in  both  ways. 
It  is  proposed,  in  reference  to  those  who 
do  not  want  to  remain  in  the  North- West, 
that  they  shall  receive  a  certain  amount  of 
land  scrip.  Of  course  there  are  many 
volunteers  who  do  not  want  to  remain 
there,  and  the  temptation  we  put  in  their 
way  to  persuade  them  to  remain  is  very 
considerable.  The  reward  is  one  that 
they  are  justly  entitled  to,  and  I  am  sure 
the  House  will  sanction  it  with  great 
pleasure. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  glad  to 
notice  that  it  is  proposed  to  give  the  volun- 
teers sections  of  land  in  the  North-West, 
in  the  country  where  they  have  been  largely 
instrumental  in  restoring  peace.  I  regret, 
however,    to  find    that  the    Government 
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limit  the  time  within  which  it  will  be  com- 
petent for  parties  who  propose  to  accept 
the  gift  of  the  Government  to  the  ist  of 
August  1886.  I  can  quite  understand 
that  those  who  desire  to  settle  in  the 
country  may  be  entirely  precluded  from 
making  selections  in  the  short  time  given. 
This  year  is  practically  gone.  They  are 
returning  now,  and  their  avocation  in  the 
eastern  portion  of  the  Dominion  will  pre- 
clude their  going  there  this  year  again. 
The  time  is  too  short,  and  I  think  it  is  a 
mistake  on  the  part  of  the  Government. 
Our  ancestors  understood  this  much  better. 
My  hon.  friend  knows  very  well  that  when 
the  U.  E.  Loyalists  came  to  this  country 
and  got  their  grants  of  land  they  were  not 
restricted  as  to  time.  They  and  their  chil- 
dren had  time  to  make  selections.  The 
result  of  the  limitation  proposed  in  this 
bill  is  that  very  considerable  numbers  of 
the  volunteers  will  be  induced  to  take  scrip 
and  dispose  of  it,  and  the  country  will  be 
deluged  with  scrip  and  ofcourseitwillrun 
very  much  below  its  face  value  when  there 
is  a  great  deal  of  it  in  the  market,  and  our 
bounty  will  be  restricted  very  considerably. 
Eighty  dollars  of  scrip  will  be  equivalent 
to  $40  cash.  I  have  long  felt  that  this 
issuing  of  scrip  is  subject  to  great  abuse. 
When  I  was  in  office  I  endeavored  to  make 
the  scrip,  which  was  issued  to  the  half- 
breeds,  non-transferrable  and  it  should 
only  be  of  value  in  the  hands  of  the  person 
to  whom  it  is  issued,  and  the  land  should 
be  taken  up  only  in  his  name.  It  is  always 
desirable  in  cases  of  this  kind  to  protect 
people  from  their  own  weaknesses.  I  will 
not  go  over  this  scrip  question.  I  have 
been  familiar  with  it  half  a  century.  We 
issued  scrip  after  the  rebellion  of 
^S37-38j  ^^^  ^^y  ho"^'  friend 
will  recollect  when  that  scrip  was  issued 
how  it  depreciated  in  value  and  the  peo- 
ple for  whom  it  was  intended  really  got 
no  advantage  from  it.  I  think  we  are 
making  a  mistake  now,  and  I  call  the  hon. 
gentleman's  attention  to  the  desirability  of 
legislating  so  that  this  will  be  really  a  val- 
uable gift  to  the  volunteers.  There  is  no 
necessity  for  all  this  scrip  coming  back 
immediately.  Why  not  allow  the  volun- 
teers a  longer  time  to  select  and  take  up 
lands  ?  We  are  giving  them  a  substantial 
area  of  property.  If  they  do  not  take  it 
take  it  up  within  the  time  specified  we 
give  them  scrip  for  only  $80.     That  $80 

Hon.  Mr  SCOTT. 


will  represent,  in  the  hands  of  a  needy 
person  who  does  not  feel  inclined  to  take 
the  land,  from  $30  to  $50.  I  have  known 
that  amount  of  scrip  to  be  sold  for  one- 
tenth  of  its  face  value.  In  fact  it  is  well 
known  that  when  scrip  was  issued  in  the 
North  West  it  was  bought  for  five  or  ten 
dollars,  and  sometimes  even  for  a  bottle  of 
whiskey.  In  that  way  the  policy  of  the 
Government  is  defeated.  It  is  a  question 
which  I  take  a  great  interest  in,  having 
myself  been  familiar  with  its  working  and 
having  watched  its  operation.  I  do  feel  that 
it  is  important  to  protect  people  against 
their  own  weaknesses.  Our  object  is  to 
give  each  volunteer  a  section  of  land  in 
that  country'.  If  they  sell  it  afterwards  we 
cannot  help  it,  but  I  think  it  is  most  de 
sirable  that  they  should  really  get  the 
patents  for  their  lands.  We  can  say  that 
whether  the  volunteers  part  with  their 
scrip  or  not,  the  patents  shall  be  issued  in 
the  names  of  the  parties  entitled  to  the 
scrip,  just  as  the  patents  were  issued  in 
the  name  of  the  U.  E.  Loyalists,  although 
some  of  them  had  parted  with  their 
rights.  When  a  patent  was  issued  it  was 
known  that  it  was  the  right  of  Brown, 
Macdonald,  or  whatever  the  name  hap- 
pened to  be,  and  there  was  no  limitation 
as  to  time ;  they  were  not  cut  off  by  being 
forced  to  take  scrip,  and  1  think  my  hon. 
friend  would  render  a  most  important  ser- 
vice to  the  volunteers  if  he  would  call  the 
attention  of  the  Government  to  this  point 
I  have  no  doubt  that  the  mistake  has  been 
made  most  inadvertently,at  the  suggestion 
of  some  clerk  in  the  department,  that  the 
grant  ought  to  be  converted  into  scrip 
and  taken  up  at  once.  We  have  millions 
and  millions  of  acres  in  the  North-West, 
and  why  should  we  say  to  these  people 
you  must  take  up  this  land  before  August 
of  next  year  ?  It  seems  an  unreasonable 
thing  that  a  man  having  a  right  to  land, 
cannot  say,  '*  I  will  not  take  it  up  now, 
but  I  have  a  boy  growing  up,  and  he  can 
take  it  up  after  he  is  educated.^'  I  say 
we  ought  to  give  the  right  to  take  up  that 
land  for  at  least  a  period  of  five  years,  and 
I  have  no  doubt  if  attention  is  called  to 
it  at  the  end  of  five  years,  and  it  should 
be  found  necessary  to  renew  the  grant, 
Parliament  would  readily  do  so.  In 
adopting  that  course  we  should  really  be 
conferring  substantial  benefit  upon  the 
country.     Otherwise  you   will  find   that 
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three-fourths  of  the  men  to  whom  we  give 
this  bounty  will  reap  nothing  more  than 
$2o  or  $25  by  selling  their  scrip  to  specu- 
lators, and  the  speculator  will  be  the  only 
one  benefitted  by  it.  It  will  give  rise  to 
a  number  of  local  offices  for  the  purpose 
of  acquiring  volunteer  scrip.  I  know  all 
about  it,  because  half  a  century  ago  I 
bought  up  scrip  issued  to  the  volunteers 
of  1837-38.  It  is  a  species  of  payment 
only  valuable  to  a  man  who  wants  to  buy 
land ;  it  cannot  be  taken  for  customs  or 
any  other  government  liability,  but  only 
to  pay  for  land,  and  therefore  to  give  it 
any  practical  value  the  man  to  whom  it  is 
issued  has  got  to  find  a  man  who  wants  to 
buy  the  land.  We  know  how  that  is 
accomplished.  It  is  by 'the  speculator, 
who  comes  between  the  parties,  accu- 
mulating a  large  amount  of  scrip ;  he  ad- 
vertises that  he  has  some  scrip  for 
sale,  and  it  will  be  sold  in  that 
way.  I  hope  the  Government,  adopting 
as  they  do  a  really  wise  policy  in  giving 
the  volunteers  an  area  of  land  where  we 
have  abundance  of  it,  will  seek  to  secure 
for  the  volunteers  and  their  families  the 
benefit  and  value  of  that  land,  and 
not  issue  scrip.  It  is  too  contempt- 
ible to  talk  of  offering  the  volunteers, 
who  no  doubt  have  made  large  sacri- 
fices, a  money  value  of  $40  or  $50, 
because  that  is  the  amount  of  it,  if 
boiled  down  in  that  way.  I  trust  tha»  the 
month  of  August  will  mean  five  years  hence. 
There  is  no  necessity  why  the  time  should 
not  be  extended.  No  argument  whatever 
can  be  advanced  against  it  To  reach  the 
volunteer  you  must  make  this  provision, 
that  the  patent  goes  to  him.  If  he  chooses 
to  resign  it  he  can  do  so  after  the  patent 
is  issued  for  the  land. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  think 
there  is  a  great  deal  in  what  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  says.  By  this  means  we  are 
rather  depreciating  the  value  of  our  lands  in 
the  Norih-West.  If  the  scrip  will  realize 
only  the  amount  stated  by  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  it  will  be  a  small  amount 
to  pay  for  320  acres  of  land.  I  think  it  is 
not  conducive  to  settlement.  The  object 
of  this  bill  is  in  some  tangible  way  to 
mark  our  appreciation  of  the  services  of 
our  volunteers  and  to  encourage  settle- 
ment, and  in  the  encouragement  of  settle- 
ment to  give  rewards  to  those  men  who 


have  done  so  much  for  our  country.  Of 
course  in  every  way  we  must  appreciate 
the  object  and  intention  of  this  bill.  The 
grant  is  not  too  large,  but  I  think  when 
we  come  down  to  scrip,  which  my  hon. 
friend  says  would  be  equal  to  only  $40 
for  320  acres,  it  is  really  very  little  for  our 
public  lands,  and  not  accomplishing  the 
object  we  have  in  view — rewarding  the 
men  and  promoting  the  settlement  of  the 
country.  I  do  not  think  the  men  will 
squander  their  scrip  in  the  way  the  half- 
breeds  and  Indians  have  done.  I 
think  they  are  too  sensible  to  do  that. 
Those  from  Nova  Scotia  would  be  dispos- 
ed, I  think,  to  settle  on  the  land  or  find 
substitutes  to  settle  upon  it.  At  the  same 
time  I  approve  of  the  sentiments  of  the 
hon.  member  from  Ottawa. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ — I  think  my  hon. 
friend  is  mistaken  about  the  volunteers  of 
1837-38  ever  receiving  scrip.  I  was  a 
volunteer  myself  in  that  rebellion.  The 
scrip  that  was  issued  after  that  time  was  to 
those  who  had  served  in  the  war  of  181 2 
and  to  their  families. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  was  issued 
about  1839  or  1840 — ^just  after  the  rebel- 
lion. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ— Yes,  about  then, 
but  not  to  the  volunteers  of  1837-38.  I 
think  it  should  not  go  abroad  that  the 
volunteers  of  1837-38  received  scrip. 
They  did  not,  so  far  as  I  know,  but  the 
claims  of  the  veterans  of  1812-15  were 
recognized  after  that  time. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL.— I 
agree  in  the  recollection  which  my  hon. 
friend  from  Quinte  has  on  that  subject 
Like  him,  1  was  a  volunteer  myself  and 
like  him  I  got  no  land  :  so  it  must  have 
been  anterior  to  that.  I  think  the  issue 
was  to  veterans  of  the  war  of  181 2, 
although  it  took  place  about  1840.  I 
think  the  hon.  gentleman  is  also  mistaken 
in  supposing  that  the  issue  of  patents  to 
the  U.  E.  Loyalists  took  place  to  them- 
selves or  their  children.  I  do  not  think 
that  was  done  generally,  though  it  was 
done  in  some  cases. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— What  I  mean  is 
the  rights  inured  to  the  parties. 
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Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— They 

were  transferred  in  various  ways ;  so  that 

,  if  Mr.  Scott  was  a  U.  E.  Loyalist  and  he 

or  his  children  assigned  the  right  to  me  I 

got  the  patent 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— There  was  no  sub- 
stitution of  scrip. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— As  to 
the  period  during  which  the  holders  of 
this  scrip  are  to  bring  it  in  and  get  land 
for  it,  the  Bill  limits  it  to  August,  1886. 
The  period  was  prolonged  for  six  months 
in  the  other  House,  at  the  instance  of 
some,  one  who  takes  the  same  view  as 
my  hon.  friend  At  all  events  there  is 
this  to  be  said :  there  will  be  another 
sitting  of  Parliament  before  August,  1886, 
so  that  if  any  wrong  is  done  it  can  be 
remedied.  The  object  is  to  prevent 
frauds,  and  that  can  be  done  by  making 
persons  bring  in  their  scrip.  I  agree  with 
my  hon.  friend  that  those  volunteers 
should  get  the  land  and  every  advantage. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— My  desire  was  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Government  to 
this  matter.  I  am  quite  sure  they  recog- 
nize the  valuable  services  which  the  volun- 
teers have  rendered. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— 
The  scrip  issued  after  1837-38  was  not  to 
the  volunteers  ;  it  was  to  indemnify  those 
who  had  lost  property  in  the  rebellion. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— That 
is  another  matter. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE-- 
That  scrip  was  speculated  in,  I  know,  in 
a  very  shameful  manner. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT — I  happened  to 
have  something  to  do  with  the  troubles  of 
1837-38.  I  was  called  upon  by  the 
magistrates  of  Hastings  to  supply  some 
800  volunteers  brought  into  Belleville.  I 
did  so,  I  think,  to  their  perfect  satisfaction. 
After  the  troubles  were  over  I  was  elected 
in  1848  to  Parliament,  and  I  know  that 
many  parties  who  had  volunteered  and 
who  were  out  on  duty  for  a  long  time 
applied  to  me  by  letter  to  try  and  see  if  it 
were  possible  to  get  them  some  land  for 
their  services.     I  know  that  the  Govern- 


ment refused  entirely  to  give  anything  in 
connection  with  it.  They  said  that  they 
could  not  do  so ;  that  if  anything  was  to  be 
done  it  must  be  by  the  Home  Government 
I  know  that  the  scrip  which  was  issued 
was  for  lands  to  the  veterans  of  the  war  of 
181 2-15.  My  hon.  friend  from  Ottawa 
says  he  bought  scrip ;  so  did  I,  though 
not  much.  I  bought  two  jQ^o  scrip  for 
100  acres  of  land  each,  and  I  paid  jQ2  los. 
for  them.  I  know  that  no  volunteer  who 
served  in  the  rebellion  of  1837-38  got  any 
land  whatever,  or  any  scrip.  The  hon- 
gentleman  is  in  error. 

With  reference  to  the  rebellion  losses,, 
there  were  many  parties  paid  under  the 
Bill  of  1849,  and  I  had  a  long  political 
battle  on  that  subject.  It  was  shown 
plainly  by  the  report  which  was  got  up  and 
adopted  by  Conservative  members,  not 
those  connected  with  the  Baldwin- 
Lafontaine  Government,  that  no  one  had 
received  anything — that  is,  none  but  those 
who  deserved  to  receive  anything — those 
who  had  lost  their  property  in  consequence 
of  acts  which  ought  not  to  have  been 
committed.  That  is  the  position  in  which 
matters  stand  as  far  as  the  volunteers  are 
concerned — they  got  nothing.  As  far  as 
this  Bill  is  concerned  we  are  not  doing 
anything  too  much  for  the  volunteers. 
I  should  like  to  see  more  done  for 
them.  I  think  they  are  deserving  of 
great  praise  for  the  course  they  pursued 
in  turning  out,  as  they  did,  at  an  inclement 
season,  going,  not  through  fire  and  water,, 
but  through  snow  and  water — not  through 
whiskey,  because  they  had  none,  it  was 
not  allowed  up  there.  They  endured 
great  hardships,  much  more  than  people 
would  suppose  it  possible  for  young  men,, 
brought  up  as  they  were,  to  stand,  and  I 
think  they  have  done  the  country  a  vast 
amount  of  good,  not  only  in  quelling  the 
disturbance,  but  in  placing  us  in  a  better 
position  towards  the  United  States.  It 
has  shown  that  country  that  we  have 
some  of  the  backbone  in  Canada  that  we 
had  in  the  war  of  181 2-15.  Therefore,  I 
think  it  has  done  us  good  in  many  ways. 
It  will  show  foreign  nations  that  the 
immigrating  masses  need  have  no  fear  to ' 
come  and  settle  in  this  country.  It  has 
opened  the  eyes  of  leading  men  of  Great 
Britain  to  see  that  Canada  is  a  valuable 
adjunct  to  the  British  Crown,  and  they 
will  not  be  so  much  set  against  us  here- 
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after  as  they  have  been  in  the  past  We 
stand  in  the  proud  position  that  even 
should  the  Mother  Country  require  help, 
we  will  have  some  men  here  who  will  be  able 
and  willing  to  volunteer  to  go  and  help  them 

Hon.  Mr-  POWER  — I  hope  the 
House  will  allow  me  to  make  one  observa- 
tion not  on  the  Bill  itself  I  quite  concur 
in  what  has  been  said  by  the  hon.  gentle- 
men who  have  preceded  me  as  to  the 
desirability  of  this  measure.  I  was  not 
in  the  Chamber  when  there  was  an  oppor- 
tunity, at  an  earlier  period  of  the  day,  to 
state  what  I  wish  to  say  with  respect  to 
losses  in  the  North-VVest.  The  Supply 
Bill  contains  a  large  item  for  the  pur- 
pose of  meeting  claims  for  losses  in  the 
recent  rebellion.  I  hope  that  on  that 
point  the  Government  will  exercise  a  great 
deal  of  cafK  It  will  be  remembered  that 
at  the  time  of  the  last  disturbance  in  the 
North  West,  the  Red  River  trouble,  very 
large  sums  of  money  were  paid  to  certain 
persons  for  losses  which  had  occurred 
there,  and  which  everybody  who  knew  any- 
thing about  it  was  aware  were  altogether 
too  great  for  the  losses  that  had  been  sus- 
tained. It  must  be  remembered  that  the 
settlers  in  the  North-West  have,  some  of 
them,  suffered  considerable  loss,  and  some 
of  them  losses  that  were  inconsiderable, 
and  on  the  other  hand  a  great  many  of 
them  have  been  able  to  earn  large  sums  of 
money  which  they  would  not  have  had  an 
opportunity  of  earning  if  the  outbreak  had 
not  taken  place;  and  I  hope  that  the 
Government  in  considering  the  claims  for 
losses  will  consider  also,  on  behalf  of  the 
public,  the  benefits  which  many  of  these 
people  have  gained  on  the  other  side — 
that  if  a  man  has  been  placed  in  a  position 
to  earn  $500  or  $600  and  has  lost  $100 
he  shall  not  be  paid  anything.  I  have 
ventured  to  make  this  suggestion  because 
I  know  the  Government  have  been  im- 
posed upon  heretofore,  and  the  disposition 
is  always  to  give  way  to  those  claims. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  bill 
was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

NAVIGATION    OF    QUEBEC  HAR- 
BOR  BILL. 

FIRST,  SECOND  AND  THIRD  READINGS. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House 
of  Commons  to  inform  the  Senate  that 


they  had  passed  Bill  (159)  "An  Act  for 
facilitating  the  navigation  of  the  River  St. 
Lawrence  in  and  near  the  harbor  of  Que- 
bed." 

The  bill  was  read  the  first  time. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
that  the  41st  rule  be  suspended  so  far  as 
relates  to  this  Bill. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  He  said : 
This  is  a  Bill  to  improve  the  navigation  of 
the  harbor  of  Quebec  by  allowing  the 
Trinity  House  Board  to  blow  up  the  ice 
if  they  see  fit  at  the  opening  of  spring 
navigation. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  and  thurd  times  and 
passed. 

ADDITIONAL  COUNTY  COURT 
JUDGE  IN  MANITOBA  BILL. 

first  second  and  third  readings. 

A  Message  was  received  from  the  House 
of  Commons  to  inform  the  Senate  that 
they  had  passed  bill  (162),  "An  Act  to 
provide  a  salary  for  an  additional  county 
court  Judge  in  the  province  of  Manitoba.'* 

The  Bill  was  read  the  first  time. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  suspension  of  the  41st  rule  as  far  as 
relates  to  this  Bill. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  He  said  : 
This  Bill  is  lor  the  purpose  of  providing  a 
salary  for  an  additional  county  court  Judge 
in  the  eastern  district  of  Manitoba.  The 
salary  mentioned  in  the  Bill  is  $2,000, 
which  is  the  ordinary  salary  given  to  judges 
at  the  commencement  of  their  career. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  and  third  times  and 


The  Senate  adjourned  at  3:30  p.m. 
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THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa^  Monday^  July  20th^  i88^. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  1:30 
p.m. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

The  House  adjourned  during  pleasure. 

THE  PROP-OGATION. 

This  day  at  Two  o'clock  p.m.,  His 
Excellency  the  Governor  General 
proceeded  in  state  to  the  Chamber  of  the 
Senate,  in  the  Parliament  Buildings,  and 
took  his  seat  upon  the  Throne.  The 
Members  of  the  Senate  being  assembled, 
His  Excellency  was  pleased  to  command 
the  attendance  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  that  House  being  present,  the  follow 
ing  Bills  were  assented  to.in  Her  Majesty's 
name,  by  His  Excellency  the  Governor 
General,  viz : — 

Ad  Act  to  incorporate  the  Alberta  and 
Athabasca  Railway  Coropanjr. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Manitoba  and  North- 
western Railway  Company  of  Canada. 

An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Acts  incor- 
porating the  Richelieu  Navigation  Company, 
and  the  Richelieu  and  Ontario  Navigation 
Company. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  sections  of  Acts  therein 
mentioned,  relating  to  the  constitution  of  the 
Treasury  Board. 

An  Act  for  grantin^i^  certain  powers  to  the 
Dominion  Grange  Mutual  Fire  Insurance 
Association. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  West  Ontario 
Pacific  Railway  Company. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Winnipeg  and 
Prince  Albert  Railway  Company. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Rush  Lake  and 
Saskatchewan  Railway  and  Navigation  Com- 
pany. 

An  Act  for  the  relief  of  Qeorge  Bran  ford 
Cox, 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  intituled  '<  An 
Act  to  provide  for  the  employment  without 
the  walls  of  common  gaols,  of  prisoners  sen- 
tenced to  imprisonment  therein," 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  respecting  the 
London  Life  Insurance  Company. 

An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Acts  relating 
to  Weights  and  Measures. 

An  Act  respecting  Infectious  or  Contagious 
Diseases  affecting  Animals. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Fort  McLeod 
Ranche  Telegraph  Company. 

An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  respecting  *^  The 
Central  Prison  for  the  Province  of  Ontario,'' 


An  Act  to  amend  and  consolidate  the  Giril 
Service  Acts  of  1882,  I8a%  and  1884. 

An  Act  respecting  proof  of  entries  in  Books 

of  Account  kept  by  Officers  of  the  Crown. 

An  Act  to  authorize  the  raising,  by  way  of 

loan,  of  certain  sums  of  money  for  the  Public 

Service. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Commercial  Bank 
of  Windsor. 

An  Act  to  provide  for  the  fitting  repreeenta* 
tion  of  Canada  at  the  Colonial  and  Indian 
Exhibition,  to  be  held  in  London  in  the  year 
1886. 

An  Act  respecting  "The  Bank  of  British 
Columbia." 

An  Act  further  to  amend  '^Tbe  Steam boal 
Inspection  Act,  1882." 

An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Act  respect- 
ing the  Inspection  of  Gas  and  Gas  Meters. 
An  Act  respecting  Agricultural  Fertilizers. 
An  Act  further  to  amend  '*Ad  Act  for  the 
better  Preservation  of  the  Peace  in  the  vicin- 
ity of  Public  Works,"  and  the  Acts  in  amend* 
ment  thereof. 

An  Act  further  to  amend  an  Act  intituled, 
^An  Act  resppctingoflences  against  the  person.' 
An  Act  respectmg  the  North- West  Mounted 
Police  Force. 
An  Act  respecting  Canned  Goods. 
An  Act  further  lo  amend  "The  General 
Inspection  Act,  1874,"  and  the  Acts   amend- 
ing the  same. 

An  Act  to  authorize  the  augmentation  of 
the  North-West  Mounted  Police. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Acta  respecting  the 
appointment  of  a  Harbor  Master  at  the  Port 
of  Halifax. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Adultermtion  of 
Food,  Drugs  and  Agncu'tural  Fertilizers. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  in  relation  to  the 
Library  of  Parliament. 

An  Act^  to  authorize  the  grant  of  certain 
subsidies  in  land  for  the  construction  of  the 
railways  therein  mentioned. 

An  Act  respecting  *'  The  Liquor  License 
Act,  1883." 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Domi&ion 
Drainage  Company. 

An    Act   to    amend    "  The    Consolidated 

Militia  Act  of  1883." 

An  Act  respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise. 

An  Act  for  the  final  settlement  of  the  Claims 

made  by  the  Province  of  Manitoba  on  the 

Dominion. 

An  Act  to  modify  the  application  of  The 
ConsoHdated  Insurance  Act,  1877.'' 

An  Act  to  authorize  the  advance  of  a 
certain  sum  to  the  Harbor  Commissioners  of 
Three  Rivers. 

An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Act  relating 
to  the  Culling  and  Measuring  of  Timber  in 
the  Provinces  of  Ontario  and  Quebec. 

An  Act  to  amend  *<  The  Consolidated 
Inland  Revenue  Act,  1883." 

An  Act  to  restrict  and  regulate  Chinese  im- 
migration into  Canada. 

An  Act  respecting  the  administration  of 
Justice,  and  otner  matters,  in  the  North-West 
Territories. 
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An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Acts  respect- 
ing the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  to  pro- 
▼ide  lor  the  completion  and  successfal  opera- 
tion thereof. 

An  Act  to  authorize  the  granting  of  further 
flubpidies  to  and  making  further  provision  for 
the  construction  and  efficient  operation  of  the 
Railways  therein  described. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  several  Acts  relating 
to  Duties  of  Customs  and  Excise. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  forty -sixth  Vic- 
toria, chapter  nine,  intituled :  **An  Act  to 
provide  for  the  salaries  and  superannuation 
and  travelling  allowances  of  certain  Judges  of 
certain  Provmcial  Courts." 

AnAct  to  continue  for  a  limited  time  the 
Act  therein  mentioned. 

An  Act  for  facilitatins  navigation  of  the  River 
St.  Lawrence,  in  and  near  the  Harbor  of 
Quebec. 

An  Act  to  provide  a  salary  for  an  addition 
al  County  Court  Judge  in  the  Province  of 
Manitoba. 

An  Act  to  authorize  the  granting  of  the 
Subsidies  therein  mentioned,  in  aid  of  the 
construction  of  certain  Railways. 

An  Act  to  authorize  grants  of  land  to  mem- 
bers of  the  Militia  Force  lately  on  active  ser- 
vice in  the  North- West. 

Then  the  Hon.  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Commons  addressed  His  Excellency  the  Gov- 
ernor-General as  follows: 

"  MiT  IT  PLEASE  Your  Excbllekoy  : 
"  The  Commons  of  Canada  have  voted  the 

supplies  required  to  enable  the   Government 

to  defrav  the  expenses  of  the  public  service. 
"  In  the  name  of  the  Commons  I  present  to 

Tour  Excellency  the  following  Bills: 

*An  Act  for  granting  to  Her  Majesty  the  sum 
of  $1,700,000,  required  for  defraying  certain 
expenses  now  being  incurred  in  connection 
with  the  troubles  in  the  North- West  Terri- 
tories.' 

'An  Act  for  granting  to  Her  Majesty  certain 
sums  of  money  required  for  defraying 
certain  expenses  of  the  public  service,  for 
the  financial  years  ending  respectively  the 
30th  June,  1885,  and  the  30th  June,  1886, 
and  for  other  purposes  relating  to  the 
public  service,'  to  which  Bills  I  hnmbly 

request  Your  Excellency's  assent." 

To  these  Bills  the  Royal  assent  was  signi- 
fied in  the  following  words : — 

**  In  Her  Majesty's  name,  His  Excellency 
the  Governor-General  thanks  Her  loyal 
subjects,  accepts  their  benevolence,  and 
assents  to  these  Bills." 

After  which  His  Excellency  the  Governor- 
General  was  pleased  to  close  the  Third 
Session  of  the  Fifth  Parliakknt  of  the 
Dominion  with  the  following 

SPEECH: 

Honorable  Oenilemen  of  the  Senate : 

OeniUmen  of  the  House  of  Commons  : 
I  desire  to  convey  to  you  my  beet  thanks  for 


the  diligence  with  which  you  have  performed 
your  duties  during  this  long  protracted  Session. 
It  has  been  in  many  respects  an  eventful 
Session — in  none  more  so  than  because  since 
its  commencement  the  peaceful  progress  of 
the  Dominion^  unbroken  for  so  many  years, 
has  been  interrupted  by  a  serious  insurrection- 
ary outbreak  in  the  North- West  Territories. 
I  congratulate  you  upon  the  prompt  and 
complete  suppression  of  these  disorders  and 
on  the  restoration  of  public  confidence  through- 
out the  regions  in  which  they  occurred. 

The  insurrection  has  been  encountered  bj 
the  Military  Force  of  the  Dominion  under 
Major  General  Middleton  in  a  manner 
deserving  of  the  highest  commendation. 

The  courage  which  our  citizen  soldiers  have 
shown  in  the  face  of  a  formidable  and  deter- 
mined enemv,  their  cheerful  endurance  of 
privation  and  fatigue,  and  the  readiness  with 
which  thev  have  submitted  to  sacrifices,  in- 
evitable whenever  a  force  composed  of  citizens 
of  all  classes  is  called  upon  to  relinquish 
the  enjoyments  of  civil  life,  reflects  the  nigh- 
est  credit  u|X>n  them. 

I  am  gratified  to  find  that  both  Houses  of 
Parliament  have  considered  the  conduct  of 
Major-General  Middleton  and  the  officers  and 
men  under  his  command  deserving  of  their 
formal  thanks.  It  has  been  m^  agreeable 
duty  to  bring  under  the  notice  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  the  value  of  the  ser- 
vices which  have  been  thus  rendered  to  the 
Empire. 

I  cannot  leave  this  subject  without  ex- 
pressing my  sorrow  that  the  success  of  our 
arms  should  have  been  purchased  at  the  cost 
of  many  lives  which  Canada  could  ill  afford 
to  spare.  The  memory  of  those  who  have 
fallen  either  on  the  field  or  from  sickness 
contracted  during  their  service  will  be  grate- 
fully cherished  throughout  the  Dominion. 

It  affords  me  mucli  pleasure  to  acknow- 
ledge the  prompt  action  of  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  in  taking  the  precautions 
neceeB&ry  in  order  to  prevent  any  co-operation 
with  the  insurgents  from  their  frontiers. 

The  measure  for  the  adjustment  of  the 
representation  of  the  |)eople  in  Parliament 
will  extend  the  franchise  to  numbers  who 
have  not  hitherto  enjoyed  the  ri^ht  of  voting 
for  the  election  of  members  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  render  such  representation 
free  from  frequent  changes  by  the  nnconcer- 
ted  action  of  the  Provincial  Legislatures. 

The  settlement  of  all  matters  in  discussion 
between  the  Federal  Government  and  that  of 
Manitoba  will,  I  trust,  satisfy  the  expectations 
of  the  people  of  that  Province. 

The  Bill  regulating  the  influx  of  the  Chinese 
people  into  Canada  will,  I  doubt  not,  allay 
the  feelinff  of  discontent  in  relation  to  that 
subject  which  has  for  some  time  prevailed  in 
British  Columbia. 

The  aid  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railwav 
Company  will  secure  the  advantages  which 
are  justly  expected  from  the  completion  of  that 
great  enterprise,  whilst  the  grants  in  land 
and    money    to   other    railways  in    various 
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portions  of  Canada  may  be  expected  to 
accelerate  the  progress  of  settlement  and 
augment  the  commerce  of  the  Dominion. 

The  ready  conversion  of  our  ^v^  per  cent, 
bonds,  which  have  recently  matured,  into 
fonr  per  cent,  securities,  and  the  success  of 
the  loan  for  four  millions  of  pounds  sterling, 
lately  offered  in  the  London  market,  show 
the  satisfactory  state  of  the  credit  of  Canada. 

I   congratulate  you  on  the  other  useful 
measures,  both  of  a  public  and  private  nature, 
which  you  have  passed. 
Gentlemen  of  the  House  oj  Commons : 

In  Her  Majesty's  name  I  thank  you  lor  the 
8up{)lie8   you  have  granted  for  the   public 
service. 
Honorable  Oeniiemen  of  the  SencUe : 

OenUemenofihe  House  oj  Commons : 

The  readjustment  of  the  tariff  will  tend  to 
increase  the  revenue  and  enable  the  (Govern* 


ment  to  meet  the  various  engagements  of  the 
country. 

I  now  with  reiterated  thanks  relieve  yon 
for  the  present  from  your  important  duties. 

The  Speaker  of  the  Senate  then  said : 

Honorable  Gentlemen  of  the  Senate  and  Cren- 
tkmen  of  the  House  of  Commons: 

It  is  Hn  EXOSLLEKCY  THE  GOVBBVOR  GeX- 

EEiL's  will  and  pleasure,  that  this  Parliaoient 
be  prorogued  until  Saturday,  the  twenty-ninth 
day  of  August  next,  to  be  here  held,  and  this 
Parliament  is  accordingly  prorogued  until 
Saturday,  the  twenty-ninth  day  of  Angujst 
next. 
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•  TO- 


Debates   of.  the    Senate. 


SESSIOHr    1^85. 


Part  I.  constitates  an  Index  to  the  names  of  Senators  with  their  action  upon  the 
Teepective  subjects.  In  this  part  italics  denote  that  the  Motion,  Amendment  or  Inquiry  in 
•question  emanated  from  the  Senator  mentioned. 

Part  II.  constitutes  an  analytical  index  to  all  the  subjects  debated.  Names  in  iialies 
and  parenthesis  after  the  subject  indicate  the  movei's. 

The  following  abreviations  have  been  employed:  Amt.,  Amendment;  Appt.,  Appoint- 
ment;  B.y  Bill;  Com.9  Committee;  Goncurr.,  Concurrence;  Corresp.^  Correspondence; 
Dischgd.,  Discharged;  Div'n^  Division  ;  H.E.,  His  Excellency ;  H.M.,  Her  Majesty ;  Incorp,» 
Incorporation;  Inqy.,  Inquiry;  M.,  Motion;  fit.,  moved;  Res.,  Resolution;  Ry.,  Railway; 
W.9  Whole  House,  thus  Com.  of  W.,  Committee  of  Whole  House ;  Withdr.,  Withdrawn. 

On  a  Division  : — C,  Contents ;  N.-C,  Non-Contents. 

Ist  R^  2nd  R.,  3rd  R„  Ist,  2nd  and  3rd  Reading. 

*9  Without  comment  or  discussion. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Digitized  by 


Google 


I.-lNDEX  TO  Senators. 


Alexander,  Hon.  George. 

Absence  of  Ministers  fron^  the  Capital. 
On  Mr  Power's  motion  for  address^  169, 

Address,  in  debate  on  the. 
Remarks,  10. 

Adjournment — Easter  holidays. 
Remarks,  454. 

Adjournment,  (May  8th — 20th). 

On  Mr.  Bellerose's  motion,  920. 
Adjournment,  (June  20th — July  2nd). 

Remarks,  1088. 
Bank  of  Upper  Canada,  Debt  due  to 
,Govt  by. 

Enquiry,  35. 

Bank  of  Upper  Canada,  as  to  the  reali- 
zation of  assets. 

M.  for  Com.,  58-68. 
Bank  of  Upper  Canada,  assets  of. 

M.  for  return  postponed,  480. 

Bank  of  Upper  Canada,  Investigation 
into  affairs  of. 
M.   for  Com.,  599;    Question  of  Order 
therein,  600;  M.  withdrawn,  619. 

Brantford,     Waterloo    &    Lake     Erie 
Incorp.  B.  (59). 
On  3rd  R.,  466. 
British  Columbia,  White  Population  of, 
Explanation  and  Correction. 
22. 
Canadian  Pacific    Railway,    criticisms 
upon. 
12. 

Canada  Temperance  Act    1878  Amt. 
B.  (92). 
On  2nd  R.,  714 
In  Com.,  879. 

Civil  Service  Acts  Consolidation  B.  (31). 
On  2nd  R.,  830 ;  In  Com.,  904. 

Debates  of  the  Senate,  Circulation  of. 
24. 

Deputy  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons B.  (26). 
In  Com.,  115;  On  3rd  R.,  122. 
Divorce    Committee,     Publication    of 
Evidence  before. 
Remarks,  329. 

Grand  Trunk  Railway,  injustice  done 
to  by  Government  complained  of. 
11. 

Globe  correspondent  and  the  Senate. 
Inquiry,  458. 


Half-breed  Claims  in  the  North-West. 

On  Mr.  Trudel's  M.  for  Return,  644. 
Half-breed  Grievances  in   the  North- 
west, Correspondence  in  relation  to. 
M.  for  Return^  1029. 
Huron  &  Ontario  Ship    Canal    Co's 
B.  (69). 
On  2nd  R.,  614. 
Indians  in  the  North-West,  Correspond 
dence  concerning. 
On  Mr.  Schultz's  M.  for  Return,  595. 
Industries  and  Manufactures  of  Canada, 
Report  upon. 
On  Mr.  Macdonald's  Enquiry  ;  Remarks, 
289-291. 

Legislation  in  the  Senate,  Joint  Com. 
upon. 
On  Sir  Alex.  Campbell's  M„  706. 
Messengers,  Complaint  as  to  the  de- 
ficiency of. 
RemarkB,  105. 

North-West     Troubles,      Half  -  breed 
Claims. 
M.  for  Return  agreed  to,  523. 

North-West    Territories,    Disposal    of 
Lands  in. 
On  Mr.  Wark's  Inquiry,  844. 
North-West  Rebellion,    Provision    for 
Families  of  Volunteers  killed  and 
wounded  in. 
Inquiry,  937. 
Nordi-West  Rebellion,  Correspondence 
in  relation  thereto. 
M.  for  Return,  1012;  Quest,  of  Order  as 
to  Rpading  Speech,  1013. 
Order,   Question  of,  on  Mr.  Howlan's 
Remarks. 
Remarks,  846. 
Parliamentary    Returns,  Number    and 
Expenses  of. 
On  Mr.  Flint's  M.  for  Return,  517. 
Personal  position  defined. 

Remarks,  10. 
Portrait    of    Sir    David    Macpherson, 
Removal  of,  from  Senate  corridors. 
Motion,  45. 
Privilege,    Question  of,     as  to    Mail 
newspaper. 
480. 
Privilege,  Question  of,  as  to  expunging 
of  his  Speech  from  the  Reports. 
239,  241 ;  Called  to  order,  242. 
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Public  Affairs  of  the  Dominion. 
M.    relating    thereto     postponed,     614; 
Further   postponed,  666,  706,  736; 
Ruled  out  of  order,  817. 
Public  Loan  B.  (145). 

On  2nd  R.,  1049;  On  3rd  R.,  1070. 
Real  Property  in  the  North-West  Ter- 
ritories B.  (A). 
On  2nd  R.,  199;  In   Com.,  362;  On  Mr. 
Scott's  Amt.,  376. 
Short  Line  Railway. 
Remarks  on  Mr.  Power's  M.  for  address 
for  copies  of  Reports  of  Surveys,  Ac. , 
347. 
Strangers,  exclusion  of,    from    Senate 
corridors. 
Remarks,  106. 
Statutes,  Consolidation    of,    Appoint- 
ment of  Joint  Com.  upoa 
Remarks,  321. 
Treaties  with  the  Indians  in  the  North- 
West 
On  Mr.  Read's  Inquiry,  809. 
Vote  of  Censure  proposed  by  Sir  Alex. 
Campbell 
Explanation  and  apology,  219. 

Allan,  Hon.  George  William. 

Bank  of    Upper  Canada,    debt    due 
Government  by. 
On  Mr.  Alexander's  Enquiry,  36. 
Bank  of  Upper  Canada. 
On  Mr.  Alexander's  M.  for  Com.,  66. 

Bank  du  Peuple  B.  (5;0. 

Rep.  from  Com.,  679;  On  3rd  R..  686. 
Canada  Temperance    Act  1878  Amt 
B.(92). 
On  3rd  R.,  978-81. 
Central  Bank  of    New  Brunswick  B- 
(40). 
Rep.  from  Com.,  640. 
Civil    Service  Acts    Consolidation  B. 

(31). 
Rep.  from  Com.,  914. 

Chinese  Immigration   Restriction  and 

Regulation  B.  (155). 

On  2nd  R.,1296. 

Dominion  Grange    Fire   Ins.   Ass.    B. 

(55)-    ^        _ 
Rep.  from  Com.,  841. 

Federal  Bank  B.  (10). 

IstR.*,  266;  2nd  R.  wi,  268. 

Library  of  Parliament  Act  Amt    B. 

(139)- 
In  Com.,  1169. 

Maritime  Court  of  Ontario  Jurisdiction 
B.  (II). 
Rep.  from  Com.,  664,  666. 


North-West  Rebellion,  Vote  of  thanks 
to  Gen.    Middleton,   the   Militia, 

&C. 

Remarks,  1394, 
Winnip^  Bank  Incorp.  Act  Amt  B. 
(62). 
Rep.  from  Com,,  640. 

Almon,  Hon.  William  J 
Adjournment,  Easter  holidays. 

Remarks,  464. 
Adjournment  suggested. 

Remarks,  822. 
Canada      Congregational     Missionary 
Soc/s  B.  (54). 
On  3rd  R.,  408. 
Canada  Temperance  Act  1878  Amt  B. 
(92). 
On  postpmt.  of  2nd  R.,  623;  On  2nd  R. 
674r8;   In  Com.,  866,  Ac.;   Amt  « 
893;  On  Postpmt.  of    3rd  B.,  925 
Further  Postpmt,  932 
Canada  Temperance  Act;  Commission 
of  Enquiry  into  working  ot 
Petition  for  presented  and  read,  617. 
Chinese   Immigration  Restriction  and 
Regulation  B.  (155).  _      ^ 

On  2nd  R.,  1295;    In  Com.,  1326;  Ex- 
planatioa  after  3rd  R.,  1411. 
Civil  Service  Acts    Consolidation    B. 

(3O. 
In  Com.,  909. 

Cox  Divorce  B. 
On  Postpmt.  of  2nd  R.,  406. 

Davis  Divorce  B.  (C). 

On  Rep.  of  Com.,  130 ;  On  3rd  R.,  155. 
Divorce   Committees,     Publication  of 
Evidence  before. 

Remarks,  325. 
Explosive  Substances  B.  (K). 

In  Com.,  278, 
Judge  Rigby,  Petition  against 

Presented  and  withdrawn,  108. 
Legislative  Work,   Increase  ot  in  the 
Senate.  * 

On  Mr.  Plamb's  M.,  632. 
Offences  against  the  Person  Act  Amt 
B.  (S). 

On  2nd  R.,  726. 

Offences  against  the  Person  B.  (S). 
In  Com.,  786;  On  Concurr.  in  Amts., 
813;  On  3rd  R.,  823. 

Pawnbrokers'  B.  (R). 

In  Com.,  737. 
Preservation  of  Peace     near     Public 
Works  Act  Amt  R  (O) 

On  2nd  R ,  696. 
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Railway  Subsidies  B.  (158). 

Od  2Dd  R.,  1404. 
Real  Property  in  the  North-West  Terri- 
tories B.  (A). 

In  Com.,  264,  272. 
Sable  Island,  Life-saving  Service  at 

Inquiry ,  641. 
Smith  Divorce  Bill 

As  to  Selection  of  Com.,  54. 

Temperance   Legislation,  Petition    re- 
garding. 
Presentation  of,  678. 

Baillargeon,  Hon.  Pierre. 

Short  Line  Railway. 
Remarks  on  Mr  Power's  M.  for  address 
for  copies  of  Reports  of  Surveys,  &c., 
346. 

Bellerose,  Hon.  Joseph  H. 

Address,  in  Debate  pn  the. 

Remarks,  20. 
Adjournment,   (February  13th — 20th). 

Motion,  49. 
Adjournment,  (May  8th — 20th). 

Notice  of  M.,  851 ;  M.  carried,  918*23. 
Adjournment,  (June  ist). 

M.  carried,  1033. 

Adjournment,  (June  12th). 

M.  carried,  1047. 
Complains  because  neither  mover  nor 
seconder  of  the  Address  spoke  in 
French. 
19. 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Completion 

B.  (153). 
In  Com.,  1367. 

Consolidated     Militia     Act    Amt.    B. 

(152). 
On  3rd  R.,  1289. 

Divorce    Committees,    Publication   of 
Evidence  before. 
Remarks,  328. 

Dry   Dock  Construction   Act   Amt  B. 
(108). 
Rep.  from  Com.,  622. 

Electoral  Franchise  B.  (103). 
On  2ud  R.,  1206-1216;  Question  of  Order 
raised  as  to  relevancy  of  Remarks, 
1214;  On  3rd  R  ,  1,S32;  Amt.  (in  re- 
ference to  Quebec)  m,  1341 ;  Amt. 
(as  to  voters*  lists)  m,  1.342. 

Half-breed  Claims  in   the  North  West. 
On  Mr.  Truders  M.  for  return,  649. 

Legislative  Work,  Increase  of,   in   the 
Senate 
On  Mr.  Plumb's  M.,  658. 


Legislation  in  the  Senate,  Joint  Com. 
upon. 
On  Sir  Alex,  Campbell's  M.,  710. 
Library  of  Parliament    Act  Amt    B. 

On  2nd  R.,l)IO. 

Manitoba  Claims  Final  Settlement  B.. 

(15s). 
Rep.  from  Com.,  1329. 

North-West  Rebellion,  Vote  of  thanks 
to  Gen.   Middleton,  the    Militia, 
&c. 
Remarks,  1396. 
Order,  Question  of,  as  to  Mr.  Plumb's 
Remarks  in  discussing  the  Fran- 
chise Bill 
Remarks,  1221. 

Protests  against  method  of  Hon.  Mr. 
Robitaille's    appointment    to  the 
Senate. 
20. 
Parliamentary  Returns,    Number   and 
Expenses  of. 
On  Mr.  Flint's  M.  for  Return,  514. 
Prince  Edward  Island,  Communication 
with. 
On  Mr.  Howlan's  Inquiry,  607. 
Railway  Subsidies  B.  (158). 
On  2nd  R.,  1407 ;  In  Com.  Amt.  (to  Ist 
clause)  lost  on  div.,  1415  ;  On  3rd  R. 
same  Amt.  ruled  out  of  order,  1419.. 
Real  Property  in  the  North-West  Terrir 
tories  B.  (A). 
In  Com.,  262. 

St.   Vincent   de   Paul  Penitentiary  In- 
vestigation. 
M.  for  Return,  555. 
Short  Line  Railway. 
Remarks  on  Mr.  Power's  M.  for  address- 
for  Copies  of  Reports  of  Surveys,  kc, 
344. 

Summary  Proceedings  B,  (I). 
On  2nd  R.,  393. 

Treaties  with    Indians  in  the  North- 
West. 

On  Mr.  Reade's  Inquiry,  801. 
Veterans  of  the  War  of  1812. 

Petitions  for  Pensions  presented,  1274. 

BoLDUc,  Hon.  Joseph. 
Summoned  to  the  Senate  and  intro- 
duced. 
3. 

BoTSFORD,  Hon.  Amos  Edwin. 

Canada  Temperance  Act  Amt  B.  (92), 

On  Mr.  Power's  Amt.  before  stoiuz  into 

Com.,  863.  6     6     w 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1438 


1. — Index  to  Senatoes. 


[Session 


Cape  Traverse  Branch  Railway. 
M,  for  Return,  370. 

Explosive  Substances  B.  (K). 

Rep.  from  Com.,  279. 
Hatzfeld  Divorce  B.  (D). 

Petition  of  Respondent  for  mainienance 
presented  and  ref.  to  Com.,  i»,  130. 
Huron  &  Ontario  Ship  Canal  Co's  B, 

Suspension  of  5l8t  Rule,  m,  157. 
Legislation  in  the  Senate,  Joint  Com. 
upon. 

On  Sir  Aiex.  CampbelPe  M.,  707. 

Offences  against  the  Person  B.  (F). 

Reported  Irom  Com.,  108, 
•Order,  Question  of. 
On   Mr.  Alexander's  M.  in  re  Bank  of 
Upper       Canada  j        Remarks     on 
Speaker's  Ruling,  619. 

Prince  Edward  Island,  Communication 
with. 
On  Mr.  Howian's  Inquiry,  507. 
Privilege,  Question  of. 
As  to  Expungins  of   Mr.    Alexander's 
speech  from  the  Reports.    Attention 
called  to  presence  of  btrangers,  242. 

Public  Loan  B.  (145). 

On  2nd  R.,  1060. 
Real  Property  in  the  North-West  Terri- 
tories B.  (A). 

In  Com.,  272. 

Sewerage  and  Ventilation    of   Senate 
Building. 
Remarks  upon,  1045. 

Smith  Divorce  Bill. 
As  to  selection  of  Com  ,  55.    . 

Vote  of  Censure  upon  Mr.  Alexander. 
Remarks,  220. 

BOUCHERVILLE,  HON.  C.  E.  BOUCHER  DE. 

Debates  Reporting  Com. 

Adoption  of  Reports  m;    1st  Rep.,  735; 
2nd  flep.  (additional  appropriations) 
1293. 
Electoral  Franchise  B.  (103). 

In  Com.,  1276 ;  On  3rd  R.,  1337 ;  Amt. 
(as  to  definition  of  **  person ")  m, 
1343;  Amt.  (as  to  Christian  China- 
men) m,  1343. 

Food,  Drugs,  &c.,  Adulteration  B.  (W). 
Rep.  from  Com.,  1044. 

Liquor  License  Act     1883    Amt   B. 

(134). 
Rep.  from  Com.,  1272. 

Privilege,  Question  of. 
As    to  expunging    of  Mr.  Alexander's 
spt'ech  from  the  Reports,  240. 

Railway  Subsidy  B.  (158). 
In  Com.,  1415-16 ;  On  3rd  R.,  1419. 


Campbell,  Hon.  Sir  Alexander. 

Absence  of  Ministers  from  the  Capital. 

Mr.  Power's  M.  for  Address  refused,  169. 
Addition  of  Hon.  Mr.  Poirier's  name 
to  Committees. 

352. 

Adjournment,  Easter  holidays. 
Motion » 454. 

Adjournment  suggested. 
Reply  to  Mr.  Power,  822. 

Adjournment  (May  8th — 20th). 
On  Mr.  Beilerose's  M.,  919. 

Adjournment  (Queen's  Birthday). 

Motion,  945. 
Adjournment  (June  20th — July  2nd) 

Mr.  Mclnnes'  M.  agreed  to,  1088. 
Adjournment  (June  3rd — 22nd) 
Mr.  Nelson's  M.  not  agreed  to,  1038 ;  AJj. 
(June  3rd— 10th)  agreed  to,  1039. 
Administration   of    Justice   in    North- 
west Territories  B.  (V). 
1st  R,»,  931;  2nd  R.  wi,  942 ;  In  Com., 
1025-29;  3rd  R.   m,   1033:  Anjts.  of 
H.  of  C.  agreed  to,  m,  1396. 
Administration   of  Criminal  Justice  in 
Disputed  Territory  B.  (165). 
1st  R.*  and  Suspension  of  4l8t  Rule, «, 
1412  ;  2nd  and  3rd  Rs.*,  1413. 

Advances  to  the  Provinces  B.  (7). 

1st  R.*,  564;  2nd  R.  w,  598 ;  3rd  K.,  615. 
Agricultural  Fertilizers  B.  (122). 

1st  R.*,  1051  ;  2nd  R.  m,  1084 ;  lo  Gom.| 
1087  ;  3rd  R.*,  1087. 

Bank  of  Upper  Canada,  Debt  due  Gov- 
ernment by. 
On  Mr.  Alexander's  Inquiry,  44, 
Bank  of  Upper  Canada. 

On  Mr.  Alexander's  M.  for  Com.,  61. 
British  Columbia  Bank  B.  (105). 
1st  R.%  1047;  2nd  R.  w,  1054;  3rd  R.*, 
1083. 

British  Medical  Acts. 

On  Mr.  Sullivan's  M.  for  return,  48. 
Canada  Temperance  Act  1878  AmtB. 

(94 
On  2nd  R,  732;  In  Com.,  855^98;  Oa 
Concurr.  in  Amts.,  917  ;  Postpmt.  of 
3rd  R.  m,  923;  Further  Postpmt, 
932  ;  3rd  R.  »i,  946  ;  975,  Considen- 
tion  of  Senate  Amts.  postponed,  1096; 
Senate  Amts.  insisted  upon,  1155* 
1167. 

Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Completion 

B.  (153). 
2nd  R.  m,  1305-18 ;  In  Com.,  1344-1369; 
On  M.for  3rdR.  Amt.  m,  1369;3rdB. 
m,1370 ;  On  Mr.  Power's  Amt.,  1384; 
On  Mr.  Mclnues'  Amt ,  1386. 
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Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Terminus  in 
British  Columbia. 
In  Reply  to  Mr.  Mclnnes'  M.  for  Return, 

im. 

Canned  Goods  Bill  (V). 
let  R.%898;  2nd  R.  in,  930;  In  Com., 
933^6$  3rd  R.  postponed,  988; 
Further  poetpmt.,  990;  3rd  R.  m, 
1024 ;  Concurr.  in  Commons'  Amte. 
»i,1119. 

Cape  Traverse  Branch  Railway. 
Mr.  Botsford's  M.  for  Return  agreed  to, 
373. 

Chapais,  Senator,  the  late. 
Remarks  concerning,  1388. 
Chinese  Immigration  Restriction  and 
Regulation  B.  (155). 
1st  R,   1193;  2od  R.  m,  1296-1299;  In 
Com.,  1326 ;  3rd  R.»,  1410 ;  Reply  to 
Mr.  Almon'e  Remarks,  1412. 
Civil    Service  Acts  Consolidation    B. 

2nd  R.  m,  825;  In  Com.,  899.914;  3rd 
R.  m,  927 ;  Amt.  not  insisted  upon, 
1046. 

Colonial     and   Indian    Exhibition,  B. 
(126). 
Ist  &.♦,  1047 ;  2nd  R.  m,  1062 ;  In  Com., 
1086  ;  3rd  R.»,  1086. 
Commercial  Bank  of  Windsor  B.  (117). 
Ist  R.»,  1047;  2nd  R  ot,  1061 ;  3rd  R.% 
1083. 

Consolidation  of  Dominion  Statutes. 
M.  ior  reference  to  a  Select  Com.  post- 
poned, 80. 

Consolidated     Inland     Revenue    Act 
Amt.  B.  (146). 
1st  R.»,  1143;  2nd  R.  m,  1192;  In  Com., 
1293  ;  3rd  R.  m,  1306. 

Consolidated  Insurance  Act  1877  Modi- 
fication B.  (20). 
IstR,  1093;  2nd  R.  w,  1161;  In  Com., 
1177-1181;  3rd  R.m,  1194. 
Consolidated  Militia  Act  1883  Amt  B. 

(152). 
1st  R.%  1193 ;  2ndR.  «i,  1273  j  3rd  R.  «i, 
1287, 1290. 

Consolidated  Railway  Act    1870  Amt 
B.  (Q). 
Ist  R.,  649 ;  2nd  R.,  686 ;  In  Com.,  733 ; 
Bill  dropped,  990. 
Cox  Divorce  Case. 
#        As  to  Compliance  with  rules,  26. 

As  to  Sufficiency  of  affidavit  of  service  of 

Petition,  31. 
As  to  dispensing  with  rules,  34. 

Cox  Divorce  Bill. 
Suspension  of  72nd  Rule  opposed,  and  B. 

sent  back  to  Com,  60. 
On  Postponement  ol  2nd  R.  406. 
Proof  of  Service,  Ac,  664.  , 


Crown    Accounts    Books,     Proof    of 
Entries  in  B.  (M). 
Ist  R»,  352  5  2nd  R.  m,  407 ;  3rd  R.*,  412, 
Consideration  of  Common's  Amts., 
1047 ;  Concurr.  in  Amts.  m,  1082. 

Criminal  Law,  Codification  of. 

Intention  of  Government,  48. 
Customs  and  Excise  Act  Amt  B.  (157). 

1st  R.*,  1397  ;  2nd  and  3rd  R*s,  m,  1414. 

Davis  Divorce  Case. 
Objection  as  to  sufficiency  of  notice,  made 

and  withdrawn,  27. 
As  to  exam,  of  Petitioner,  67. 

Davis  Divorce  B.  (C). 
On  M.  for  2nd  R.,  103 ;  On  Rep.  of  Com., 
129;  On  3rd  R,  166. 
Death  of  Senator  Benson. 
M.  for  Adjournment,  360. 
Deput}'  Speaker  for  House  of  Commons 
B.  (26). 
lstR.%  108;  2nd  R.  to,  114;  In  Com., 
115;  3rdR  to,  122. 
Divorce  Cases. 
As  to  proper  preparation  of  papers  in, 
104. 

Divorce  Cases. 

As  to  Change  of  Procedure  in,  110. 
Divorce     Committees,     Presence     of 
Strangers  at 
Remarks,  323. 
Dominion  Grange    Mutual   Fire    Ins. 
Assm.  B.  (55). 
On.  2nd  R,  686. 
Dry  Dock   Construction  Act  Amt  B, 
(108). 
Ist  R^,   488;  2nd  R.  to,  513 ;  In  Com., 
622;  ,SrdR.,622. 
Electoral  Franchise  B.  (103). 
1st   R.%  1168;  2nd   R.  to.  1194-1200;  In 
Com.,  1276-1287;  3rd  R.  to,  1329. 
Evans  Divorce  Case. 
As  to  the  evidence  of    service  «f  the 
Petition,  ,30. 

Evans  Divorce  B.  (G). 
As  to  clause  providing  for  custody  of 
child,  113. 

Evans  Divorce  B.  (G). 
On  M.  for  3ra  R.,  366. 
Evidence  in   Criminal  Cases  Amt  B. 


On  2nd  R,  676. 
Evidence   in  Divorce   Cases,  Printing 
and  Publication  of. 
Motion,  322. 

Explosive  Substances  B.  (K). 
1st  R%  179;  2nd  R.   to,  221;  In  Com., 
276  ;  3rd  R.  to,  280. 

Food,  Drugs,  &c,  Adulteration  B.  (W). 
Ist  R.*,  931 ;  2nd  R.  to,  944;  In  Com., 
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1039-44;  3rd  R.  m,  1044;  GoDcarr. 
in  Commons'  Amis,  m,  1118,  1167. 

France  and  Canada,  Steam  communi- 
cation between. 
Reply  to  Mr.  Pelletier's  Inquiry,  664. 
Gas  and  Gas  Meters  Inspection  Acts 
Amt  B.  (up). 
l8t  R.*,  1047 ;    2nd  R.*,  1082 ;  3rd  R., 
1086. 

General  Inspection  Act  1874  Amt  B. 

(135). 
l8tR.M,088;  2nd  R.m.,  1,090;  In  Com., 
1,097-1,108,   1,119-1,122;    3rd    R.», 
1,122. 

Giode  Correspondent  and  the  Senate. 

Reply  to  Mr.  Alexander's  Inquiry,  469. 
Half-Breed  Troubles    in    the  North- 
west. 
Reply  to  Mr.  Scott's  Inquiry,  410. 
Half-breed  Grievances  in  the  North- 
West,  Correspondence  in  relation 

to, 

to  Mr.  Alexander's  M.  for  Bet., 
1,031. 

Halifax  Harbor  Master's  Act  Amt.  B. 


1st  R.,  1,093;  2nd  R  m.,  1,108;  In  Com., 
1,167;  3rd  R.  TO,  1,168. 
Halifax  Volunteers,  Transportation  of, 

Reply  to  Mr.  Power's  Inquiry,  636. 
Halifax  Volunteers,  Transportation  of, 

Explanation,  662. 

Hatzfeld  Divorce  Case. 

As  to  sufficieDcy  of  service  of  notice,  32. 
Hatzfeld  Divorce  B.  (D). 
On  2nd  R.,  117;   on  Ref.  to  Com.,  120; 
on  Ist  Rep.  of  Com.,  121. 
Hudson's  Bay,  Exports  from, 
Mr.  Schultz's  M.  for  Return  agreed  to, 
199. 
Hydrographic  Surveys  in  the  North- 
west. 
On  Mr.  Schultz's  Inquiry,  48. 
Indians  in  the  North- West,  Correspond- 
ence concerning. 
Mr.  Schultz's  M.  for  Return  agreed  to, 
695. 
Industries  and  manufactures  of  Canada, 
Report  upon. 
On  Mr.  Macdonald's  enquiry,  146,  164, 
166. 
Infectious    and    Contagious    Diseases 
Affecting  Animals  B.  (41), 
1st  R.,  735;    2nd  R.,m,  790;    In   Com., 
839;  3rdR.m,  840. 

Insolvent   Banks,  Insurance  Co's,  &c. 
Act  Amt.  B.  (N). 
On  2nd  R.,  488. 


legislative  Work,  Increase  o^  in  the 
Senate. 
Mr.  Plumb's  M.  postponed,  179;  debate 
postponed,   697;    remarks,  663-58, 

Legislation  in  the  Senate,  Formation  of 
^  Joint  Committee  upon. 
M,  and  remarks,  706. 

Library  of  Parliament  Act  Amt   B. 

(139)- 
1st  R.,  1,096;  M.  for  2nd   R.,  1,096;  2nd 
R.m,  1,108,  1,113;  In  Com.,  1,168- 
1,171 ;  3rd  R,»,  1,171. 

Liquor  License  Act  1883  B.  (134). 
1st  R.*,  1,122 ;  2nd  R.  m,  1,171 ;  In  Com., 
1,272 ;  3rd  R.,  1,273. 

Lionel  Garnham's  Case. 
Reply  to  Mr.  flaythome's  Inquiry,  389. 

Lutheran  Church  Synod  Incorp.  B.  (60). 
On  2nd  R.,  630. 

Joint  Com.  on   Division  of  Business, 
Progress  o£ 
Reply  to  Mr.  Wark's  Enquiry,  1,034. 

Judge  Rigbv,  Petition  against 

Reply  to  Mr.  Almon,  108. 
Manitoba    County    Court    Additional 


Judge  B.  (162). 
;  R.';  su£ 


Ist  R.*;  suspension  of  4 1st  rule  and  2ad 
and  3rd  R's  m,  1,429. 

Manitoba  Lands,  Copy  of  Patent  issued 
to  Mrs.  Lonsdale. 
Mr.  Guevremont's  M.  for  Ret.  agreed  to, 
1,047. 

Manitoba  Province  Claims  Final  Settle- 
ment B.  (155). 
1st  R.^  1,193;    2nd  R.  m,  1,301 ;   3rd  R., 
1,329. 

Manitoba  and  North-Westem  Railway 
Co's  B.  (74). 
On  2nd  R.,  687. 
Maritime  Court  of  Ontario  Jurisdiction 
Extension  B.  (11). 
1st  R.*,  382;  2Dd  R.  m,  612;  In  Com., 
631-34;  On  3rd  R.,  666, 
Members  of  the  Royal  Society  and  the 
Civil  Service  Examinations. 
Reply  to  Mr.  Trudel's  Enquiry,  409. 
See  also  p.  428. 

Militia  Force  Land  Grant  B.  (160). 

Isi  R%  2nd  R.*  m  and  3rd  R.,  1,426. 
Morning  Sitting  of  the  Senate. 

Motion,  1,388. 
"  Northern  Light,"  Instructions  to  Com- 
mander of. 

On  Mr.  Haytborne's  M.  for  Return,  81. 
North-West  Rebellion,  Telegram  about 
Frog  Lake  Massacre  read. 

613. 
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North- West   Rebellion,    Provision   for 
Families  of  Volunteers  Killed  or 
Wounded  in. 
On  Mr.  Alexander's  Inquiry,  939. 

North-West  Rebellion,  Correspondence 
in  relation  to. 
Reply  to  Mr.  Trudel's  Inquiry,  1,036. 
North-West  Rebellion.     Official  report 
of  General  Middleton  presented 
],168. 
North-West   Rebellion,    Assistance   to 
Sufferers. 
Id  Reply  to  Mr.  Trudel's  Enquiry,  1,274. 

North-West  Rebellion— Trials  at  Regina, 
Conduct  of. 
In  Reply  to  Mr.  TrudePe  Enquiry,  1,274. 
North-West  Rebellion— Vote  ot  Thanks 
to  General  Middleton,  the  Militia, 
&c. 
Motion,  1,390. 
North-West  Rebellion — Investigation  by 
Govt,   into  causes  of,  Extent  of 
Damage,  &c. 
Reply  to  Mr.  Trudel,  1,410. 
North-West    Rebellion    Expenses    B. 

let  R.*,  1,093;  2nd  R.  m,  1,150  ;   3rd  R 
m,  1,168. 
North-West  Territories,  Superintendents 
of  Education  in  the. 
Reply  to  Mr.  SchuUz's  Inquiry,  199. 
North-West,  Representation  of  the,  in 
the  Cabinet. 
Reply  to  Mr.  Schultz's  Enquiry,  158. 
North-West    Territories,    Disposal    of 
Lands  in. 
In  Reply  to  Mr.  Wark,  844. 
North-West  Mounted  Police  Force  B. 

1st  R.*,  791;  2ndR.m,840;  3rd  R.,  851. 
North-West  Mounted  Police  Augmenta- 
tion B.  (144). 
l8tR.,  1,093;   2nd  R.  m,  1,114;    3rd  R 
m,  1,150. 
North-West  Territories  Census  B.  (21). 
let  R.*,  Ill ;    2nd   R.  m,  123;    In  Com., 
279;  3rdR.m,331. 

Offences  against  the  Person  Act  Amend- 
ment B.  (F). 
let  R.  and  M.  lor  2nd  R.,  48;   2nd  R.  m, 
57;  3rdR.  m,481. 

Offences  against  the  Person  B.  (S). 
In  Com.,  785. 

Ontario  Central  Prison  Act  Amt  B. 

let  R.%  523 ;  2nd  R.,  597 ;  3rd  R,  615. 
Order — Objection   to  Mr.  Alexander's 
Speaking  Twice  on  an  Inquiry,  44. 
Q3 


Order — Point  of  Order  Raised  as  to 

Relevancy    of    Mr.    Alexander's 

Remarks,  46. 
Order,  Question  of,  on  Mr.  Alej^nder's 

Remarks,  707. 
Parliamentary  Returns,   Number   and 

Expense  of, 
Mr.  Flint's  M.  for  Return  amended  and 

agreed  to,  516. 

Pawnbroker's  B.  (R). 

In  Com.  7.31. 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  Extension 
of  time  for  receiving, 
m,  51. 
Pontiac   &  Pacific  Junction    Railway 
matters. 
Mr.  Trudel's  M.  for  Return  agreed  to, 
1,093. 
Pontiac  &  Pacific  Junction   Railway, 
Cost  of. 
Mr.Trudel'sM.for  Retnrn  agreed  to,  1,411 . 
Port  Moody  Engine  House,  Building 
of. 
Reply  to  Mr.  Mclnnes'  Enquiry,  1,047. 

Public  Affairs  of  the  Dominion. 
On  Mr.  Alexander's  Inquiry,  question  of 
order  raised,  817. 

Public  Loan  B.  (145). 
Ist  R.*  and  M.  for  2nd  R,  1,048;  3rd  R., 
1,055,  1,063. 

Preservation    of    Peace    near    Public 
Works  Act  Amt  B  (O). 
1st  R.*,  523;   2nd  R.,  596;  In  Com.  and 
3rd  R.,  623. 

Prince  Edward   Island,   Winter  Com- 
munication with. 
Reply  to  Mr.  Haythorne's  Enquiry,  82. 
Prince   Edward   Island,  Winter  Com- 
munication with. 
Information  as  to  boat  houses,  410. 
Prince  Edward  Island,  Communication 
with. 
On  Mr.Howlan's  Inquiry,  511. 
Printing  Com's  2nd  Report,  Adoption 
of,  Postponed,  49. 

Privilege,  Question  of. 
As  to  expunging  Mr.  Alexander's  speech 
from    the  reports,  241;    Mr.  Alex- 
ander called  to  order,  242. 

Privilege,  Question  of. 

Explanation  to  Mr.  Haythorne,  466. 
Prisoners'   Employment  Act  Amt  B. 
(81). 
1st  R/,  898;    2nd  R.  m,  931 ;    3rd  R.  m, 
932. 

Provincial  Courts  Judges'  Salaries  Acts 
Amt.  B.  (161). 
1st  R*,  1,397;  2nd  and  3rd  R's,  1414. 
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Quebec  Harbor  Navigation  B.  (159). 
let  R.*;  suepeneion  of  4l8t  rule  m;    2Dd 
aDd  3rd  R's  m,  1,429. 

Question  of  Order  raised  as  to  Mr. 
Alexander's  remarks  on  M.  to 
adjourn,  456. 

Railways,  An  Act  relating  to. 

I8t  R/  6. 
Railway  Survey  Reports,  Bringing  down 
of. 
Reply  to  Mr.  Power's  loquiry,  822. 
Railway  Land  Subsidies  B.  (147). 
l8tR.,  1,093;  M.  for  2Dd  R.,  1,093;  2nd 
R.  fit,  1,160;  In  Com.,  1,176;  3rd  R., 
1,177. 

Railway  Subsidies  B.  (158). 
2nd  R*,  1,398;  In  Com.,  1415<17;   3rd  R. 
m,  1417. 
Railway  Subsidies  B.  (164). 
let  R.*and  2nd  R^m,  1,422;  3rd  R.  m, 
1,424. 

Real  Property  in  the  North- West  Terri- 
tories B.  (A). 
Ist  R.*,  22;  2nd  R.  m,  70-79,  204-208;  In 
Com.,  242,  248,  262,  263,  267 ;  Mr. 
Power's  suggested  Ami,  to  12tb 
clause  accepted,  269;  Mr.  Scott's 
Amt.  to  22nd  clause  accepted,  263, 
264,  266,  269,  270;  AmU  to  72nd 
clause  m,  274,  362,  367,  369;  Amt. 
to  22nd  clause  m,  361,  363 ;  Amt.  to 
127th  clause  m,  366,373;  Concurr. 
in  Amts.  m,  374 ;  Mr.  Scott's  Amt., 
striking  out  8th  clause  not  accepted, 
374;  Mr.  Trudel's  Amts.  to  12th 
clause  not  accepted,  380 ;  Mr. 
Dickey's  Amt.  to  9l8t  clause  not 
accepted,  381 ;  3rd  R.  m,  382. 

Rebellion  in  the  North-West — Procla- 
mation to  Rebels. 

Reply  to  Mr.  Haythome's  Inquiry,  723. 
Red  River,  Dredging  the  Mouth  oi 

Reply  to  Mr.  SohuUz's  Enquiry,  266. 

Registration  of  Medical  Practitioners. 
On  Mr.  Sullivan's  M.  for  Address,  463. 

Rush  Lake  and  Saskatchewan  Railway 
and  Navigation  Co's  R 
As  to  presentation  of  petition,  130. 

Sable  Island,  Life-saving  Service  at 
Reply  to  Mr.  Almon's  Inquiry,  643. 

St  Vincent  de  Paul  Penitentiary  Investi- 
gation. 
Mr.Bellerose's  M.  for  Return  agreed  to,661 

Secretary  of   State   Department  Acts 
Amt  B.  (102). 
Ist  R.*,  488 ;  2nd  R.  m,  636 ;  3rd  R.,  698. 

Sewerage   and  Ventilation  of   Senate 
Building. 
Reply  to  Remarks  upon,  1,046. 


Short  Line  Railway. 
Mr.  Power's  M.  for  address  for  reports  of 
surveys,  &c.,  agreed  to,  360. 
Short   Line  Railway,  Route  provided 
for. 
Reply  to  Mr.  Power's  Inquiry,  1,149. 
Short   Line  Railway,   Petitions    for  a 
Survey,  &c 
Mr.  Power's  M.  for  Return  agreed  to, 
1,192.  ^ 

Simpson,      Hon.      Mr.,     Death      of, 

announced,  427. 
Smith  Divorce  Case. 

Notice  declared  sufficient,  28. 
Smith  Divorce  Bill. 
As  to  examination  of  witnesses,  62 ;  as  to 
ei^lection  of  committee,  65. 

South-Westem   Railway,   Construction 
o£ 
Reply  to  Mr.  Reesor's  Enquiry,  410. 
Speech  from  the  Throne. 

Consideration  of  m*,  6. 
Statutes,    Consolidation    of.    Appoint- 
ment of  Joint  Com.  upon. 
Motion,  302-321. 
Steamboat  Inspection  Act,  1882,  Amt 

B.  (133). 
lstR*,M47;    2nd  R*,  1,082 tin  Com.. 
1,086;  3rd  R.,  1,086. 

Summary  Proceedings  B.  (Li 
On  2nd  R.,  403. 
In  Com.,  481-87;  626-26. 

The  Supply  B.  (163). 
1st  R.*;  suspension  of  41st   R.  m :    2nd 
and  3rd  RV,  1,413. 

Surveyors  in  the  North- West,  Damage 
done  by. 
Reply  to  Mr.  Trudel's  Inquiry,  1,035. 
Temperance   Legislation,   Presentation 

of  Petition  concerning,  579. 
Three  Rivers   Harbor  Commissioners' 
B.  (150). 
1st  R.*,  1,122;  2nd  R.  m,  1,176;  In  Com., 
1,193;  3rd  R.m,  1,194. 

Timber  Culling  and  Measuring  Acts 
Amt  B.  (154). 
1st  R.*,  1,193 ;  2nd  R.  M,  1,294;  In  Com., 
1,326;  3rd  R.  m,  1,388. 

Timber  Regulations  in  British  Columbia, 
Correspondence  concerning. 
Mr.  Mclnnes'  M.  for  Ret  agreed  to,  1,369. 
Tracadie  Harbor,  Improvement  o£ 

Reply  to  Mr.  Haythome's  Inquiry,  518. 
Treasury  Board  Constitution  Acts  Amt 
B.  (104). 
1st  K.*914;    2nd  R.m,  914;   3id  R.M, 
927. 
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Treaties  with  Indians  in  the  North- 
west 
fieply  to  Mr.  Bead's  Inquiry,  806. 

Troops  in  the  North- West,  Withdrawal 
of. 
Reply  to  Mr.  Power^s  Inquiry,  1,066, 

Vote  of  Censure  upon  Mr.  Alexander, 
for  misconduct 
M.  withdrawn,  218. 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt  B. 
(ii8). 
let  R.*,  931 ;   2ad  R.  m,  939;    In  Com., 
1,024;  3rd  R.,  1,026. 

Winter    Communication    with    Prince 
Edward  Island. 
Reply  to  Mr.  Haythorne'e  Inquiry,  100; 
Bxplanatiou,  &c.,  106. 

York  Station,   P.  E.  Island    Railway, 
Closing  of. 
Reply  to  Mr.  Haythorne'e  Inquiry,  621 ; 
explanation,  664. 

York  Station,  P.  E.  Island  Railway. 
Mr.  Haythorne's  M.  for  papers,  Ac,  as- 
Hented  to,  621 . 

Carvell,  Hon.  J.  S. 

Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Completion 

B.  (153). 
On  3rd  B.,  1,382. 

Canada  Temperance  Act,  1878,  Amt. 

B.  (92). 

In  Com.,  881 ;  on  3rd  R.,  981. 
Canned  Goods  B.  (U). 

3rd  R.  postponmt.  asked  for,  988. 
General  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  (135). 

In  Com.,  1,121. 

Clbmow,  Hon.  Francis. 
Introduced,  28. 

Dever,  Hon.  James. 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.  W. 
Territories  B.  (V). 
On  2nd  R.,  944, 
Canned  Goods  B.  (U). 

In  Com.,  936. 
Canada  Temperance  Act,  1878,  Amt. 
B.  (92). 
In  Com.,  861,  879  j  Quest,  of  order,  881 ; 
on  3rd  R.  956-69, 

Chinese  Immigration  Restriction   and 
Regulation  B.  (155). 
On  2nd  R.,  1,298. 
Civil  Service  Acts    Consolidation    B. 

(31). 
On  2nd  R.,  836. 


Consolidated    Insurance    Act,    1877, 
Modification  B.  (20). 
Rep.  from  Com.,  1,181. 
Divorce    Committees,    Publication    of 
Evidence  before. 
Remarks,  328. 
Food,  Drugs,  &c.,  Adulteration  B.  (W). 

In  Com.,  1,041. 
Industries  and  Manufactures  of  Canada. 
On  Mr.  Macdonald's  M.;    Remarks,  779- 
80-84. 

Railway  Subsidies  B.  (158). 

On  2nd  R.,  1,408. 
Sewerage   and   Ventilation  of  Senate 
Building. 

Remarks  upon,  1,046. 
Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt  B. 

On  2nd  R.,  940. 

Dickey,  Hon.  Robert  B. 
Alberta  and  Athabasca  R.R.  Go's  B. 

«   (73). 

Rep.  irom  Com.,  686. 

Brantford,  Waterloo  &  Lake  Erie  R.R. 

Go's  B.  (59). 

i?ep.  from  Com.,  408. 

Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Completion 

B.  (153). 
In  Comf.,  1,360;  on  3rd  R.,  1,384. 

Canada  Southern  &  Erie  &  Niagara 
R.R.  Co's  B.  (9). 
Rep.  from  Com.,  33L 

Canada  Temperance  Act,  1878,  Amt. 
B.  (92). 
On  postponement  of  2nd  R.,  622 ;  on  2nd 
R.,  adjournmt.  of  debate,  684;  re- 
roarkP,  687-696,  731 ;  on  pospmt  of 
M.  into  Com.,  791;  In  Com.,  867; 
on  Mr.  AImon'8  amt.,  877;  on 
concurr.  in  amte.,  914  ;  on  poet'pmt. 
of  3rd  R.,  923 ;  as  to  insistance  upon 
Senate  Amts.,  1,162. 

Canned  Goods  B.  (U). 
On  2nd  R.,  931. 

Cape  Traverse  Branch  Railway. 
On  Mr.  Boteford'e  M.  for  Return,  371, 

Civil    Service  Acts    Consolidation  B. 


In  Com.,  906.913 ;  on  3rd  R.,  929. 

Consolidated    Insurance    Act,    1877, 
Modification  B.  (ao). 
In  Com.,  1,179. 

Cox  Divorce  B. 
On  postponement  of  2nd  R.,  406. 

Davis  Divorce  B.  (C.) 
Ist  Rep,  of  Com.  (asking  /orpermission 
(0    employ     a    shortrhand    writer) 
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adopted,  104;  2nd  Rep.  of  Com.  m, 
128. 
Rep.  from  Com.,  111. 

Electoral  Franchise  B.  (103). 
On  2nd  R.,  1,233-1,237;  on  3rd  R.,  1,330. 

Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  Amt  B. 


On  2nd  R.,  571. 
Explosive  Substances  B.  (K). 

In  Com.,  277. 
Fredericton  &  St  Mary's  R.R.  Bridge 
Co's  B.  (50). 

Rep.  from  Com  ,  68.5. 

Halifax  Volunteers,  Transportation  of. 

Remarks,  562. 
Hamilton   Provident  &  Loan  Society's 
B.  (J). 

On  Rep.  from  Com.,  370. 
Hatzfeld  Divorce  B.  (D). 

On  2nd  R.,  118;  on  1st  Rep.of  Com.,  120. 
Huron  &  Ontario  Ship  Canal  Co's  B. 

(69)- 

Rep.  from  Com.,  685. 
International  Coal  Co's  B.  (51). 

On  2nd  R.,  382;  Rep.  from  Com.,  407. 
Legislative  Work,  Increase  of,  in  the 
Senate. 
Adjournmt.    of  Deb,    m,  450;    further 
adjournmt.,  598  ;  remarks,  603-12. 

Legislation  in  the  Senate,  Joint  Com. 
upon. 
On  Sir  A.  Campbi^ll's  M.,  711. 

Library  of  Parliament  Act  Amt.  B.  (139). 
In  Com.,  1,169. 

Maritime  Court  of  Ontario  Jurisdiction 
B.(ii). 
In  Com.,  534. 
North-West    Territories,    Dispo.sal    of 
Lands  in. 
On  Mr.  Wark's  Inquiry,  850. 
Offences  Against  the  Person  B.  (S). 
In  Com.,  785-90;   on  concurr.  in  Amts., 
812. 

Order,  Question  of,  as  to  Mr.  Alexan- 
der's M.  in  re  the  Upper  Canada 
Bank,  599. 

Order,  Question  of,  on  Mr.  Alexander's 
Inquiry  as  to  Public  Affairs,  818. 

Order,  Question  of,  as  to  Mr.  K.aul- 
bach's  remarks  on  3rd  R.,  of 
Franchise  B.,  1,339. 

Pawnbroker's  B.  (R). 

In  Com.,  736  ;  on  3rd  R.,  7.38. 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills. 

As  to  extension  ol  time  for  receiving,  51 . 

Qu'Appelle  Diocese  Incorp.  B.  (39). 
3rd  R.  m,  465. 


Railwa}^,  Telegraph  and  Harbor  Cool 
Adoption  of  Reports  m — Ist  Rep.  (reduc- 
tion of  quorum)  28. 

Real  Property  in  the  North-West  Terri- 
tories B.  (A). 
In  Com.  257,  270,  273,  275,  364,  366,  361, 
364,  373 ;   on  Mr.  Scott's  Amt.,  377  ; 
Amt.  to  Slstclaaae  not  accepted,  381. 

River  St  Clair  Railway  Bridge  &  Tun- 
nel Go's  B.  (8). 
Rep.  from  Com.,  331. 

Rush  Lake   &  Saskatchewan  R.R.  & 
Navigation  Go's  Incorp. B.  (70). 
Petition  presented,  131. 
Rep.  from  Com.,  816. 

Smith  Divorce  Bill 
As  to  selection  of  com.,  55. 

Summary  Proceeding  B,'(L). 
Od  2nd  R.,  394 ;  In  Com.,  526. 

Tidal  Observations,  taking  of. 

Presentation  of  Petition,  352. 
Vote  of  Gensure  upon  Mr.  Alexander. 

Remarks,  221. 

West  Ontario  Pacific  R.R.  Go's  Incorpi 

B.  (94) 
Rep.  from  Com.,  816. 

Winnipeg  &  Prince  Albert  R.R.  Go's 
Incorp.  B.  (91). 
Rep.  from  Com.,  815. 
Wood   Mountain  &  Qu'Appelle  R.R 
Go's  Incorp.  B.  (23). 
Rep.  from  Com.  with  Amt«,  465. 

Ferrier,  Hon.  James. 

Prince  Edward  Island,  Gommunication 
with. 
On  Mr.  Howlan's  loquiry,  509. 

Flint,  Hoa  Billa. 

Adjournment  (May  8-20) 
On  Mr.  Bellerose's  M.,  922. 

Ganada  Temperance  Act  (1878)  Amt 
B.  (92). 
On  postponemt.  of  2na  R.,  623 ;  In  Com., 
868,  &c. ;  OD  concurr.  in  amt«.,  917; 
on  poetpmt.  of  3rd  R.,  924 ;  on  3rd 
R.,  946-956. 

Ghapais,  Senator,  the  late. 

Remarks  concerning,  1,390. 
Death  of  Senator  Benson. 

On  M.  to  adjourn,  351. 

Divorce    Gommittees,    Pdblication    of 
Evidence  belore. 
Remarks,  330. 
Huron  &  Ontario  Ship  Ganal  Go's  B. 
(69). 
On  2nd  R.,  614. 
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Industries  and  Manufactures  of  Canada. 
M.  for  adiournmt.  ot  debate,  480 ;    on  Mr 
Macdonald'e  M.,^  remarks,  637-44. 

Militia  Force  Land  Grant  B.  (i6o). 

on  3rd  R.,  1,428. 
North-West     Rebellion  —  Correspond- 
ence in  Relation  thereto. 

On  Mr.  Alexander's  M.  for  Return,  1,016 
Parliamentary  Returns,  Number    and 
Expense  of. 

M.  for  Return  agreed  to,  614. 
Railway  Subsidies  B.  (164). 

On  2nd  R.,  1,422. 

Summary  Proceedings  B.  (L.) 
On  2nd  B.,  404;  In  Com.,  486. 

Treaties  with  Indians  in  the  North-West. 
On  Mr.  Read's  Inquiry,  798, 

GiRARD,  Hon.  Marc  Amable. 
Address,  in  Debate  on  the. 

18.    . 
Canned  Goods,  B.  (U). 

Rep.  Irom  Com.,  937. 

Crown  Account  Books,  Proof  of  Entries 
in  B.  (M). 
Rep.  from  Com.,  412. 

Explosive  Substances,  B.  (K). 

In  Com.,  278. 
Fort  Macleod  Ranche  Telegraph  Co's., 
Incorp.  B.  (80). 
Ist  R.%  932;  2nd  R.,  m,  946;  Concurr  in 
Amts  ,  m,  1046 ;  3rd  R.*,  1046. 

General  Inspection  Act  Amt.,  B.  (135). 
On  2nd  R.*,  1107. 

Hudson's  Bay  route,  remarks  upon. 

19. 
Library  of  Parliament  Act  Amts.,  B. 

(139)- 
Rep.  from  Com.,  1171 

Manitoba  and   North-West  Territories 
Census,  B,  (21). 
In  Committee,  279. 
Manitoba  and  North  Western  Railway 
Company's  B.  (74). 
Ist  R.,  660  ;  2nd  R.,  686  ;  3rd  R.,  841. 

Manitoba  claims,  Final  Settlement  Bill, 

(155). 
On  2iid  R.,  1304. 

North-West  Territories  Census  B.,  (21). 

On  2nd  R.,  126. 
Railways  in  the  North-West,  Suggestions 
as  to  better  method  of  Government 
aid  to. 
19. 
Real  Property  in  the  North-West  Ter- 
ritories B,  (A). 
On  2nd  R,  191 ;  In  Com.,  249 ;  261 ;  362. 


Rush  Lake  and  Saskatchewan  Railway 
and  Navigation  Company's  Incorp. 

B,  (70). 
1st  R.,  649  i  2nd  R.  nt,  686     Ooncurr., 
in  Amts,  and  3rd  R,  840. 

Sisters  of  Charity  of  the  North-West 
Incorp.  Act  Amendment  B.  (I). 
1st  R.*,  131 ;  2nd  R.,  m,  268 ;  3rd  R.  407. 
Steamboat  Inspection  Act  Amendment 

B.  (133). 
Rep.  from  Com.,  1086. 

Winnipeg  Bank  Incorporation  Act  AmL 
B,  (62). 
Concurr.  in  Amts.,  640. 
Winnipeg  and  Prince  Albert   Railway 
Co's.  Incorp.  B.,  (91). 
Ut  R.,  660;  2nd  R.,  728;   Concurr.  in 
Amts.  and  3rd  R.,  816. 

Glazier,  Hon.  John. 

Hatzfeld  Divorce  Bill,  (D). 
On  M.  for  Adoption  of  Rep.  of  Com.  276. 

GowAN,  Hon.  Jamks  Robert. 

Summoned  to  the  Senate,   3 ;  Intro 

duced,  22. 
Bank  of  Upper  Canada. 
On  Mr.  Atexander'8  Enquiry,  M.  for  Com. 
QueRtion  of  Order  raised  as  to  Mr. 
Alexander's   remarks   60;   Further 
remarks  63. 

Canada  Temperance  Act  (1878.     Amt 

B,  (92). 
On  2nd  R.,  679-80. 

Deputy  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons B.  (26). 
In  Com.,  116. 

Divorce     Committees,     Presence     of 
Strangers  at. 

Remarks  324. 
Electoral  Franchise  Bill,  (103). 

On  2nd  R.*,  126M268;  In  Com.,  1286. 

Evans  Divorce  Bill  (G.) 
Reading  of  Petition  m,  29;  1st  R.*,49: 

2Da  R„  112;  As  to  clause  providing 

for  custody  of  child  1 13 ;  Ret.  to  Com . 

114;  1st  Rep.  of  Com.  m,  122;  Rep. 

from  Com.  198. 
Adoption  of  Rep.  of  Com.  m,  280 ;  M.  for 

3rd  R.,  280;  3rd  R.,  m.  365. 

Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  Amt  B.  (6). 

On  2nd  R.,  572. 
Hatzfeld  Divorce  Bill.     (D). 

On  2Dd  R.,  119 ;  On  Rep.  to  Com.  120. 
Huron  and  Ontario  Ship  Canal  Co. 

Ist  R.,  554 ;  2nd  R.,  613 ;  3rd  R.,  686. 
Maritime  Court  of  Ontario  Jurisdiction 
Bill.    (11). 

On  2nd  R.,  5li 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1446 


I. — Index  to  Sknatobs. 


[Semon 


In  Com.  532-34. 

North-West  Territories  Census  B.  (21). 

On  2nd  R.,  127, 
Offences  against  the  Person  Act  Amt. 
B.     (S). 
let  R.,  663  $  2nd  R.,  725 ;  In  Committee 
784-90;  Goncarr.  in  A.mte,  m,  811; 
3rd  R.  m,  822. 

Order,  Question  o£ 
As  to  Mr.   Alexander's  M.  re  Bank    of 
Up|>er  Canada,  602. 

Pawnbroker's  Bill     (R). 
Ist  R.,  663  i  2nd  B.,  723 ;  In  Com.  736- 
38;  3rd  R.,  738. 

Real  Property  in  the  North-West  Ter- 
ritories B.     (A). 
On  2nd  R.,  196;  In  Com.  247 ;  255;  262; 
267;  273. 

Smith  Divorce  Bill     (B). 
let  Rep.  of  Com.,  (permiRsion  to  employ 

a  Stenographer).    111. 
Rep.  of  Com.  m,  256;  Adoption  of  Rep. 
m,  368. 

Summary  Proceedings  Bill.     (L). 
let  R.*,  331;  2nd   R.  m,  390;  In  Com, 
481-88 ;  525-30 ;  3rd  R.  m,  536. 

Winter    communication    with     Prince 
Edward  Island. 
On  Mr.  Haytborne's  Inquiry ;  99. 

GuEVREMONT,  Hon.  Jean-Baptiste. 

Manitoba  Lands,  copy  of  Patent  issued 
to  Mrs.  Lonsdale. 
M.  for  Return  ;  1046. 

Haythorne,  Hon.  Robert  Poore. 

Address,  in  Debate  on  the. 

Remarks,  20. 
Absence  of  Ministers  from  the  Capital. 

On  Mr.  Power's  M.  for  Addresses,  171. 
Adjournment — Easter  Holidays. 

Remarks,  457. 
Adjournment  (May  8th — 20th). 

On  Mr.  Belieroee's  M.  921. 
Adjournment  (June  3rd — loth). 

Remark)*  upon,  1038. 

Adjournment  (June  20th — July  2nd). 

Remarks,  1089. 
Adminbtration  of  Justice  in  North-West 
Territories  Bill.     (V). 

In  Committee,  1029. 

On  M.  to  agree  »n  Amte.  of  H.  of  C,  1.397. 
Agricultural  Fertilizers  Bill     (122). 

On  2nd  R.,  1084 ;  In  Com.  1087. 
Canada  Temperance  Act  1878  Amts.' 

On  2nd  R.,  715-23 ;  Adi.  of  Deb.  m,  723; 
Remarks  continued,  728-31 ;  In  Com. 
865;  895,  On  3rd  R.%  1006-1011 ;  as 


to    insistence   apon  Senate   Anta^ 
1159. 

Cape  Traverse  Branch  Railway. 

On  Mr.  Botsford's  M.  for  Return  372. 
Chinese   Immigration  Restriction  and 
Regulation  B.     (156). 

On  2nd  R.,  1300;  In  Com.  1328. 
Civil  Service  Acts  Consolidation  B.  (31). 

On  2nd  R.,  837;  In  Com.  903,  908. 
Colonial  and  Indian  Exhibition  B.  (126). 

On  2nd  H.,  1053. 

Commercial  depression,  causes  o£ 
21. 

Committees  meeting  during  adjourn- 
ment. 
Inquiry  51. 

Consolidated     Insurance     Act     1877 
Modification  Bill.    (20). 
On  2nd  R.,  1153. 

Deputy    Speaker    of    the    House    of 
Commons  Bill.     (26). 
Rep.  from  Com.  116. 
Electoral  Franchise  Bill     (103). 
On  2nd   B.,    1249-1252;    M.  to  adionm 
Debate    1252;    Remarks    continued 
l2i3.6L  ;InCom.l278.1282sOn3rdR 
Amt.  (exemption  of  P.  E.  Islcnd)  m, 
1329, 1339. 

Food,  Drugs,  &c  Adulteration  K  (W). 

On  2nd  R.,  944 ;  In  Com.  1039. 
General  Inspection  Act  Amt  B.  (135)- 

On  2nd  R.,  1091 ;  In  Com.  1107. 
Industries  and  Manufactures  of  Canada, 
Report  upon. 
On  Mr.  Macdonald's  Inquiry,  Adjourn- 
ment of  Debate,  m,  217  ;  Remarka 
222-238. 

Legislative  Work.     Increase  of,  in  the 
Senate. 
On  Mr.  Plumb's  M.    633-39;   Remarks 
Concluded  650-53. 

Libraryof  Parliament  Act  Amt.  B.  (139X 
On  2nd  R.,  1112;  In  Com.  1170. 

Lionel  Garnham's  Case. 
Inquiry  389. 

Manitoba  Claims  Final  Settlement  Bill 

On  2nd  R.,  1303. 
**  Northern  Light,"  Instructions  to  Com- 
mander of. 
M.  for  Return  withdrawn  84. 
North-West  Mounted  Police  Augment- 
ation Bill.     (144). 
On  2nd  R.,  1116. 
North-West  Rebellion    Expenses  Bill 

(H9> 
On  2nd  R.,  1150. 
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Order,  Question  of. 

On  Mr.  Alexander's  Remarks,  526. 
Order,  Question  of. 
As  to  Mr.  Plumb  criticising  the  conduct 
of  members  of  the  H.  ot  G.     1376. 
Prince  Edward    Island,   Winter    com- 
munication with. 
22. 

Enquiry  as  to  effects  of  late  disaster,  28. 
Enquiry  as  to  intentions  of  Government 

in  reference  to.    81-84. 
On  Mr.  Howlan's  Inquiry  504-06. 
Privilege,  Question  of. 

In  reference  to  M.  lor  adjournment  466. 
Prohibitory  Liquor  Law,  Petition  for, 
presented. 
616. 
Provincial  Rights. 

Remarks  upon,  21. 
Question    of    order    raised    on    Mr. 
Kaulbach's  remarks. 
420. 
Railway  Subsidies  Bill.     (164). 

On  2nd  R.,  1423. 
Real     Property    in     the    North-West 
Territories  Bill.     (A). 
On  2nd  R.,  203. 
Rebellion  in  the  North-West,  Proclam- 
ation to  rebels. 
Inquiry  723. 
Tracadie  Harbor,  Improvement  of! 

Inquiry  51 7. 
Washington  Treaty,  Fishery  Clauses  of. 

21. 
Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt  Bill 
(118). 
On  2nd  R.,  942. 
Winter    Communication    with    Prince 
Edward  Island. 
Enquiry  85,102;  Further  Remarks  107. 
York  Station,   P.  E.   Island   Railway, 
closing  of. 
Inqniry  519;  On  Sir  Alex.  Campbell's 
Explanation  564. 

York  Station,  P.  E.  Island  Railway; 
Correspondence    &c.    in    regard 
thereto. 
M.  for  Return  619. 

HowLAN,  Hon.  George  W. 

Canned  Goods  Bill.  (U). 

In  Ck>m.  9.34. 
Contingency  Com. 
Adoption  of  Reports  m,  1st  Rep.  (reduction 
of  quorum)  29;  2nd  Rep.  (expendi- 
ture &c.)    1413. 

Electoral  Franchise  Bill.     (103). 
On  3rd  R.,  1332. 


General  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  '^135) 

In  Com.  1097-1105;  do  1119-21. 
Industries  and  Manufactures  of  Canada, 
Report  upon. 
On  Mr.  Macdonald's  Inquiry.     Adjourn- 
ment of   Debate  m,  238 ;   Remarks 


Maritime  Court  of  Ontario  Jurisdiction 
Bill.     (11). 
In  Com.  533. 
North-West    Territories,    Disposal    of 
Lands  in. 
On  Mr.  Wark's  Inquiry  845. 
Prince  Edward  Island,  Communication 
with. 
Inquiry  and  Remarks  489-504, 
Order,  (Question  of. 
As  to  Mr.  Alexander's  M.  in  re  Upper 
Canada  Bank.        602. 

Real    Property    in    the    North-West 
Territories  Bill     (A). 
On  2nd  R.,  194. 
Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt  Bill. 
(118). 
On  2nd  B.,  941. 
Winter    Communication    with    Prince 
Edward  Island. 
On  Mr  Haytborne's  Inquiry  91 ;  Further 
Remarks  107. 

Kaulbach,  Hon.  Henry  A.  N. 

Absence  of  Ministers  from  the  Capital. 

On  Mr.  Power's  M.  for  address.    172. 
Adjournment.     Easter  Holidays. 

Etemarks,  456. 

Adjournment  (May  8th — 20th). 
On  Mr.  Bellerose's  M.,  and  Mr.  Wark's 
Amt.  thereto  919, 

Adjournment  (June  3rd — loth). 

Remarks  upon  1039. 
Advances  to  the  Provinces  B.     (7). 

In  Com.  615. 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Terminus  in 
British  Columbia. 

Oo  Mr.  Molnnes*  M.  for  Return  1137. 

Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Completion 
Bill.    (iS3). 
In  Com.  1346 ;  1363  i  on  3rd  B.,  1380-82. 
Canada  Temperance  Act   1878  Amt. 
B.    (92). 
In  Com.  858 ;  On  concurr.  in  Amta.  916 ; 
On    adj.  of  Deb.  987;  on  3rd  R, 
1001-1005. 

Canned  Goods  Bill  (U). 

On  2nd  R.,  931 ;  In  Com.  936. 
Chinese  Immigration   Restriction  and 
Regulation  Bill     (155). 

On  2nd  R,  1296 ;  In  Com.  1$28. 
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Civil  Service  Acts  Consolidation  B.  (31). 
In  Com.  903;  On  3rd  R.,  930. 

Consolidated  Militia  Act  Amt  B.  (152). 
On  3rd  R.,  1289. 

Cox  Divorce  Bill. 

As    to   relaxing   rules    in   reference    to 

notice.    60. 
Proof  of  Service  &c,  664. 
Divorce    Committees,    Publication    of 
Evidence  before. 
Remarks  328. 

Davis  Divorce  Bill  (C). 
Amendment  of  M,  in  reference  to  exam. 

of  petitioner,    57. 
Asks  to  be  excused  from  serving  on  Com- 

104;  On  Rep  of  Com.  128;  On  3rd 

R.  166. 

Evans  Divorce  Bill  (G). 

On  M.  for  3rd  R.  366. 
Electoral  Franchise  Bill.     ( 1 03). 

On  2nd  R.,  1 244-1249 ;  On  Srd  R.,  1339. 

Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  Amt.  Bill. 
(6). 

On  2nd  R.,  667. 
General  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  (135). 

On  2nd  R.,  1091 ;  In  Com.  1097-1106. 

Half-Breed  Claims  in  the  North-West. 
On  Mr.  Trudel's  M.  for  Return  648. 

Halifax  Volunteers,  Transportation  o£ 

On  Mr.  Power's  Inquiry,  636. 
Halifax  Volunteers,  Transportation  of. 

Remarks,  662. 

Hatzfeld  Divorce  Bill  (D). 

Reading  of  Petition,  m,  32;  Ist  R.*,  34 
As  to  Service  of  Notice,  Ac.,  116 
2nd  R.  m,  117;  Ref.  to  Com.,  120 
1st  Rep.  of  Com.,  120 ;  Rep.  from 
Com.,  198. 

Adoption  of  Rep.  of  Com.  m,  276 ;  3rd  K. 
m,  368. 

Industries  and  Manufactures  of  Canada, 
Report  upon. 
On  Mr.  Macdonald's  Inquiry ;  Remarks, 
300-302;  Adjournmt.  of  Debate  m, 
302;  Remarks  concluded,  383; 
Further  remarks,  412-427;  Con- 
tinued, 461-465, 

Legislative  Work,  Increase  of,  in  the 
Senate. 
On  Mr.  Plumb's  M.,  449. 
Library  of    Parliament  Act  Amt   B. 

(139)- 
In  Com.,  1170. 

Liquor  License  Act  1883  B.  (134)- 

On  2nd  R.,  1173. 
Manitoba  Claims  Final  Settlement  B. 


On 


2QdR> 


1303. 


Maritime  Court  of  Ontario  Jurisdiction 
B.(ii). 
On  2nd  R.,  612. 
In  Com.  631-34. 

Militia  Force  Land  Grant  B.  (160). 
On  3rd  R.  1427. 

North-West,  Disposal  of  Lands  in. 

On  Mr.  Wark's  Inquiry,  847. 
North-West  Rebellion,  Vote  of  thanks 
to  Gen.    Middleton,   the  Militia, 
&a 
Remarks,  1396. 

North-West  Territories  Census  B.  (21). 
On  2nd  R.,  127. 

North-West  Rebellion,  Correspoftidence 

in  relation  to. 
On  Mr.  Alexander's  M.  for  Return,  1020. 
Offences  against  the  Person  Act  Amt 
B.  (S). 
On  2nd  R.,  726. 
Offences  against  the  Person  B.  (S). 
In  Com.,  786;    On   Concurr.  in  Amts., 
811 ;  On  3rd  R.,  82^. 
Order,  Question  of,  raised. 

As  to  Mr.  Bellerose's  remarks,  660. 
Order,  Question  of. 
On  Mr.  Alexander  reading  his  soeecb, 
1013.  *^ 

Pawnbrokers'  B.  (R). 
In  Com.,  738. 

Prince  Edward  Island,  Winter    Com- 
munication ¥dth. 
On  Mr.  Haylhome's  Inquiry,  82. 
On  Mr.  Haythorne's  Inquiry,  97. 
On  Mr.  Howlan's  Inquiry,  606. 

Prisoners'  Employment  B.  (87). 

On  2nd  R.,  931. 
Public  Loan  B.  (145). 

On  Srd  R.,  1072. 
Railway  Loan  Subsidies  B.  (147). 

In  Com.,  1177. 

Railway  Subsidies  B  (158). 
On  ,3rd  R,,  1417. 

Railway  Subsidies  B.  (164). 
On  Srd  R ,  1426^ 

Real  Property  in  the  North-West  Terri- 
tories B.  (A). 
On  2nd  R.,  192 ;  In  Com.,  244,  247,  254, 
261,  264,  265,  272,  366,  369 ;  On  Mr. 
Scott's  Amts.,  376. 

Sable  Island,  Live  saving  Service  at 
On  Mr.  Almon's  M.,  642. 

Sewerage  and    Ventilation  of   Senate 
Building. 
Remarks  upon,  1046. 

Short  Line  Railway, 
Remarks  on  Mr.  Power's  M.  for  addresd 
for  Reports  of  Suifveys,  &c^  348. 
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Short    Line    Railway,   Petition   for  a 
Survey,  &c 
On  Mr.  Power's  M.  for  Return,  1189. 

Smith  Divorce  Bill  (B). 
As  to  selection  of  Com.,  54. 
On  M.  for  adoption  of  Bep.  of  Com.,  368, 

St.  Vincent  de  Paul  Penitentiary  Inves- 
tigation. 

On  Mr.  Bellerose's  M.  for  Return,  661. 
Summary  Proceedings  B.  (L). 

On  2nd  R.,  403. 

In  Con).,  482-86,529. 

Lacoste,  Hon.  Alexander. 

Canada      Congregational     Missionary 
Socy's  B.  (54). 
Bep.  from  Com.,  408. 

Canada  Cooperative  Assn.  B.  (8i). 

Hep.  from  Com.,  599. 
Evangelical  Lutheran  Church  of  Can- 
ada Synod  Incorp.  B.  (60). 

Bep.  from  Com.,  705. 
Real  Property  in  the  North-West  Terri- 
tories B.  (A). 

In  Com.,  244,  255. 
Standing  Orders  Com. 

Adoption  of  Reports  m. 

2nd  Rej).  (eztmsion  of  time  for  receiving 
petitions  for  l^rirate  Bills)  m,  31. 

4th  Kep.  (compliance  with  rules),  34. 

5th  Bep.  (extension  of  time),  34. 

8th  Bep.  (extension  of  time),  79. 

12th  Bep.  (extension  of  time),  239. 

Summary  Proceedings  B.  (L). 
In  Com,,  482-87. 

Lbwin,  Hon.  James  D. 

Industries  and  Manufactures  of  Canada. 
Bemarks,  477  80. 

McClelan,  Hon.  Abner  Reid. 

Canada  Temperance  Act   1878  Amt 
B.  (92). 
On  Poetpmt.  of  3rd  B.,  925. 

Evangelical  Lutheran  Church    Synod 
Incorp.  B.  (60). 
l8tB.*,488;  2ndB,  m,  530. 

Industries  and  Manufactures  of  (Canada. 

On  Mr.  Macdonald's  M. ;  Bemarks,  545, 

554 ;    Debate  adjourned,   M.,    639  ; 

Further  adjourned,   663;    Bemarks 

concluded,  738.79. 

legislative  Work,  Increase  of,  in  the 
Senate. 
Adjournment    of  Debate,  M,  612;    Be- 
marks, 623.30. 

North-West    Territories,    Disposal    of 
Lands  in. 
On  Mr.  Wark^s  Inquiry,  850. 

R3 


Simpson,  Hon.  Mr.,  Death  of. 

Bemarks  upon,  428. 
Summary  Proceedings  B.  (L). 

Bep.  from  Com.,  529. 
Real  Property  in  the  No«lh-West  Terri- 
tories B.  (A). 

On  Mr.  Scott's  Amt.,  379. 

Macdonald,  Hon.  William  John  (B.  C.) 

Address  in  reply  to  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne. 
Motion,  5. 
Absence  of  Ministers  from  the  Capital 
On  Mr,  Power's  M.  for  Address ;  Qaes- 
tion  of  Order  raised  on  Mr.  Power's 
remarks,  167 ;  and  on  Mr.  Alexan- 
der's remarks,  171 ;  See  also  173. 
Administration  of  Justice  in  the  North- 
West  Territories  B.  (V), 
In  Com.,  1027. 

Canada  Temperance  Act  1878  Amt 

In  Com.,  856. 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Terminus  in 
British  Columbia. 
On  Mr.  Mclnnes'  M.  for  Beturn,  1142. 

Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Completion 

B.  (153). 
In  Com.,  1364. 

Chinese  Immigration  Restriction  and 
Regulation  B.  (155). 
On  2ndB.,  1,296,  1,298;  In  Com.,  1,327. 
Electoral  Franchise  B.  (103). 

In  Com.»  1,276-83. 
Industries  and  Manufactures  of  Canada, 

Report  upon. 
Enquiry  and  remarks,  131-141. 
Further  remarks,  780-84. 

Treaties  with   Indians  in  the  North- 
west 

On  Mr.  Bead's  Inquiry,  809 }  CAlled  to 
order,  809. 

Sewerage   and  Ventilation  of  Senate 
Building. 
Bemarks  upon,  1,046. 

McDonald,  Hoa  William  (C.  B.) 

Summoned  to  the  Senate  and  intro- 
duced, 3. 

Adjournment  (May  8-20). 

On  Mr.  BelleroM'sM.,919. 
International  Coal  Co's  B.  (51). 

C^ncarr.  in  Amts.  of  Com.,  m,  408. 

Macfarlane,  Hoa  Alixander. 

Bridge,  Boom,  &c..  Act  Amt  B.  (lox). 
1st  B.*,  488;  2nd  B.  m,  536 ;  3rd  B.,  6r 
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Manitoba  and  North-West  Territories 
Census  B.  (21). 
Rep.  from  Com.,  280. 
Winter    Communication    with    Prince 
Edward  Island. 
On  Mr.  Hajthorne'8  Inquiry,  90. 

MacInnes,  Hon.  Donald. 
Civil   Service  Acts  Consolidation    B. 


(31). 
i2i 


On  2nd  B.,  827. 

McInnes,  Hon.  Thomas  R.  (B.  C.) 

Adjournment  (June  20-July  2) 
M.  agreed  to,  M88. 

British  Columbia  Bank  B.  (105). 
On  2nd  R.,  1,066. 

Canada  Temperance  Act  1878  Amt.  B. 


In  Com.,  866  ;  on  adjoarnmt  of  deb.,  987 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Terminus  in 
British  Columbia. 
M.  for  Betarn,  1,123. 

Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Completion 

B.  (153). 

'  Th  Com.,  Amt.  (as  to  terminus  at  Pt 
Moody)  m,  1,346-62 ;  on  3rd  R.,  Amt. 
(terminus  to  be  fixed  at  Pt  Moody) 
m,  1,386;  lost  on  div.,  1,386;  Amt. 
(no  change  of  terminus  for  10  years) 
lost  on  diY.,  1,387. 

Canned  Goods  B.  (U). 

On  2ud  R.,  930. 
Electoral  Franchise  B.  (103). 

In  Com.,  1,279;   on  3rd  K.,  1,336. 
Port  Moody  Engine  House,  Building 
of. 

Inquiry,  1,047. 
Representation  of  the  Provinces  and 
Territories  in  the  Privy  Council. 

Motion  withdrawn,  1,388. 

Sewerage    and  Ventilation    of  Senate 
Building. 
Remarks  upon,  1,046. 
Timber  Regulations  in  British  Colum- 
bia, Correspondence  concerning. 
M.  for  Return,  1,369. 

Weights    &  Measures    Acts  Amt   B. 
(118). 
On  2nd  R.,  940. 

Macpherson,  Hon.  Sir  David  Lewis. 

Bank  of   Upper    Canada,   Debt    due 
Government  by. 
On  Mr.  Alexander's  Inquiry,  39. 
On  Mr.  Alexander's  M.  tor  Com^i  66, 


Debates   of    the   Senate    Committee, 
Appointment  of,  «,  24. 

Half-breed  Claims  in  the  North-west 
Mr.  Trudel's  M,  for  Return  assented  to. 
644. 

Industries  and  Manu&ctures  of  Canada, 
Report  upon. 
On  Mr.  Macdonald's  Inquiry,  Adjoarnmt. 
of  debate  m,  154;    remarks,  209-217. 

North-West  Rebellion,  Correspondence 
in  Relation  to. 
Mr.  Alexander's  M.  for  Return  aipreed  to, 
1,022. 

North-West  Troubles,  Half-breed  claims, 
Mr.  Alexander's  M. for  Return  agreed 
to,  526. 

Real  Property  in  the  North-West  Terri- 
tories B.  (A). 
Adjournment  of  debate  on  2nd  R.  m,  178 ; 
remarks  on  2nd  R.,  179-182. 

Select  Standing  Committees,  Appoint- 
ment of,  Ply  23. 


McKay,  Hon.  Thomas. 

Albion  Mines  Savings  Bank  B.  (157). 
Ist  B.*,  382 ;  2nd  R.  m,  411 ;  3rd  R.*  S 


535. 


McMastkr,  Hon.  William. 

Canada  Temperance'  Act,  1878,  Amt. 

B.  (92). 
Rep.  from  Com.,  898. 

Evans  Divorce  Bill,  Conduct  of,  trans- 
ferred to  Hoa  Mr.  Gowan,  29. 

Great  Western  &  Lake  Ontario  Shore 

Junction  R.R  Co's  Amt.  B.  (38). 

1st  R.*,  302 ;  2nd  R.  m,  369 ;  3rd  R.,  407. 

McMillan,  Hon.  Donald. 

Canada  Temperance  Act,  1878,  Amt 
B.  (92). 
In  Com.,  869;  on  3rd  R.  Amt.  m,  972-74. 

Temperance  Act  Petitions,  Forgery  of 
Signatures  ta 
As    to    McDougald's   declaration,  989; 
matter  brought  up  again«  1,036. 

Montgomery,  Hon.  Donald. 

Electoral  Franchise  B.  (103). 
On  3rd  R.,  1,334. 

Nelson,  Hon.  Hugh. 

Adjournment  Qune  3-22). 
M.  not  agreed  to,  1,038. 
Agricultural  Fertilizers  B.  (122). 
Rep.  from  Com.,  1|087, 
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Canada  Temperance  Act,  1878,  Amt 
B.  (92). 
Id  Cora.,  856 ;  on  3rd  R.,  Amt.  m,  976. 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Completion 

In  Com.,  1,361. 
Chinese  Immigration  Restriction  and 
Regulation  B.  (155). 
In  Com.,  1,326. 
Electoral  Eranchise  B.  (103). 

In  Com.,  1,277-83. 
Infectious  or  Contagious  Diseases  of 
Animals  B.  (34). 
Rep«  from  Com.  840. 

O'DoNOHOE,  Hon.  John. 

Adjournment — Easter    Holidays,   457. 

Adjournment  (May  8-20). 
OnMr.Be]leroBe'8M.,921. 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Completion 

B.  (153). 
Rep.  from.  Com.,  1,369. 

Canada  Temperance  Act,  1878,  Amt. 
B.  ro2). 
On  3rd  R.,  983-86;  on  postpmt  of  consid. 
of  Commons  Amis.,  1,096. 

Divorce    Committees,    Publication    of 
Evidence  before. 

Remarks,  327. 
Electoral  Franchise  B.  (103). 

On  3rd  R.,  1,338. 
Offences  against  the  Person  B.  (S). 

On  Concurr.  in  Amts.,  811. 

Real  Property  in  the  North-West  Ter- 
ritories B.  (H). 
On  2nd  R.,  200 ;  In  Com.,  263,  369. 
Summary  Proceedings  B.  (L). 
On  2nd  R.,  Amt.  (six  months,  hoist)  not 
agreed  to,  398,  406. 

West  Ontario  Pacific  R.  R.  Co's  Incorp. 

B.  (94). 
2nd  R.,  736. 

Odell,  Hon.  William  Hunter. 

Advances  to  the  Provinces  B.  (7). 
Rep.  from  Com.,  616. 

Canada  Temperance  Act  1878  Amt.  B. 


In  Com.,  868»  891. 
Central  Bank  of  New  Brunswick  B.  (40). 

Concurr.  in  Amt.,  M.,  640. 
Divorce     Committees,    Presence     of 
Strangers  at. 
Remarks  on,  323. 
Preservation  of  the  Peace  near  Public 
Works  B.  (O). 
Rep.  from  Com.,  623. 


Real  Property  in  the  North-West  I'er- 
ritories  B.  (A). 
On  2nd  R.,  182. 
Terry  Divorce  B.  (E). 
Ist  R.  of  Com.  (permission  to  employ 
short-hand  wnter),  ill;  Rep.  from 
Com.,  382;  Adoption  of  R.  m,  276. 

Ogilvis,  Hon.  Alexander  W. 

Adjournment  (June  20th — July  2nd). 

Remarks,  1088. 
Banque  du  Peuple  B.  (53). 

On3r(]^R.,  686. 
Canned  Goods  B.  (U). 

In  Com.,  934. 
Consolidated    Insurance     Act     1877 
Modification  B.  (20). 

In  Com.,  1181. 

Consolidated  Militia  Act  1883  Amt  B. 

1^52). 
On  2Dd  R.,  1273. 

Cox  Divorce  B.  ^H). 
Reading  of  Petition;  M.  withdrawn,  26 
M.  renewed  and  agreed  to»  31 ;  M.  as 
to  dispensing  with  72nd  Rale  post- 
poned, 34}  Ref.  back  to  Com.  49  { 
2nd  R.  postponed,  406;  Further 
postponement,  513. 

Davis  Divorce  Bill  (C). 
Reading  of  Petition  m,  26 ;  Ist  R.*,  and 
M.  for  2nd  R.,  29 ;  2nd  R.  postponed, 
m,  66.  V 

Halifax  Volunteers,  Transportation  of. 

On  Mr.  Power's  Inquiry,  636, 
International  Coal  Go's  B.  (51). 

1st  R.*,  360,  M.  for  2nd  R.,  362. 
Prince  Edward  Island,  Communication 
with. 
On  Mr.  Howlan's  Inquiry,  608. 
North-West  Territories  Census  B.  (21). 

On  2nd  R.,  125. 
Summary  Proceedings  B.  (L). 

In  Com.,  487. 
Treaties  with  the  Indians  in  the  North- 
West. 
On  Mr.  Read's  Inquiry,  797. 

Paqxtet,  Hon.  Ansblm  HomIre. 

Banque  du  Peuple  B.  (53). 

1st  R.*,429i  2nd  R.  m,  466;  3rd  R.w, 
679. 
Electoral  Franchise  B.  (103). 

On  2nd  K.  1268-1270. 
Food,  Drugs,  &c,  Adulteration  B.  (W). 

In  Com.,  1043. 

Pelleher,  Hon.  C.  A.  P. 
France  and  Canada,  Steam  Communica- 
tion between. 
Inquiry,  664. 
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Jkicfaelieu  and  Ontario  Navigation  Go's. 
B.  (61). 
and  B.  HI,  810;  3rd  B.,  841. 
Timber  Culling  and  Measuring  Acts  and 
Amts.  B.  (154). 
lo  Com.,  1326. 
Vote  of  Censure  upon  Mr.  Alexander. 
Bemarkfl|221. 

Plumb,  Hon.  J.  B. 

Adjournment,  Easter  Holidays. 

Biemarks,  467. 
Absence  of  Ministers  from  the  Capital. 

Od  Mr.  Power's  M .  for  Address,  167. 
Adjournment  (June  3rd — loth). 

Bemarks  upon,  1038. 
Adjournment  (June  aoth — ^July  2nd). 

Bemarks,  1088. 
Banking  and  Commerce  Com. 

Adoption  of  Beporta  m ;  let  Bep.  (reduc- 
tiOQ  of  qnoram),  29. 
Bank   of   Upper    Canada    Debt    due 
Government  by. 

On  Mr.  Alexander's  loquiry,  44. 

On  Mr.  Alexander's  M.  for  Com.,  66. 

Banque  du  Peuple  B.  (53). 

On  3rd  B.,  681. 
Brantford,  Waterloo,  and  Lake  Erie,  R. 
R.  Co*s  Incorp.  B.  (59). 
Itt  R.*,  360 1  2nd  K.  m,  382;  Concurr.  in 
Amts.  of  Com.  postponed,  408;  3rd 
B.  m,  466. 

Canada  Southern  and  Erie  &  Niagara 
R-  R.  Co's  B.  (9). 
Ist  B.^  130 ;  2nd  R  m,  178 ;  3rd  B.  m. 
331. 
Canada  Temperance  Act  187S  Amt.  B. 

On  2nd  B., 680-84 s  In  Com.,  866,  Ac, 
884;  On  Poetpmt.of  3rd  B.,  926 ;  On 
adjournment  of  Deb.  986;  As  to 
Insistence  upon  Senate  Amts.  1166. 

Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Completion 

B.  (iS3). 
In  Com.  1367 ;  On  3rd  R.,  1370-76. 

Chinese  Immigration  Restriction  and 
Regulation  B.  (155). 
In  Com.,  1327. 
Civil  Service  Acts    Consolidation   B. 

(31). 
In  Com ,  906, 

Consolidated  Insurance  Act  1877  Modi- 
fication B.  (20). 
In  Com.,  1180. 
Davis  Divorce  B.  (C). 
As  to  exolusion  of  persons  from  Com. 
room,  156. 
Death  of  Senator  Benson. 
On  M.  to  a^joorn,  351. 


Divorce    Committees,   Publicatbn    of 
Evidence  before. 
Bemarks,  325. 

Dominion   Drainage  Co's   Incorp.    B. 
(28). 
Ist  B.*,  1143  ;  2nd  B.m,  1192;  3rd  B.  m, 
1193. 

Dominion    Grange    Mutual  Fire  Ins. 
Assn.  B.  (55). 
let  B.,  650 ;  2nd  B.  m,  686 ;  Concarr.  in 
Amts.  and  3rd  B.,  841. 

Electoral  Franchise  B.  (103). 
On  2nd  B,  12161230;  In  Com.,  1278; 
On3rdB.,1335. 

Evans  Divorce  B.  (G). 
On  M.  for  3rd  B.,  366. 

Federal  Bank  of  Canada  B.  (lo). 
Bep.  from  Com.  and  M.  for  .3rd  B.«  350. 

Fort  Macleod  Ranche  Telegraph  Co's 
Incorp.  B.  (80). 
Bep.  from  Com.,  1046. 

Hamilton,  Guelph  &  Buffalo  R.  R.  Ca 
Incorp.  B.  (77). 
Ist  H.*,  554 ;  2nd  B.,  612 ;  3rd  B.,  684. 

Hamilton  Provident  &  Loan  Society's 
R  (J). 
Bep.  from  Com.,  370. 

Hatzfeld  Divorce  B.  (D). 
On  2nd  B.,  119;  On  let  Bep.  of  Com.. 
122. 

Huron  &  Ontario  Ship  Canal  Co's  B. 
(69). 
On  2nd  H.,  614. 

Industries  and  Manufactures  of  Canada, 
Report  upon. 
On  Mr.  Macdonaid'e  Inquir7,145, 146,784. 
Lake  Erie,  Essex  &  Detroit  River  R.  R. 
Co's  Incorp.  B.  (24). 
let  B.*,  302 ;  2nd  B.  m*,  411 ;  3rd  B., 
465. 

Legislation  in  the  Senate,  Joint  Com. 
upon. 
On  Sir  Alex.  Campbell's  M.,706. 
Legislative  Work,  Increase  of,  in  the 
Senate. 
M.  postponed,  80 ;  Farther  postponement, 
179;    M.    and    remarks,     429-444; 
Further  remarks,  659-662. 

Library,  Joint  Com.  upon. 
Ist   Bep.    Cpublication   of  Mr.    Todd's 
work)  a^ioption,  m,  1398. 

Library  of  Parliament    Act  Amt   B. 

On  M.  for  2nd  B.,  1095. 
Liquor  Traffic,    Amount  of  Revenue 
from  in  1884. 
M.  for  Return  agreed  to,  109. 
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London  Life  Ins.  Co's  Act  Ami  B. 

(76). 

2Dd  R.  m,  988 ;  3rd  R.,  1012. 

North-West  Mounted  Police  Augmen- 
tation B.  (144). 
Od  2nd  R.,  1118. 

North-West  Rebellion,  Correspondence 
in  relation  thereto. 
Quest,  of    Order   on    Mr.   Alexander's 
Speech,  1013. 

North-West  Territories  Census  B.  (21). 

On  2nd  R.,  123. 
North-West    Territories,    Disposal    of 
Lands  in. 

On  Mr.  Wark's  Inquiry,  848. 
Ontario  &  Pacific  R.  R.  Co's  B.  (72). 

Iflt  R.,  554 ;  2nd  R.,  598 ;  3rd  R.,  684. 

Order,  Question  of,  raised  as  to  relev- 
ancy of  Mr.  Bellerose's  remarks  on 
Franchise  Bill 
1214. 
Order,  Question  of,  as  to  Mr.   Power 
attributing  motives  to    members  of 
the  House  of  Commons. 
1403. 
Parliamentary  Returns,   Number    and 
Expense  of 
On  Mr.  Flint's  M.for  Return,  515. 

Privilege,  Question  of,  as  to  accuracy 
of  Mr.  Power's  statement. 

1083. 
Public  Loan  B.  (145). 

On  3rd  B.,  1074, 

Qu'Appelle  Diocese  Incorp.  B.  (39). 
l8t  R.*,  302 ;  2nd  R.  ffi,  411 . 

Question  of  Order    raised  as  to  Mr. 
Alexander's  remarks  on  M.  to  ad- 
journ. 
455. 
Railway  Subsidies  B.  (164). 
On  3rd  R.,  1425. 

Real  Property  in  the  North-West  Terri- 
tories B.  (A), 
On  2nd  R.,  182  ;  In  Com.,  256,  265,  270, 
352 ;  On  Mr.  Scott's  Amts.,  375. 

Sewerage  and  Ventilation    of   Senate 
Building. 
Remarks  upon,  1045. 

Short  Line  Railway,   Petitions    for   a 
Survey,  &c. 

On  Mr.  Power's  M.  tor  Return,  1191. 
Smith  Divorce  Bill. 

Inaccuracy  pointed  out  in  papers,  53. 

South  Saskatchewan  Valley  R.  R.  Co's 


Incorp  B.  (37). 
l8tR.%405)  2nd  R.  m, 


411  i  3rd  R,  465. 


Standing  Orders  and  Private  Bills  Com. 
Adoption  of  14th  Rep.  m,  332. 

St.  Claire  Bridge  and  Tunnel  Co's  B. 

(8). 
Ist  R.*,  Ill;  2nd  R.  m,127;  3rd  R.  m 
331. 

Summary  Proceedings  B.  (L). 

In  Com.,  482^6. 
West  Ontario  Pacific  R.  R.Co's  Incorp. 

B.  (94). 
I  si  R.,  711;  Consideration  of  Amts.  m, 
815;  3rdR.m,840. 

Wood  Mountain  &  QuAppelle  R  R 
Co's  Incorporation  B.  (23). 
Ist  R.*,  302;  2nd  R.m,369;  3rd  R.m, 
465. 

PoiRiER,  Hon.  Pascal. 
Summoned  to  the  Senate,  239 ;  Intro- 
duced, 269. 
Civil  Service  Acts    Consolidation  B. 

(31). 
On  2nd  R,  839. 

Consolidated     Insurance     Act     1877 
Modification  B.  (20). 
In  Com.,  1178. 

Electoral  Franchise  B.  (103). 
On  2nd  R,  1270-1272. 

North-West  Rebellion,  Vote  of  thanks 
to  Gen.  Middleton,  the    Militia 
&a 
Remarks,  1396. 

On  loth  Rep.  of  Printing  Com. 
Remarks,  1398. 

Power,  Hon.  Lawrence  GEorrRSY. 

Absence  of  Ministers  from  the  Capital 
M.  tor  Address,  159*168;     Withdrawn. 
173. 

Adjournment,  Easter  holidays. 

Remarks,  454. 
Adjournment  suggested. 

Remarks,  822. 
Adjournment  (Queen'  Birthday). 

On  Sir  Alex.  Campbell's  M.  945. 
Adjournment  (June  3rd — roth). 

Remarks  upon,  1939. 
Administration  of  Justice  in  the  North 
West  Territories  B.  (V). 

On  2nd  R.,  944 ;  In  Com.,  1028. 
Advances  to  the  Provinces  B.  (7). 

In  Com.,  615. 
Agricultural  Fertilizers  B.  (122). 

In  Com.,  1087. 

Canada  Temi>erance  Act  1878  Amt.  B. 

(92). 
On  2ad  R.»  733 ;  On  Postpmt.  of  ,U.  into 
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Com.,  791 ;  Amt.  proposed  on  going 
into  Com. »  862;  In  Cfoni.  QuePt  of 
Order  ,881  ;0n  3rd  B, Amt,  m,  960-67, 
976,1011  ;0n  Postpmt.  of  considera- 
tion of.    Senate  Amta.,  1096. 

Canadian   Pacific  Railway  Completion 

B.  (153). 
On  2na  R.,  1318-26 ;  In  Com.,  1344-1.366 ; 
On  3rd  B.,  13761380;  Amt.  (as  to 
extension  to  Bnglish  Baj)  m,  1379; 
Amt.  withdrawn,  1386;  AmU  (as 
to  terminus  in  B.  C.)  lost  on  div., 
1387. 

Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Terminus  in 
British  Columbia. 
On  Mr.McInoes'  M.  for  Beturn,  1140. 

Canned  Goods  B.  (U). 
In  Com.,  933. 

Chinese  Commission,  Expenses  of. 
M.  for  Beturn  granted,  469. 

Chinese  Immigration  Restriction  and 
Regulation  B.  (15  s). 
On  2nd  K,  1297  ;  In  Com.,  1327. 

Civil    Service   Acts  Consolidation   B. 

(31)- 
On  2nd  B.,  831 ;  In  Com.,  901 ;  Amt.  m, 
904, 907, 908-13. 

Codification  of  the  Criminal  Law. 
Inquiry  as  to  intention  of  Govt.,  48. 

Colonial    and    Indian   Exhibition    B. 
(126). 
On  2nd  B.  1063;  Elep.from  Com.,  1086. 

Commercial  Bank  of  Windsor  B.  (117). 
On  2nd  B.  1062. 

Consolidated  Insurance  Act  1877  Modi- 
fication B.  (20).  ^ 
In  (3om.,  1177. 

Consolidated  Militia  Act  1883  Am.  B. 

On  2nd  B.,  1273;  On  3rd  B.,  1289. 
Consolidated  Railway  Act   1879  A™'- 
R(Q). 
In  Com.,  733. 

Contingency  Com.  2nd  Rep. 
On  M.  for  adoption,  1,414. 

Crown     Accounts     Books,    Proof   of 
Entries  in,  B.  (M). 
On  Consideration  of    Commons  Amt.» 
1047. 

Davis  Divorce  Bill. 
As  to  M.  for  postponement  of  2nd  B.,  67. 

Debates  of  the  Senate,  Circulation  ot 

26. 
Deputy  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons B.  (26). 

On  2nd  R.,  114 ;  In  Com.,  116. 


Divorce     Committees,      Presence    of 
Strangers  at,  and  Publication  of 
Evidence. 
Bemarks  324. 

Electoral  Franchise  B.  (103). 
On  2nd  B.,  1237-1244  ;  In  Com.,  1280-87; 
On  3rd  R  Amt.  (definition  of"  per- 
son ")*»>  1342. 

Evans  Divorce  B.  (G). 
OnM.  for.3rdB.,  360. 

Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  Amt.  B. 
(6). 
Ist  B.*,  382 ;  2nd  B.  fn,  666, 677. 

Explosive  Substances  B.  (K). 
In  Com.,  276, 278. 

Food,  Drugs,  &c,  Adulteration  B.  (W). 

On  2nd  B.,  946;  in  Com.,  1,039,  &c.;    on 

concurr.  in  Commons,  Arots.,  1,118. 

General  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  (135). 
On  2nd  R.,  1,091 ;  in  Com.,  1,097-1,107; 
1,119-1,121. 

Half-breed  Claims  in  the   North-West 
On  Mr.  Trudel's  M.  for  Beturn,  646. 

Half-breed  Grievances  in  the  North- 
West,  Correspondence  in  Relation 
to. 
On  Mr.  Alexander's  M.  for  Bet.,  1,032. 

Halifax  Harbor  Master's  Act  Amt  B. 

On  2nd  ti.,  1,108;  in  com.,  1,167;  on  3rd 
B.,  1,168. 

Halifax  Volunteers,  Transportation  of. 
Inquiry,  636;  explanation,  603. 

Hatzfeld  Divorce  B.  (D). 
As  to  sufficiency  of  service,  32  ;  on  let 
Bep.  of  Com.,  120. 

Huron  &  Ontario  Ship  Canal  Co's  B. 

(69). 
On  2nd  B.,  613. 

Industries  and  Manufactures  of  Canada, 
Report  upon. 
On  Mr.  Macdonald's  Inquiry,  remarks, 
291-300. 

Infectious  or  Contagious  Diseases  of 
Animals  B.  (34) 
In  Com,,  839. 
Insolvent  Banks'  and  Corporations*  Act 
Amt  B.  (W). 
On  2nd  B.,  488. 
In  Com.,  630. 
International  Coal  Go's  B.  (51). 

2nd  B.  m,  382. 
Legislative  Work,   Increase  of,  in  the 
Senate. 
As  to  regularity  of  Mr.  PJamVs  notice, 
80. 
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Legislative  Work,  Increase  of,  in  the 
Senate. 
Od  Mr.  Plumb's  M.  448 ;  further  remarks, 
633. 

Library   of   Parliament  Act  Amt.   B- 


On  M.  for  2nd  R.,  1,096;  on  2nd  R.,  1,108; 
in  Com.,  1,169. 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  B.  (134). 

On  2nd  R.,  1,174. 
Manitoba  and  North-West  Territories 
Census  B.  (21). 

In  Com.,  279. 
Manitoba  Claims  Final  Settlement  B. 

On  2nd  R.,  1,302. 
Maritime  Court  of  Ontario  Jurisdiction 
B,  (II). 
On  3rd  R.,  665. 

Militia  Force  Land  Grant  B.  (160). 
On  Hrd  R.,  1,429. 

North-West  Mounted  Police  Augmenta- 
tion B.  (144). 
On  2nd  R.,  1,116. 

North-West  Rebellion,  Correspondence 
in  Relation  thereto. 
On  Mr.  Alexander's  M.  for  Return,  1,017. 

North-West  Rebellion— Vote  of  Thanks 
to  General  Middleton,  the  Militia, 

Remarks,  L396. 

North-West  Territories  Census  B.  (21). 

On  2nd  R.,  123. 
North-West    Territories,    Disposal    of 
Lands  in. 

On  Mr.  Wark'8  Inquiry,  847. 

Offences  Against  the  Person  Act  Amt. 
B.  (S). 
On  2nd  R.,  727. 
In  Com.,  788;  on  coccurr.  in  Amis.,  811. 

Order,  Question  of,  Raised  as  to  Mr. 
Plumb's  Remarks,  456. 

Order,  Question  of,  as  to  Mr.  Alexan- 
der's M.  in  re  Bank  of  Upper 
Canada,  601. 

Order,  Question  of,  on  Mr.  Alexander's 
Inquiry  as  to  the  Public  Affairs, 
818. 

Order,  Question  of,  on  Mr.  Alexander 
Reading  his  Speech,  1,014. 

Order,  Question  of,  as  to  Mr.  Plumb 
asserting  that  Mr.  Power  had  no 
authority  for  a  certain  Statement 
in  Reference  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  1,375. 


Pawnbrokers   B.  (R), 
OnRef.to  Com.  of  W.,  725;   In  Com., 
737  i  on  3rd  R.,  738. 

Preservation    of    Peace    near    Public 
Works.  B.  (O). 
In  Com.,  623. 
Prince  Edward  Island,  Communication 
with. 
On  Mr.  Howlan's   Inquiry,  510. 
Privilege,  Question  of,  as  to  expunging 
Mr.  Alexander's  Speech  from  the 
Reports,  240. 
Privilege,  Question  o£ 

Accuracy  oi  statement  established,  1,083. 
Public  Loan  B.  (145). 

On  2nd  R.,  1,060 ;  on  3rd  R.,  1,067. 
Railway  Land  Subsidies  B.  (147). 

In  Com.,  1,177. 
Railway  Subsidies  B.  (158). 
On  2nd  R.,  1,398;  In  Com.,  1,415;  Amt^ 
(to  l8t  clause)  lost  on  a  div.,  1,415; 
on  3rd  R.,  same  Amt.  ruled  out  of 
order,  1,417;  another  Amt.  ruled 
out  of  order,  1,420. 

Railway  Subsidies  B.  (164). 

On  2ud  R.,  1,423;  on  3rd  B.,  1,424. 
Railway     Survey    Reports,     Bringing 
down  of. 
Inquiry,  822. 
Real  Property  in  the  North-West  Terri- 
tories B.  (A). 
On  2nd  R.,  188 ;  in  Com.,  251,  255,  sug- 
gef^ted  Amt.  to  12th  clause  aooepted, 
257-8,  263,  266,  267,  268,  269,  272, 
274,  356,  .358, 363, 374 ;  on  Mr.  Scott's 
Amts.,  376 ;  Amt.  to  Ilth  and  12th 
ciausev  not  accepted,  %1. 

Sault  Ste.  Marie  Bridge  Co.  B.  (52). 

1st  R*.,  302 ;  2nd  R.  m,  368;  3rd  R.,  407. 
Secretary  of  State  Department  Amend- 
ment B.  (102). 
On  2nd  R.,  536. 
Sewerage   and  Ventilation  of  Senate 
Building. 
Remarks  upon*  1,044. 
Short  Line  Railway. — M.  for  address 
for  copies  of  reports  of  surveys,  &c 
Remarks,  332-344;  348-350. 
Short  Line    Railway,  Petitions  for  a 
survey,  &c. 
M.  for  Return,  1,182. 
Short  Line  Railway,  Route  provided 
for. 
Inquiry,  1 ,143. 
Smith  Divorce  Bill 
As  to  ezamn.  of  witness,  53;  as  to  selec- 
tion of  com.,  54. 
Standing  Orders  Com.,  On  8th  Rep.  of, 
79. 
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Summary  Proceedings  B.  (L). 

Oii2DdR.,399;  in  Com.,  481-87,   629. 
Temperance   Legislation,  Presentation 
of  Petition  Concerning. 
Remaik6,679. 
Treaties  with  Indians  in  the  North-West 

On  Mr.  Bead's  Inquiry,  802. 
Troops  in  the  North-West,  Withdrawal 
of. 
Inquiry,  1066. 
Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt  B. 
(118). 
On  2Dd  B.,  940;  Id  Com.»  1024. 

Winter    Communication    with    Prince 
Edward  Island. 
On  Mr.  Haythorne's  Inquiry,  94, 

Read,  Hoa  Robert. 

Adjournment,  Easter  Holidays. 

Bemarks,  467. 
Adjournment  (May  8th — 2oth). 

On  Mr.  Bellerocie  M.,  922. 
Adjournment  (June  3rd — loth). 

Bemarks  upon,  1038. 
Consolidated  Militia  Act  Amt.  B.  (152), 

On  3rd  B.,  1288. 

Cox  Divorce  B.  (H). 
Ist  B.  and  M.  for  2nd  B.,  106;  Proof  of 
Service  kc,  664;   2nd  B.  m,  666; 
Adoption  of  Bep.  of  Com.  m,  735; 
3rd  B.  m,  736. 

Davis  Divorce  B.  (C). 
2nd  B.  m,  103;  Bet.  to  Ck>m.,  m,  103. 
3rd    B.    m,    166;    Communication    of 

evidence  to  House  of  Commons,  m, 

166. 

Divorce    Committees,    Publication   of 
Evidence  before. 
Bemarks,  326. 
Dominion  Drainage  Co's.    Incorp.  B. 
(28). 
Bep.  from  Com.,  1193. 
Electoral  Franchise  B.  (103). 

Bep.  from  Com.,  1287. 
Halifax  Volunteers,  Transportation  of. 

Bemarks,  663. 
Industries  and  Manufactures  of  Canada. 
M.  to  adjourn   Debate,  466;  Bemarks, 
467-74. 
North-West  Rebellion,  Correspondence 
in  relation  to. 
Bemarks,  1021. 
Parliamentary  Returns,   Number   and 
Expense  of. 
On  Mr.  Flint's  M.  fbr  Betum,  616. 

Printing  Committee. 
Adoption  of  Beports  m;  let  Bep.  (reduc- 
tion   of  quorum),    31  ;    2nd    Bep. 


49;  2nd    Bep. 
f04;'3rd  and  4ih  Bep.  m, 


adoption 
adopted, 
130. 

3rd  Bep^  (Documents  to  be  printed),  368 ; 
OthBep.,  (Increase  of  Salary),  612; 
7th  Bep.,  (Documents  printed),  1024; 
8th  Bep.  Consideration  poetponed, 
1263. 

Printing  Committee  &c 
9th  Bep.  (Documents  printed  &c.\  1292 ; 
10th  Bep.  (Appointmt.  of  Officials 
&c.),  1397. 

Qu'Appelle  Diocese  Incorp.  B.  (39). 
Bep.  from  Com.,  466« 

Railway  Subsidies  B.  (158). 
Bep.  from  Com.,  1417. 

Real  Property  in  the  North- West  Ter- 
ritories B.  (A). 
Bep.  from  Com.,  374. 

Smith  Divorce  Bill  (B). 
Beadinfi;  of  Petition  m,  27;  let  B.*,  and 
Motion  for  2nd  K.,  29;  Exam,  of 
Witness  and  2nd  B.  m,  62 ;  Bef.  to  a 
Select  Com.  m,  64 ;  Beported  against 
by  Com.,  266;  Bep.  ot  Com.  adopted, 
368;  Befund  of  Fees  m,  1276. 

Standing  Orders  and  Private  Bills  Com. 
Adoption  of  BeportHin;  let  Bep.  (reduc- 
tion of  quorum),  28;  2nd  Bep., 
(extension  of  time),  28;  3rd  Bep., 
(compliance  with  ruled),  28;  9th 
Bep.  (Suspension  of  69th  Bule),  167; 
lOtb  Bep.  (SuBpensiou  of  6l6t  Rule), 
167 ;  13th,  14lh  and  I6th  Bepe.  m, 
332. 

Terry  Divorce  Bill 
Beadineof  petition  m,  30;    Ist  B.%34; 
2nd  B.  m,  110;  ref.  to  Select  Com., 
fnlll;3rdB.m,331. 

Three  Rivers  Harbor  Commissioners  B. 

(150).  ^ 

Bep,  from  Com  ,  1,193. 
Treaties  with  the  Indians  in  the  North- 
west. 
Inquiry,  791, 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt  B. 


(118)^. 
"idB.,942; 


On  2nd 


Bep.  from  Com.,  1,026. 


ROBITAILLE,  Hoa  THEODORE. 

Summoned  to  the  Senate  and  intro- 
duced, 3. 

Canada  Temperance  Act,  1878,  &c, 
Amt  B.  (92). 
As    to   insistence   upon    Senate   Amts. 
rejected  by  Commons,  1168. 

Legislative  Work,  Increase  of,  in  the 
Senate. 
On  Mr.  Plumb's  Motion,  630-3*^33. 
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Reesor,  Hoa  David. 

Evangelical    Lutheran   Church   Synod 
Incorp.  B.  {60). 

Srd  R.  m,  705. 
South-Westem  Railway,  Construction  of 

Inquiry^  409. 

Ryan,  Hon.  Thomas. 

Bank  of  Montreal  Annuity  and  Guaran' 
tee  Funds  Society  B.  (48). 
let  R.*.  429;    2od  R.  w,522j    3rd  R.», 
635. 

Bank    of    Montreal     Pension    Fund 
Society  B.  (49). 
l8t  R.%  429;    2Dd  R.OT,522;    3rd  R.», 
535. 

Canada  Co-operative  Assoc'n  B.  (81). 
l8t  R.^  429 ;  2nd  R.  m,  522  ;  3rd  R.,  599. 

Maritime  Court  of  Ontario  Jurisdiction 
B.  (II). 
Id  Com.,  532. 
Royal  Canadian  Ins.  Co's  B.  (48). 
IstR.*,  488;    2Dd  R.  m,  522 ;    Srd  R.*  m, 
587. 

ScHULTz,  Hon.  John. 

Hudson's  Bay,  Exports  from. 

Motioo  for  Rietum  agreed  to,  199. 
Hydrographic  Surveys  of  Lakes  in  the 
North-West 

Inquiry,  48. 

Indians  in  the  North- West,  Correspond- 
ence Concerning. 
Motion  for  Return,  587. 
North- West,  Representation  of  the,  in 
the  Cabinet. 
Inquiry,  157. 
North- West  Territories,  Superintendents 
of  Education  in  the. 
Inquiry,  199 
Red  River,  Dredging  the  Mouth  of. 
Inquiry,  256. 

ScoTT,  Hon.  Richard  William. 

Address,  in  debate  on  the. 

Remarks,  13. 
Administration  of  Justice  in  the  North- 
west Territories  B.  (V). 
On  2od  R.,  943. 
Bank  of  Upper  Canada. 

On  Mr.  Alexander's  Motion  for  Com.,  69. 

Canada  Temperance  Act,   1878,  Amt 

B.  (92). 

On  2nd  R.,  696-705 :   in  Com.,  859,  Ac; 

on  3rd  R.,  974 ;  adjournmt  ol  Deb. 

m,  986 ;  remarks,  990-1001. 

S3 


As   to   insistence   upon    Senate  Amts., 
1157,  &c. 
Canadian   Pacific  Railway  Employees 
Relief  Ass'n  (75). 
1st  R.,  554  i   2nd  R.  m,  613 ;   3rd  R.,  fit, 
640. 
Canned  Goods  B.  (U). 

In  Com.,  933. 
Chapais,  Senator,  the  late. 
Remarks  concerning  1389. 
Civil  Service    Acts  Consolidation  B. 

(31). 
On  2nd  R.,  834. 

Colonial    and    Indian   Exhibition   B. 
(^126.) 
On  2nd  R.,  1052. 
Cox  Divorce  Bill 

As  to  dispensing  with  rules,  34. 
Death  of  Senator  Benson. 
On  Motion  to  adjourn,  351. 
Deputy  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons B.  (26). 
In  Com.,  114. 
Electoral  Franchise  B.  (103). 
On  2nd  R.,  1200-1206 ;  Amt.  moved  (six 
months*  hoist),  1206 ;  In  Com.,  1276- 
87 ;  On  3rd  R.,  Amt.  (to  9th  section) 
m,  1341. 

Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  Amt  B. 

(6). 
On  2nd  R.,  575. 

Half-breed   Grievances  in  the  North- 
west, Correspondence  in  relation 
to. 
On  Mr.  Alexander's  Motion   for  Return, 
1032. 
Half-breed    Troubles    in   the    North- 
West 
Inquiry,  410. 
Industries  and  Manufactures  of  Canada, 
Report  upon. 
On  Mr.  Macdonald's  Inquiry,  141-154. 

Insolvent  Banks,   Insurance  Co's,  and 
other  Corporations  Act  Amt.  B. 
(N). 
1st  R.*,  429}  2nd  R.  m,   488;  3rd  R., 
530. 
Legislative  Work,  Increase  of,  in  the 
Senate. 
Remarks  on  Mr.  Plumb's  Motion,  444-448 ; 
Further  Remarks,  661-663. 

Library  of  Parliament  Act    Amt    B. 

(139)- 
In  Com.,  1171. 

Liquor  License  Act  1883  B.  (134). 
On  2nd  R.,  1172. 

Militia  Force  Land  Grant  B.  (160). 
On  3rd  R.^  1425. 
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North-West  Mounted  Police  Augmenta- 
tion B.  (144). 
On  2n(i  E.,  1116. 
North-West   Rebellion,    Provision    for 
Families  of  Volunteers  killed  or 
wounded  in. 
On  Mr.  Alexander's  Inquiry,  938. 

North-West  Rebellion,  Vote  of  thanks 
to  Gen.  Middleton,    the    Militia, 
&c 
Sir  Alex,  Campbeirs  Motion   seconded, 
1392, 

Offences  against  the  Person  B.  (S). 

In  Com.,  787 ;  On  3rd  R ,  823. 
Ontario  Boundary   Award   referred  to. 

17. 
Order,  Question  of. 
On   Mr.  Alexander  reading  his  speech, 
1013. 
Provincial  Rights,  a  proper  basis  for, 
advocated. 
18. 
Public  Loan  B.  (145). 

On  2nd  R.,  1049 ;  On  3rd  R„  1056. 
Railway  Land  Subsidies  B.  (147). 

On  Motion  for  2nd  R.,  1 093 ;  In  Com.,  1175. 
Real  Property  in  the  North-West  Terri- 
tories B.  (A). 
Adjonrnmt.  of   Debate  on  2nd  R.  to,  79; 
RemarkR  on     2nd   R.,   173-178;    In 
Com,,  257,  259  ;  Aint.  to  22Qd  clause 
accepted,  263.  271,  273,  .355,  364. 
Amt.   striking    out  8tli   clause   nol  ac- 
cepted, 374. 
Summary  Proceedings  B.  (L). 
On  2od  R.,  394,  400-01. 
In  Com.,  483-85,  528-29. 

Temperance   Act  Petitions,  Forgery  of 
Signatures  to. 

Declaration  presented,  988. 
Washington  Treaty,  Fishery  clauses  of. 

Remarks,  17. 

Smith,  Hon.  Frank. 

Canada  Temperance  Act  1878  Amt.  B. 

(92). 
Petition  in  favor  of  Amis,  to,  presented, 

937. 
On  2nd*R.,  711  14;  On  3rd  R.,  967-70. 

Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Completion 

B.  (153). 
Ist  R.*,  1276. 

Canned  Goods  B.  (U). 
In  Com.,  934. 

General  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  (135). 

In  Com.,  1102, 1104. 
Industries  and  Manufactures  of  Canada. 

On  Mr.  Macdon aid's  Motion ;  Remarks, 
745. 


Maritime  Court  of  Ontario  Jurisdiction 
B.  (II). 
In  Com.,  533. 

Sutherland,  Hon.  John. 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  North- 
West  Territories  B.  (V). 
Id  Com.,  1028. 

North-West  Territories  Census  B.  (21). 
On  2nd  R.,  126. 

North-West    Territories,     Disposal   of 
Lands  in. 
On  Mr.  Wark's  Inquiry,  851. 
Real  Property  in  the  North-West  Tenri- 
tories  B.  (A). 
In  Com.,  261, 275 ;  On  Mr.  Scott's  Amts., 
376. 

Winnipeg   Bank   Incorp.  Act  Amt.  R 
(62). 
1st  R.,  554;  2nd  R.,  598. 

Speaker,  The  (Hon.  William  Miller). 

Absence  of  Ministers  from  the  Capital 

On   Mr.  Poiver's  Motion  for  Address ;  Mr. 

Power's  remarks  ruled  oat  of  order, 

167  ;  Mr.  Alexander's  remarks  ruled 

out  of  order,  171. 

Adjournment  (May  8th — 20th). 
On   Mr.  Bellerose's   Motion   Mr.  Wark's 
Amt.  declared  out  of  order,  922. 

Bank  of  Upper  Canada. 
On  Mr.  Alexander's  Motion  for  Com. ;  Mr. 
Alexander's    remarks  ruled  out  of 
order,  60. 

Banque  du  Peuple  B.  (53). 
On  3rd  R.,  581. 

Canada    Temperance    Act    Amt   B. 

(92). 

Ruling   as    to   Quest,  of  order  o&  Mr. 
Power's  Amt.,  854. 

Divorce  Cases. 
As  to  proper  preparation  of  papers  re- 

latmg  to,  104. 
Change  of  Procedure  announced,  109. 
Divorce     Committees,     Presence    of 
Strangers  at 
Construction  of  Rule,  324. 
Evans  Divorce  B.  (G). 

On  Motion  for  3rd  R.,  367. 
Evidence  taken  in  Divorce  Cases. 

As  to  its  being  printed  in  French,  331. 
Hatzfeld  Divorce  B.  (D). 
As  to  exclusion  of  strangers  fh>in  the 
committee  room,  122.  i 

Industries  and  Manufactures  of  Canada, 
Report  upon. 
On  Mr.  Macdonald's  Inquiry ;  As  to  ad* 
journment  of  Debate^  155. 
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Joliette  District,   Baptisms,    Marriages 
and  Burials  in. 
Return  presented,  663. 

Legislative  Work,  Increase  of,   in  the 
Senate. 
As  to  regularity  of  Mr.  Plumb's  M.,  80. 

Library  of  Parliament. 

Report  of  Acting  Librarian  presented,  6. 
Order,  Question  of. 

Mr.  Alexander  ruled  out  of  order,  44. 

Mr.  Alexander's  remarks  ruled  out  of 
order  as  being  irrelevant,  46. 

Ruling  as  to  a  motion  having  no  seconder, 

Mr.  Alexander's  remarks  as  to  exclusion 

of    strangers,    and     deficiency     of 

messengers,  ruled  out  of  order,  106. 
Question  of,  raised  by  Mr.  Hay t borne  on 

Mr.  Kaulbach's  remarks.' 
Ruhne  upon,  421. 
Mr  Alexander  and  Mr.  Plumb  ruled  out 

of  order,  466. 
Mr.  Alexander  ruled  out  of  order,  626. 
Mr.  Bellerose  ruled  <o  be   not  out  of 

order,  660. 
As  to  Mr.  Alexander's  Motion  re  Bank  of 

C/pper  Canada.    Decision  postponed, 

602 ;  Decision  given,  618. 
Mr.  Alexander  ruled  out  of  order,  707. 
As  to  Discussion  on  Inquiries.    Ruline, 

809.  *^ 

On  Mr.  Alexander's  Inquiry  as  to  the 

Public  Affairs   of    the'  Dominion. 

Remarks  and  Ruline,  819. 
On  Mr.  Howlan's  remarks.    Ruling,  846. 
Mr.  Alexander  ruled  out  of  order  in  read- 
ing his  speech, 1013. 
On  Mr.  Alexander's  remarks,  1089. 
As  to  propriety  of  Mr.  Plumb's  remarks 

in  discussing  the   Franchise    Bill, 

1221. 

Petitions  for  Private  Bills. 
As  to  extension  of  time  for  receiving,  61. 

Privilege,  Question  of. 
As  to    expunging   of  Mr.    Alexander's 

speech  from  the  reports. 
Mr.  Alexander  called  to  order,  242. 
Straneers  ordered  to  withdraw,  242. 
In  reply  to  Mr,  Haythorne,  466. 

Prorogation  announced. 
1432. 

Railway  Subsidies  B.  (i5g). 
On  3rd  R.,  Amts.  of  Mr.  Power,  Mr. 
Trudd  and  Mr.  Bellerose  ruled  out  of 
order,  1419. 

Senators,  newly  appointed,   names  of 
announced. 
3. 

Smith  Divorce  Bill. 
Telegram  read,  61 ;  as  to  mode  of  examin- 
ing witness,  62;  as  to  selection  of 
Com.,  66* 


Speech  from  the  Throne  reported. 
6. 

Temperance  Legislation,  as  to  presenta- 
tion of  petition  concerning,  by  Mr. 
Almon. 
679. 

Vote  of  Censure  upgn  Mr.  Alexander. 
Mr.  Alexander's  remarks  ruled   out  of 
order,  219. 

Sullivan,  Hon.  Michael. 

Summoned  to  the  Senate. 
3. 

Address  in  reply  to  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne. 

Seconded,  8. 
British  Medical  Acts. 

Motion  for  return  agreed  to,  47. 
Canada      Congregational      Missionary 
Society's  B.  (54). 

3rd  R.  m,  408. 
Registration  of  Medical  Practitioners. 

Motion  for  address,  450. 

Thibadeau,  Hon.  Joseph  Rosaire. 

Banque  du  Peuple  B.  {53). 

On  3rd  R.,  685. 
Canada  Temperance  Act  1878  AmL  B. 


In  Com.,  883. 

Trudel,  Hon.  F.  X.  A. 

Banque  du  Peuple  B.  (53). 

On  3rd  R,  683  and  686. 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Completion 

B.  (153)- 
On  3rd  R.,  1382, 1387. 

Chapais,  Senator,  the  late. 
Remarks  concerning,  1389. 
Civil  Service   Acts    Consolidation   B. 

(31). 
In  Com.,  903. 

Consolidated  Inland  Revenue  Act  Amt. 

R  (146). 

In  Com.,  1293. 
Consolidated  Militia  Act  Amt  B  (152). 

on  3rd  R.,  1287, 1290. 
Electoral  Franchise  B.  (103). 

On  2nd  R.,  1230-1233;  In  Com.,  1281-84. 

Half-breed  Claims  in  the  North-West 

Motion  for  Correspondence,  644. 
Half-breed  Grievances  in  the  North- 
west, Correspondence  in  relation 
to. 
On  Mr.  Alexander's  Motion  for  Return, 
1032. 
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Manitoba  Claims  Final  Settlement  B. 

On  2Dd  B.,  1303. 
Members  of  the  Royal  Society  and  the 
Civil  Service  Examinations. 
Inquiry,  408 ;  See  also  428. 

North-West  Troubles,  Correspondence 
in  relation  to. 
Motion  ior  Return,  1034. 

North-West  Rebellion,    Assistance    to 
Sufferers. 
Inquiry,  1274. 

North-West  Rebellion,  Trials  at  Regina, 
Conduct  of. 
Inquiry,  1274. 

North-West  Rebellion,  Vote  of  thanks 
to  Gen.    Middleton,   the   Militia, 
&c 
Remarke,  1395. 
North-West  Rebellion,  Investigation  by 
Government  into  causes  of,  extent 
of  Damage,  &c 
Inquiry,  1410. 

North  Shore   Railway,   Indemnity    to 
Province  of  Quebec  on  account  of. 
Motion  for  Return  agreed  to,  105. 
Pontiac  &  Pacific    Junction    Railway 
matters. 

Motion  for  Return,  1092. 
Pontiac  &  Pacific  Junction   Railway, 
Cost  of. 
Inquiry,  1411. 

Real  Property  in  the  North-West  Terri- 
tories B.  (A). 

On  2n(i  R.,  184;  In  Com.,  248,262,253, 
254,  258, 264, 266,  269,  275,  358, 360 ; 
On  Mr.  Scott's  Amta,  377, 

3  Amte  to  12th  clause  not  accepted,  380. 
Railway  Subsidies  B.  (158). 

On  2nd  R.,  1405;  In  Com.  Amt.  (to.lst 
clause)  lost  on  div.,  1415;  On  3rd 
R.  same  Amt.  ruled  out  of  order, 
1418. 

Short  Line  Railway. 
Remarkb  on  Mr  rower's  Motion  for  ad- 
dress for  copies  of  Reports  of  Surveys, 
Ac.,  345. 

Smith  Divorce  Bill. 
On  Motion  for  2nd  R.,  suggestion  that  each 
stage  of  bill  be  entered  on  the  minutes 
as  being  carried  on  a  division,  29. 
Surveyors  in  the  North-West,  Damage 
done  by. 
Inquiry,  1035. 

Turner,  Hon.  James, 

Canned  Goods  B.  (U). 
On  2nd  R.,  031 ;  In  Com.,  932-37. 


Hamilton  Provident  and  Ix)an  So's  B. 

1st  R.*,  178;  2nd  R.  m,  221;  3rd  B.  m, 

390. 
Amts.  of  H.  of  Com.  concurr.  in.  Motion, 

728. 

Hatzfeld  Divorce  B.  (D). 

On  1st  Rep.  of  Com.,  121. 
Industries  and  Manufactures  of  Canada. 

Remarks,  474-77. 

OnMr.Macdonald's  Motion  Remarks, 780. 

Maritime  Court  of  Ontario  Jurisdiction 
B.  (II). 
In  Com..  531^3,  554 ;  3rd  R.  m,  564. 

ViDAL,  Hon.  Alexander. 

Administration    of  Justice  in    North- 
West  Territories  B.  (V). 
Rep.  from  Com.,  1029. 
Alberta  &    Arthabaska    K    R.    Go's 
Incorp.  B.  (78). 
1st  R.»,  488 ;  Motion  for  2nd  R.  poetponed, 
530 ;  2nd  R.  Motion,  612 ;  CfoDCurr.  in 
Amts,  685 ;  3rd  R.,  723. 

Canada      Congregational     Missionary 
Society  B.  (54). 
1st  R.*,  302 ;  2nd  R.  m,  369. 
Canada  Temperance  Act  1878  Amt  R 

r92). 
IstR.,  587;  2nd  R.  postponed,  622;  2Dd 
R.  911, 665-74 ;  Motion  to  go  into  Com. 
postponed,  790:  Further  postpone- 
ment, 813;  Quest,  of  Order  on  Mr. 
Power's  Amt.,  852  ;  In  Com., 
855-898;  On  Concurr.  in  Amts., 
914-918;  Motion  for  3rd  R.,  91 8;  Go 
Motion  forPostponemt.  of  3rd  R.,  923; 
N.  of  Motion  3rd  R.,  932;  On  3rd  R. 
970-72, 975,  976-78 ;  As  to  Insistence 
upon  Senate. Amts.,  1153-1167. 

Canada  Temperance  Act 
Presbyterian  Church  Assembly  Petition 
presented,  1122. 

Chinese  Immigration   Restriction  and 
Regulation  B.  (155). 

On  2nd  R.,  1297. 
Consolidated  Inland  Revenue  Act  Amt 
B.  (146}. 

Rep.  from  Com.,  1294. 
Electoral  Franchise  B.  (103). 

In  Com.,  1276  ;  On  3rd  R.,  1337. 
Evans  Divorce  B.  (G). 

On  M.  for  3rd  R.  Amt.  m,  367. 

Gas  and    Gas    Meters  Inspection  B. 

(119). 
Rep.  from  Com.,  1086. 

Insolvent  Banks  and  Trading  Corpora- 
tions Act  Amt  B.  (N). 
Rep.  from  Com  .9631. 
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Liquor  License  Act  1883  B.  (134). 

On  2nd  R.,  1173. 
London  Life  Ins.  Co'sActs:Amt.B(76). 

1st  B.*,  932. 

Manitoba  Lands  Final  Settlement  B. 

(155); 
On  2nd  R.>  1304. 

Preservation    of    Peace    near    Public 
Works  Act  Amt  Act  B.  (O). 
On  2nd  R.,  596 
Privilege,  Question  of. 
As  to    expungins:    of    Mr.  Alexander's 
speech  from  the  Reports,  239. 

Railway  Land  Subsidy  B.  (147). 
Rep.  from  Com.,  1177. 

Wark,  Hon.  David. 

Adjournment  (May  nth — 28th). 
Notice  of  Motion,  918 ;  On  Mr.  Bellerose's 
Motion,  919. 

Canada  Temperance  Act    1878  Amt 
B.  (92). 
In  Com.,  868,  878 ;  On   adjournment  of 
debate,  987. 

Canned  Goods  B.  (U). 
In  Com.,  935. ' 

Central   Bank  of  New   Brunswick  B. 

l8tR.,5i3;  2nd  R.  m,  636;  3rd  R.,  640. 
Chinese  Immigration  Restriction  and 
Regulation  B.  (155). 

On  2nd  R.,  1298. 

Civil  Service    Acts  Consolidation    B. 

(3O. 
On  3rd  R.,  930. 

Consolidated  Insurance  Act  1877  Modi- 
fication B.  (20). 

On  2nd  R.,  1152;  In  Com.,  1178. 
Consolidated  Militia  Act  Amt  B.  (152). 

On  3rd  R.,  1288. 
Food,   Drugs  etc,  Adulteration  B.  (W). 

On  2nd  R.,  945;  In  Com.,  1041. 


Fredericton  &  St  Mary's  R.  R.  Bridge 
Go's  B.  (50). 

1st  R.*,  488  i  2nd  R.  m,  523 ;  3rd  R.,  685. 
General  Inspection  Act  Amt  B.  (135). 

On  2nd  R.,  1092. 

Joint  Com.  on  the  Division  of  Business, 
Progress  o£ 
Inquiry,  1034. 

Library  of  Parliament  Act  Amt   B. 

In  Com.,  1170. 

Manitoba  Claims  Final  Settlement  B. 

(X5S). 
On  2nd  R.,  1302. 

North-West     Territories,  Disposal    of 
Lands  in. 
Inquiry,  841. 

North-West  Troubles,  Information  Con- 
cerning. 
Inquiry  I  639. 
Parliamentary   Returns,  Number    and 
Expense  of 
On  Mr.  Flint's  Motion  for  Return,  516. 
Prince  Edward  Island,  Communication 
with. 
On  Mr.  Howlan's  Inquiry,  608. 
Railway  Subsidies  B.  (158). 

On  2nd  R.,  1404. 
Real  Property  in  the  North-West  Terri- 
tories B.  (A). 
In  Com.,  253. 

Statutes,    Consolidation   of,    Appoint- 
ment of  Joint  Com.  upon. 
Remarks,  322. 

Timber  Culling  and  Measuring  Acts 
Amt  B.  (154). 
On  2nd  R.,  1294. 

Weights  and   Measures  Acts  Amt  B. 
(118). 

On  2nd  R.,  940. 
York  Station,  P.  E.  Island  Railway. 

On  Mr.  Haythorne's  Inquiry,  564. 
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Acts,   number  of,   passed  by  Dominion 
and  Provincial  Parliaments. 
See  Mr.  Plumb's  remarks,  432; 
Addresses  asked  for  in  the  Senate  and 
House  of   Commons,   number  and 
cost  of. 
Motion  (Mr.  Flint)  514;  Debate  61 1-517. 

3ihhtt00,  in  Ptt>l9  io   tilt  »ptttti 

Consideration    m,    {Sir   A.    Campbell)  5; 
Address  m  (Mr.  MaedonaLd,  B,  C.)  5 ; 
seconded  (Jfr.  -S'wWiwxn)  8 ;  Debate  (Mr. 
Alexander)  10;   (Mr,    Scott)    13;    (Mr. 
Oirard)   18;    {Mr.  Bellerose)  19;   {Mr. 
ffaythome)  2U ;  Motion  agreed  to,  22. 
Adjournment    of    Debate,    Propriety    of 
Motion  upon  an  Inquiry. 
Sec  Inquiries. 
Adjournment  (February  13th — 20th). 

Mr.  Bellerose^s  Motion  agreed  to,  49. 
Adjournment  (March  27th — April  8th). 
Motion  {Sir  A.  Cafiio&«22) 454; Remarks (il&. 
Power),  {Mr.  Almon),  {Mr.  Alexander) 
464 ;  {Mr.  Kauibach)  466 ;  {Mr.  Read), 
{Mr.  (yDonohoe),{Mr.  Hayihome),{Mr. 
Plun\b)y  467  ;  Motion  agreed  to  on  a  Div., 
468. 
Adjournment  iuggested. 
Remarks  {Mr.  Power),  {Sir  A.  Campbell), 
{Mr.  Almm)  822. 
Adjournment  (May  8th — 20th). 
Not.  of  Motion  {Mr.  Bellerose)S5l ;  Motion 
made  ,918 ;  Remarks  {Mr.  Macdonald  B. 
C.  {Mr.  Wark),  {Mr.  Kauibach),  {Sir  A. 
Campbell)    919;   {Mr.   Alexander)   920; 
{Mr.  CDonohoe),  {Mr.  Haythome)  921 ; 
{Mr.  Read),  {Mr.  FUnt),  922 ;  Carried  on 
a  Div.,  922. 

Adjournment  (May  nth — 28th). 
Not.  of  M.  {Mr.    Wark)  918 ;  moved  as  an 
ami.  to  Mr.  Bellerose's  M.,  919 ;  Ruled  to 
be  out  of  Order,  922. 
Adjournment  (May  29th — June  2nd). 
Motion  {Mr.  Bdlerose)  agreed  to,  1033. 
Adjournment  (June  2nd — loth). 
Moved  in  amt.  to  Mr.  Nelson's,  M.  and 
agreed  to,  {Sir  A.  Campbell)  1039. 
Adjournment  (June  2nd — 22nd). 
M.  {Mr.  NeUon)  1038;  Amendment  (June 
2nd—10th)    Sir    A.    Campbell)    1038; 


Remarks  (Mr.  Read),  {Mr.  Haythorne), 
{Mr.  Plumb)  1038 ;  Amt.  carried,  1039. 

Adjournment  (June  nth — 15th). 
M.  {Mr.  BeUerose)  agreed  to,  1047. 
Adjournment  (June  19th — July  2nd). 
M.  (Mr.  Mclnnes  B.  C)  1088;  Debate  {Mr. 
Plumb),  {Mr.  Ogilvie),{SirA.  Campbell), 
{Mr.  Alexander)  1088 ;  {Mr.  Haythome) 
1089  ;  M«  agreed  to,  1090. 

Advances  to  the  Provinces  B.  (7). — Sir 
A.  Campbell. 
IstR.*,  564;    2nd  R.  fit,  598;    in  Com., 
615;    rep.   from   Com.  and  3rd  B., 
616;  absent,  814. 
Alberta  and  Athabaska  Railway  Company's 
Incorp.  B.  (73). — Mr.  Vidal. 
1st  R.*,  488;    2nd  R.  postponed  m,530; 
2nd  R.  m,  612 ;    rep.  from  Com.,  and 
concurr.  in  Amts.,  685  ;  3rd  R.*,  723; 
assent,  1430. 

Albion  Mines  Savings  Bank   B.  (15).— 
Mr.  McKay. 
IstR.*,  382;    2nd  R.  m,  411;    rep.  from 
Com.  and  3rd  R.,  635;    assent,  814. 

Agricultural  Fertilizers  B.  (122). — &r  A. 
Campbell. 
1st  R.*,  1051 ;   2nd  R.  m,  1084 ;  in  Com., 
rep,  from   Com.  and  3rd  R.*,  1087; 
assent,  1430. 

Assent  to  Bills. 
By  the  Deputy-Governor  814 ;  l^j  the  Gov- 
ernor-General 1430. 
Banks,  Acts  relating  to. 
See  British  Columbia  Bank. 

Banque  du  People. 

Central  Bank  of  New  Brunswick. 

Commercial  Bank  of  Windsor^ 

Federal  Bank. 

Insolvent  Banks. 

Winnipeg  Bank. 

Banque  du  Peuple  B.  (53). — Mr.  Paquet 

IstR.*,  429;    2nd  R.  m,  466;    rep.  from 

Com.,  679 ;  M.  to  refer  back  to  Com. 

for  Amt.  (Mr.  Bellerose)   lost  on  a 

div.,  586 ;  3rd  R.*,  687 ;    assent,  814. 

Bank  of  British  Columbia  B.  (105). — Sir 
A.  Campbell 
Ist  R.*,  1047 ;  2nd  R.  m,  1054 ;  rep.  from 
Com.   and  3rd    R%  1083$    assent, 
1430. 
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Bank  of  Montreal  Pension  Fund  Society's 
Incorp.  B.  (49). — Mr.  Ryan, 
l8t  R.*,  429 ;    2Dd  R.  m,  523 ;    rep.  irom 
Com.  and   3rd  R.,  535  ;    assent,  814, 

Bank  of  Upper  Canada,  Realizing  of  Assets 
of. 
Enquiry  {Mr.    Alexander)   35;    Remarks 
( Jfr.  AUan)  36 ;  (Sir  D.  L.  Macpherson) 
39 J   (Mr.    Plumb)    44;   Reply    (Sir   A. 
Campbell)  44. 
Bank  of  Upper  Canada  Investigation  into 
affairs  o£ 
M.  for  Com.  (Mr.  Alexander)  58;  Reply 
(Sir   A.    Campbell)  61;   Remarks  (Mr. 
Gowan)  63 ;  (Mr.  Allan)  65 ;  (Sir  D.  L. 
Macpherson)  66;  (Mr.  Plumb)  67;  (Mr. 
Scott)  68. 
Bank  of  Upper  Canada,  Realization   of 
Assets  of. 
M.  for  address  (Mr.  Alexander)  postponed, 
480. 
Bank  of  Upper  Canada,  the  estate  of. 
M.   for  Com.  of  Enquiry  (Mr.  Alexander) 
599;  Quest,  of  Order  raised  (Mr.  Dickey) 
599;    Deb.  (Mr.  Alexander)  600;   (Mr. 
Power)  601;    (Mr.   Howlan)   602;    (Mr 
Gowan) ^02  i  (The Speaker)  602 -,  Decision 
reserved  602;  The  Speaker's  Ruling  618. 

Bank  of  Winnipeg  Act  Incorp.  B.  (02). — 
Mr.  Sutherland. 
i8tR.«554;    2nd   R,  m,  598;    rep.  from 
Com  ,  concurr.  in  Amts.  and   3rd  R. 
m,  640;  assent,  814. 

Banking  and  Commerce  Committee. 
List  of  Members  23;  Ist  Rep.  (Reduction 
of  Quorum),  Mr.  Plumb  29. 

Benson,  Senator,  the  late. 
M.  to  adjourn  out  of  respect  to  his  memory, 
(Sir  A.  Canvpbell)  350;  Remarks  (Mr. 
Scott),  (Mr.  Flint),  (Mr.  Plumb)  351. 

Railways,  an  Act  relating  to. — Sir  A. 
Campbell. 
let  R.*,5. 

(A)  An  Act  respecting  real  property  in 
the  North-West  Territories. — Sir 
A.  Campbell. 
let  R.*,  22;  2nd  ir.,70;  Debate  adjourned 
79;  Debate  continued,  173-178;  De- 
bate adjourned  (on  M.  of  Sir  D.  L. 
Macpherson)  178;  Debate  continued, 
179-198 ;  Debate  adjourned,  (onM.  of 
Mr.  Alexander)  \  98 ;  Debate  resumed, 
199-209 ;  2nd  R.  agreed  to,  209 ;  in 
Com.,  242-256 ;  Amt,  to  12th  clause 
(Sir  A'  Campbell),  258  ;  22nd 
clause  amended,  263;  32nd  clause 
aniended,  268;  72nd  clause  amended, 
274;  108th  clause  amended,  275;  in 
Com.  a^ain,  352-365;  I27th  clause 
amendeo,  365;  in  Com.  agam,  373; 


rep.  from  Com.,  374;  on  M  for  Con- 
curr. in  Amts.,  Mr.  Seotfs  Amt  (to 
strike  out  clause  8)  rejected  on  divi- 
sion, 374;  Mr.  TrudeVs  3  Amts.  re- 
jected, 380 ;  Mr.  Dickey's  Amt.  (to 
leave  out  clause  91)  rejected,  381 ; 
Mr.  Powers  Amt.  (to  leave  out 
clause  11),  rejected,  381;  r«p.  of 
Com.,  Concurr.  in,  and  3rd  R,  382. 

(B)  An  Act  for  the  relief  of  Charles 
Smith.— Mr.  Read. 

Ist  R.  and  M.  for  2nd  R.,  29 ;  2nd  R. 
on  a  division,  51 ;  ref.  to  select  Com. 
m.  carried  on  division,  54;  1st  rep. 
of  Com .  adopted  (on  M  of  Mr  Gowan) 
111;  rep.  against  by  Com.,  256 ;  rep. 
of*  Com.  adopted,  368 ;  refund  of  fees, 
w.,  1275. 

(C)  An  Act  for  the  relief  of  Amanda 
Esther  Davis — Mr.  Ogilvte, 

let  R.  and  M.  for  2nd  R.,  29;  2nd  R. 
potitponed,  56 ;  2nd  R  (on  M.  of  Mr. 
Ogilvie),  103;  rof.  to  Select  Com.,«n, 
103  ;  l.ot  rep.  of  Com.  adopted  (on  M. 
ol  Mr.  Dickey),  104;  rep.  from  Com., 
Ill;  rep.  adopted  (on  M.  of  Mr. 
Dickey),  on  a  division,  128;  3rd  R. 
(on  fti.  of  Mr.  Bead),  156;  message 
to  House  of  Commons,  156. 

(D)  An  Act  for  the  relief  of  George 
Louis  Emil  Hatzfeld. — Mr.  Kaul- 
bach. 

1st  R.*,  34 ;  proof  of  service,  116  ;  2nd 
R.,  117  ;  re-,  to  Select  Com.,  120;  1st 
r«?.  of  Com.  adopted  (on  M.  of  Mr 
Kaulbach),  120;  petition  of  wife  re- 
ceived and  ref.  to  Com.,  130;  rep. 
from  Com.  (Mr.  Kaulbach),  198 ;  rep, 
of  Com.  adopted  on  a  division,  276  • 
.3rd  R.  on  a  division,  368;  assent,  814. 

(E)  An  Act  for  the  relief  of  Fairy  Emily 
Jane  Terry. — Mr.  Read 

Ist  R.*,  34;  proof  01  service,  110;  2nd 
R.  and  ref  to  Select  Com.,  HI ;  let 
rep.  of  Com.  adopted  (on  M.  of  Mr. 
OdeU),  111;  rep.  from  Com.  (Mr. 
Odell),  238;  rep.  of  Com.  adopted, 
276  ;  3rd  R.  m.,  331 ;  assent,  814. 

(F)  An  Act  further  to  amend  an  Act 
intituled  **An  Act  respecting 
offences  against  the  person." — Sir 
A.   Campbell. 

Ist  R.  and  M.  for  2nd  R.,  48 ;  2nd  R.  m., 
57;  In  Com,  108;  3rd  R,481 ;  assent 
1430. 

(G)  An  Act  for  the  relief  of  Alice 
Elvira  Evans. — Mr.  GcwatL 

let  R.,  49;  proof  of  service,  112;  2nd 
R.,  113;  ref.  to  Select  Com.,  114;  1st 
rep.  of  Com.  adopted  (on  M.  of  Mr. 
Qowan),  122;  rep.  from  Com,  198: 
rep.  of  Com.  adopted  and  M.  for  3rd 
R.,  280 ;  Amt.  adopted,  367 ;  3rd  R. 
HI.,  365-368 ;  assent,  814. 
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(H)  An  Act  for  the  relief  of  George 
Branford  Cox.— Mr,  Read, 
IfltR.and  M.  for  2ud  R.,  106;  2nd  R. 
postponed,  405 ;  2nd  R.  further  postr 
poned,  513;  proof  ot  service,  664 ;  2nd 
R.  and  rof.  to  Com.  wi.  665 ;  rep.  of 
Com.  and  3rd  R.,  736;  assent,  1340. 
(I)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  to  incor- 
porate the  Sisters  of  Charity  of  the 
North-West      Territories.  —  Mr, 
Girard. 
Ist  R.',  131 ;  2nd  R.  w.,  268 ;  rep,  from 
Com.  and  3rd  R..  407  ;  assent,  814. 
(J)  An  Act  to  comprise  in  one  Act  a 
Limitation  of  the  Share  and  Loan 
Capital  of  the  Hamilton  Provident 
and  Loan  Society.— JJ/r.  Turner, 
Ist  a.*,  178;  2nd  R.  m.,  221 ;  rep,  from 
Com.  TO.  370 ;  3rd  R.,  390 ;  Amts.  of 
House  of  Commons  concurred  in,  to., 
728. 
(K)  An  Act  respecting  explosive  sub- 
stances.— Sir  A,  Campbell. 
Ist  R.*.  179;  2nd  R.  to.  221 ;  In  Com., 
276 ;  rep,  from  Com.,  278 ;  3rd  R.,to, 
280 ;  assent,  814. 
(L)  An  Act  to  make  further  provision 
respectmg    summary    proceedings 
before  justices  and  other   magis- 
trates.— Mr,  Gowan. 
1st  R.»,  331 ;  2nd  R.  w ,  390 :  Debate 
thereon,  390-405 ;  M.  for  6  months' 
hoist  (-Vr.  O'Donohoe)  lost  on  divi- 
sion, 405;  In  Com.,  481 ;  2nd  clause 
amended,  481 ;  4th  clause  amended, 
484  ;  6th    clause  amended,  487  ;   In 
Com.  again,  525;  2nd  clause  amend- 
ed, 525 ;  rep.  from  Com.,  529 :  3rd  R. 
TO,  536. 
(M)  An  Act  respecting  proof  of  entries 
in  books  of  account  kept  by  officers 
of  the    Crown.  —  Sir   A,    Camp- 
bell, ^    ^ 
1st  R.',  352 ;  2nd  R.  to,  407  ;  In  Com., 
rep.  from  Com.  and  3rd  R.,  412  ;  con- 
sideration of  Amts.  of  House  of  Com- 
mons,   1047;     Amts   concurred   in, 
1082 ;  assent,  1430. 
(N)  An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Act 
respecting  Insolvent  banks,  insur- 
ance companies,  loan   companies, 
building  societies,  and  trading  cor- 
.porations — Mr,  Scott, 
Ist  R.%  429;  2nd  H.%  488:  In  Com-, 
5.30;  rep.  from  Com.  and  3rd  R.,531. 
(O)  An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Act 
for  the  better  preservation  of  peace 
in  the  vicinity  of  public  works. — 
Sir  A,   Campbell, 
Ist  R  •,  523;  2nd  R.  to.,  596 ;  In  Com., 
rep,  from    Com.  and  3rd  R.,  623 ; 
assent,  1430. 


(P)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  respect- 
ing the    Central   Prison    for    the 
Province  of  Ontario — Sir  A.  Camp- 
bell, 
1st  R.^,  523  :  2nd  R.  to,,  597 ;  In  Com., 
rep,  from  Com.    and  3rd  R.,   615; 
assent,  1430. 
(Q)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Consolidated 
Railway  Act  of  1879 — Sir  A.Camp- 
bell. 
1st  R.',  649;  2nd  R.  w.,  685;  In  Com., 
733 ;  dropped,  990. 
(R)  An  Act  to  make  further  provision 
respecting      pawnbrokers.  —  Mr, 
Gowan, 
Ist  R.»,  663 ;  2nd  R.  to.,  723  5  In  Com., 
736-738 ;  rep.  from  Com.  and  3rd  R. 
m.,  T38 ;  assent,  1430. 
(S)  An  Act  to  further  amend  the  Act 
respecting  offences  against  the  per- 
son.— Mr,  Gowan. 
1st  R.»,663;  2nd  R.  to.,  725;  Amt.  (3 
months  hoist)  Mr,  Almcm,  lost  on 
division,    728;    In    Com.,    784-790; 
Amt   to   1st    clause   (Jfr.    Gowan) 
adopted,  788;    Amt  to    2nd  clause 
CMr,  Kaulbaeh),  788;  Amt.  to  Amt. 
(Mr.  Power)  to.,  789  ;  lost  and  Amt. 
carried,  790 ;  r«).  from  Com.  790 ;  on 
Concurr.  Mr.  Dickeifs  Amt.  adonted 
on  a  division,  813;   3rd  R.  to,  822; 
Amt.  (3  months'  hoist)  Mr.  Almon, 
823;  rejected  on  a  division,  825;  M. 
for  3rd  R.  rejected  on  a  division,  826. 
(T)  An  Act  respecting  the  North-West 
Mounted   Police  Force. — Sir  A. 
Campbell. 
1st  R.»,  791 ;  2nd  R.  to.,  840  ;  rep.  from 
Com.  ani  3rd  R.,  851 ;  assent  1430. 
(U)  An  Act  regarding  canned  goods— 
Sir  A,  Campbell, 
Ist  R.%  898;  -ind  R.  to.  930;  In  Com., 
932  937;  rep,  from  Com.  and  Con- 
curr. in  Amts,  937 ;  on  M.  for  3rd  R. 
clause  3  struck  out,  and  clause  4 
amended,  988 ;  3rd  R.  postponed,  988; 
postponed  again,  990,  3rd  R.,  1024; 
Concurr.  in  Amts.  of  House  of  Com- 
mons, 1119 ;  assent,  1430. 
(V)  An  Act  respecting  the  administra 
tion  of  justice,  and  other  matters 
in  the   North-West  Territories.— 
5/r  A.  Campbell, 
Ist  R.*,  931 ;  2nd  R,  to.  942 ;  In  Com., 
1025;  rg?.  from  Com.,  1029;  3rd  R. 
m.,  1033 ;  Amts.  of  House  of  Com- 
mons agreed  to,  1396 ;  assent  1430. 
(W)  An  Act  respecting  the  adulteration 
of  food,   drugs,   and    agricultural 
fertilizers.r— *S/>  A,  Campbell, 
1st  R.*,  931 ;  2nd  R,  m„  944 ;  In  Com., 
1039-1044;  clause  2  amended,  1039; 
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T€ip,  from  Gom.y  concurr.  in  Amts. 
and  3rd  R.,  1044 ;  Concurr.  in  Amts. 
of  House  of  Commons,!  118  and  1167; 
assent,  1430. 

(6)  An  Act  to  further  amend  the  Law 

of  Evidence  in  criminal  courts — 
Mr,  Power, 
Ist  R .«,  382 ;  2nd  R.  m.  566  .  Debate, 
665-578;    M.  rejected  on  a  division, 
578; 

(7)  An  Act  respecting  certain  advances 

to  the  Provinces. — Sir  A,  Campbell, 
Ist  R.*,  564 ;  2nd  R.  m.,  598 ;  In  Com., 
615;  rep,  from  Com.  and  3rd  R.,6i6; 
assent,  814. 

(8)  An  Act   respecting  the   River  Sl 

Clair  Railway,  Bridge  and  Tunnell 
Co,— Mr.  Plumb, 
Ist  R.*,  Ill ;  2nd  R.  m,  127  ;  rvg  from 
Com.  and  3rd  R.  m.   331 ;    assent, 
814. 

(9)  An    Act    respecting    the    Canada 

Southern  Railway  and   Erie  and 

Niagara  Railway  Co. — Mr,  Plumb, 

1st  R.',  1,30;  2nd  ot„  178;  rep,  from 

Com.  and  3rd  R.  m.,331;  assent,  814. 

(10)  An  Act  to  reduce  the  stock  of  the 
Federal  Bank  of  Canada  and  for 
other  purposes — Mr  Allan, 

lstR.%  266;  2nd  R.  m.,  268;  r«p  from 
Com.  and  3rd  R.,  350;  assent,  814. 

(11)  An  Act  to  extend  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Maritime  Court  of  Ontario. 
Sir  A,  Campbell 

Ist  R.»,  382 ;  2nd  R.  m,  {Mr,  Turner), 
512;  In  Com.,  531-535;  In  Com. 
again,  554;  Ist  and  2nd  clauses 
amended,  554;  rep  from  Com.  554; 
3rd  R  m.  664. 

(15)  An  Act  to  continue  the  Act  re- 
specting the  Albion  Mines  Savings 
Bank.— J/r.  McKay, 
1st  R.*,  382;  2nd  R.  m.  411 ;  rep,  from 
Com.  and  :Srd  R.,  635 ;  assent,  814. 

(20)  An  Act  to  modify  the  application 
of  the  Consolidated  Insurance  Act 
of  1877.— 5/r^.  Campbell, 

Ist  R.*  1093;  2nd  R.  m  1151 :  In  Com. 
1177-1181;  rep  from  Com.,1181;  3rd 
R.  m.  1194;  assent,  1430. 

(21)  An  Act  to  Provide  for  the  Taking 
of  a  Census  in  the  Province  of 
Manitoba,  the  North-West  Terri- 
tories and  the  District  of  Keewatin. 
— Sir  Alexander  Campbell. 

Ist  R.%  HI;  2nd  R.,  123 ;  in  Com,, 
279 ;  R.  from  Com.,  280 ;  3rd  R.,  m 
331  ;  assent,  814. 

(23)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  to  incor- 
porate the  Wood  Mountain  & 
T3 


Qu'Appelle     Railway     Co. — Mr. 
Plumb. 
1st  R.*,  302  ;  2nd  R.,  m,  369  ;  R.  from 

Com.  and  3rd  R.,  m,  465;  assent, 

814 

(24)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Lake 
Erie,    Essex,    and  Detroit  River 
Railway  Co.— Mr.  Plumb. 
Ist  R.*,  302 ;  2nd  R.,  m,  411 ;  Rep.  from 
Com.  and  3rd  R.,  466 ;  assent,  814. 

(26)  An    Act    to    Provide    a   Deputy 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

— Sir  Alexander  Campbell. 

IstR.*,  108;  2nd  R.,  114;  Ren.  from 

Com.  withont  amt.,  116;  3rd  K.,  122; 

assent,  814. 

(28)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Domin- 
ion   Drainage    Company.  —  Mr. 
Plumb. 
Ist  R.*,  1143 ;  2nd  R.,  m,  1192;  Rep. 
from  Com. ;  Concurr  in  Amtis.  and 
3rd  R.,  m,  1193  ;  assent  1430. 

(31)  An  Act  to  amend  and  Consolidate 
the  Civil  Service  Acts  of  1882, 
1883, 1884. — Sir  Alexander  Camp- 
bell. 
Ist  R.*,  760;  2nd  R.,  m  825;  Debate, 
825-839 ;  in  Com.,  898 ;  cl.  3  amend- 
ed, 899;  Mr.  Power's  amt.  to  ol.  8 
withdrawn,  905;    on  cl.    346,    Mr. 
Power*8j  Amt.  ^(names    to  b«  'ar- 
ranged in  order  of  merit)  lost  on  a 
div.,  907;  Rep.  from  Com.  and  Con- 
curr in  Amts.,  914;  3rd  R.,  m  927- 
30 ;  3rd  amt.  disagreed  to  in  H.  of  C. 
and    receded    from,   1046;   assent, 
1430. 

(37)  An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Act 
to  incorporate  the  South  Saskat- 
chewan Valley  Railway  Co. — Mr. 
Plumb. 

Ist  R.*,  405;  2nd  R.,  m  411 ;  Etep.  from 
Com.  and  3rd  R.,  465 ;  assent,  814. 

(38)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  relating 
to  the  Great  Western  &  Lake 
Ontario  Shore  Junction  Railway 
Co. — Mr.  McMaster, 

Ist  R.*,  302 ;  2nd  R.,  m  369 ;  Rep.  from 
Com.  and  3rd  R.*,  407  ;  assent,  814. 

(39)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Synod 
of  the  Diocese  of  Qu'Appelle  and 
for  other  purposes  connected  there- 
with.— Mr,  Plumb. 

Ist  R.*,  .S02 ;  2nd  R,  m  411 ;  Rep  from 
Com.  and  3rd  R.,  m  465:  assent, 
814 

(40)  An  Act  further  relating  to  the 
Central  Bank  of  New  Brunswick. 
—Mr,  Wark. 

Ist  R.*,  513 ;  2nd  R..  m  636 1  Rep.  from 
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Com.;  concurr  in  Amte.  and  3rd  Ro 
m  640 ;  saseni,  814. 

(41)  An  Act  respecting  Infectious   or 
Contagious      Diseases     Affecting 
Animals. — Sir  Alexander  Campbell. 
let  R.»,  735  ;  2nd  R.,  m  790 ;  in  Com., 
839 ;  Rep.  from  Com.  and  3rd  R,  840 ; 
assent,  1430. 
(43)  An   Act  to  Authorize  the  Royal 
Canadian  Insurance  Co.  to  reduce 
its  capital  stock,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses.— Mr.  Ryan. 
Ist  R.*,  488 ;  2nd  R.,  m  522 ;  Rep  from 
Com.  and  3rd  R.,  m  587  ;  assent  814. 

(48)  An  Act  respecting  the  Annuity 
and  Guarantee  Funds  Society  of 
the  Bank  of  Montreal. — Mr.  Ryan. 

1st  R.*,  429  ;  2nd  R.,  m  522 ;  Rep.  from 
Com.  and  3rd  R.,  535 ;  assent,  814. 

(49)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Pension 
Fund  Society  of  the  Bank  of  Mon- 
treal.— Mr.  Ryan. 

Ist  R.*,  429 ;  2nd  R.,  m  523 ;  Rep.  from 
Com.  and  3rd  R.,  535 ;  assent,  814. 

(50)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Freder- 
icton  &  St.  Mary's  Railway  Bridge 
Co.— J/r.   Wark. 

1st  R.*,  488 ;  2nd  R.,  m  523 ;  Rep.  from 
Com. ;  Concurr  in  Amts  and  3rd  R., 
m  685  ;  assent,  814. 

(51)  An  Act  for  granting  certain  powers 
to  the  International  Coal  Co., 
(Limited). — Mr.  Ogilvie. 

Ist  R.*.  350 ;  Placed  on  the  Orders  o\ 
the  Day,  m  352 ;  2nd  R.,  (on  M.  of  Mr. 
Power)  382 ;  Rep  from  Com.,  407 ; 
concurr  in  amts.  and  3rd  R.,  408 ; 
assent,  814. 

(52)  An  Act  respecting  the  Sault  Ste 
Marie  Bridge  Co. — Mr.  Power. 

Ist  R.»,  302 ;  2nd  R.,  m  368  ;  Rep.  from 
Com.  and  3rd  R.,  407 ;  assent  814. 

(53)  An  Act  respecting  La  Banque  du 
Peuple. — Mr.  Paquet. 

1st  R.*,  429;  2nd  R.  w,  466:  rep.  from 
Com.,  579;  M.  to  refer  back  to  com. 
for  am t.  (Mr.  Bellerose)  lost  on  a 
div.,  586;  3rd  R*,  587 ;   assent,  814. 

(54)  An  Act  respecting  the  Canada 
Congregational  Missionary  So- 
ciety.— Mr.  Vidal. 

Ist  R.*,  302;  2ndR.,  m,  369;  rep.  from 
com.  and  3rd  R.  m,  408;  assent,  814. 

(55)  An  Act  for  granting  certain 
powers  to  the  Dominion  Grange 
Mutual  Fire  Ins.  Association. — 
Mr.  Plumb. 

Ist  R.*,  650;  2nd  R.  m,  686;  rep.  from 
Com.,  concurr.  in  Amts.  and  3rd  R., 
841 ;  assent,  1430. 


(59)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Brant- 
ford,  Waterloo  &  Lake  Erie  Rail- 
way Company. — Mr.  Plumb. 

Ist  R.%350;  2nd  R.  m,  382;  rep.  from 
Com.,  408;  concurr.  in  Amts.  and 
3rd  R.  m,  466 ;  assent,  814. 

(60)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Synod 
of  the  Evangelical  Luthenm 
Church  of  Canada — Mr.McClelan. 

1st  R..,  488;  2nd  R.m,  5.30;  rep.  from 
Com.  and  3rd  R.*,  705;   assent,  814. 

(61)  An  Act  to  further  amend  the  Acts 
incorporating  the  Richelieu  Navi- 
gation Company,  and  the  Richelieu 
&  Ontario  Navigation  Company. — 
Mr.  Pelletier. 

1st  R.*,  760;  2nd  R.  m,  810;  rep.  from 
Com.  and  3rd  R.,  841 ;   assent,  1430. 

(62)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  to 
incorporate  the  Bank  of  Winni- 
peg.— Mr.  Sutherland. 

1st  R.*,  554;  2nd  R.  m,  598;  rep.  from 
Com.,  concurr.  in  Amts.  and  3rd  R. 
m,  640;  assent,  814. 

(69)  An  Act  respecting  the   Huron  k 

Ontario  Ship  Canal  Company. 

Ist  R.*,  554 ;  placed  on  the  ordersm  (Mr. 

Vidal)  596;  2nd  R.  (Mr.  Gowan  m, 

613;    rep.  from   Com.,  concurr.  in 

Amts.  and  3rd  R.,  685 ;  assent,  814. 

(72)  An  Act  respecting  the  Ontario  & 
Pacific  Railway  Company. — Mr. 
Plumb. 

1st  R.*,  554;  2nd  R.  m,  598;  rep.  from 
Com.  and  3rd  R.,  684;    assent,  814. 

(73)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Alberta 
&  Athabaska  Railway  Company.— 
Mr.  Vidal. 

Ist  R.*,  488;  2nd  R.  postponed  in,  530; 
2nd  R.  m,  612;  rep.  from  Com.  and 
concurr.  m  Amts.,  685 ;  3rd  R.*, 
723;  assent,  1430. 

(74)  An  Act  respecting  the  Manitoba 
and  North-Western  Railway  Co. 
of  Canada. — Mr.  Girard. 

1st  R,  650;  2nd  R.  m,  686;  rep.  from 
Com.  and  3rd  R.*,  841;  assent, 
1430. 

(75)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Cana- 
dian Pacific  Railway  Employees' 
Relief  Association. — Mr.  Scott. 

Ist  R.*,  554 ;  placed  in  the  orders  m  (Mr. 
Scott)  596;  2nd  R.  m,  613;  rep. 
from  Com .  and  3rd  R.  m,  640 ;  assent, 
814. 

(76)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  res- 
pecting the  London  Life  Insurance 
Qo.—Mr.  Vidal. 

lstR.%  932;   2ndR.  m,  988}   rep.  firom 
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Com.  and    3rd    B.%   1012;    assent. 
1430. 

(77)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Hamil- 
ton,  Guelph  &   Buffalo   Railway 
Co.— Mr.  Plumb. 
UtR.*.  654;   2iid  R.  m,  612;    rep.  from 
Com.  and  3rd  R.,  684;    assent,  814. 

(79)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Rush 
Lake  &  Saskatchewan  Railway  & 
Navigation  Co. — Mr.  Gifard, 

IstR.*,  649;  2ndR.  m,  686;  rep.  from 
Com.,  816;  conourr.  in  Amts.  and 
3rd  R.,  840;  assent,  1430. 

(80)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Fort 
Macleod  Ranche  Telegraph  Co. — 
Mr.  Girard. 

1st  R.*,  932 ;  2nd  R.  m,  945;  rep.  from 
Com.,  con  cur  r.  in  Amts.  and  3rd 
R.,  1046;  assent,  1430. 

(81)  An  Act  respecting  the  Canada 
Co-operative  Supply  Association 
(Limited). — Mr,  Ryan. 

l8tR%429;  2ndR.  tn,  522;  rep.  from 
Com.  and  3rd  R.  m,  599;  assent,  814. 

(87)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  intituled 
"An  Act  to  provide  for  the  employ- 
ment without  the  walls  of  Common 
Jails  of  Prisoners  sentenced  to 
imprisonment  therein." — Sir  A. 
Campbell. 
IstR.*,  898;  2nd  R.  m,  931 ;  3rd  R.  m, 
932;  assent,  1430. 

(91)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Winni- 
peg and  Prince  Albert  Railway 
Company. — Mr,  Girard. 

Ist  R,*,  650;  2nd  R.,  m,  728;  rep.  from 
Com.,  815 ;  concurr.  in  Amts.  and 
3rd  R.,  816;  assent,  1430. 

(92)  An  Act  further  to  amend  the 
Canada  Temperance  Act  of  1878, 
and  the  Liquor  License  Act  of 
\Z%l.—Mr.  Vidal. 

1st  R.*,  587 ;  2nd  R.,  postponed,  622;  2nd 
R  m,  665;  debate,  665-684;  deb. 
adj.  911,684;  deb.  cont'd,  687-705;  M. 
in  Amt.  (3  months'  hoist)  Mr. 
Dickey,  696;  deb.  adj.,  705;  deb. 
contimied,  711-723;  deb.  adj.,  723 ; 
deb.  concluded,  728-33;  Mr  Dickey's 
Amt.  withdrawn,  732 ;  2nd  R.,  733 ; 
going  into  com.  postponed,  790; 
postponed  aeain,  813;  Mr.  Power's 
M.  (three-fifths  of  votes  polled  to  be 
required)  852 ;  quest,  of  order  raised 
(Mr.  Vidah  852,  and  Mr.  Botsford, 
853 ;  Speaker  rules  M.  out  of  order, 
864;  in  Com.,  855 ;  clause  2  amended, 
856;  clause  3  amended,  857;  on 
clause  5,  Mr.  McMillan's  Amt.  (as 
to  medical  practitioners)  asreed  to, 
8'9-868;  further  Amt.  agreed  to, 
869-70}  Mr.AIm<tt'8  Amt.(permitting 


sale  of  light  wines  and  beer)  moved, 
873;  debate,  873-98;  adopted  on  a 
div.,  898;  rep  from  Com.,  898;  on 
concurr.  in  Amts.  Mr.  Vidal  moves 
for  postpmt.,  914;  Mr.  Dickey's 
Amt.  (tnat  the  Amts.  be  now 
concurred  in)  carried  on  a  division, 
918 ;  3rd  R.  postponed,  923-27 ;  3rd 
R.  postpd  again,  932;  3rd  R.  m,  946 ; 
deb.  946-987;  Mr.  Power's  Amt. 
(majority  of  three-fifths  of  votes 
polled  mstead  of  one-half  to  be 
required^  rejected  on  a  div.,  972; 
Mr.  McMillan's  Amt.  (as  to  sale  bj 
medical  practitioners)  carried  on  a 
div.,  974;  B.  in  Com.  aeain  and 
rep.  from  Com.,  975 ;  on  M.  for  3rd 
R.  Mr.  Nelson's  Amt.  to  2nd  section 
lost  on  a  div.,  976;  Mr.  Vidal's  Amt, 
(to  strike  out  the  clause  exempting 
beer,  wine,  &c)  m,  976  ;  adj.  of  deb. 
m  (Mr.  Scott)  carried  on  a  div., 
987;  deb.  contd,  990-1011;  Mr. 
Vidal's  Amt.  rejected,  1011 ;  M.  for 
3rd  R.  carried  on  a  div.,  1011 ;  mes- 
sage from  H.  of  C.  as  to  Senate 
Amts.  reed.,  1095;  amts.  of  the 
Senate  adhered  to,  1153-1167. 

(94)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  West 
Ontario  Pacific  Railway  Com- 
pany.— Mr.  Flutnb. 
IstR*,  711;  2nd  R.m,  736;  rep.  from 
com.,  815 ;  concurr.  in  Amts.  and 
3rd  R.,  840 ;  assent,  1430. 

(loi)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  res- 
pecting Bridges,  Booms  and  other 
Works  constructed  over  or  in 
Navigable  Waters,  under  the 
authority  of  Provincial  Acts. — Mr. 
Macfarlane. 
Ist  R.*,  488;  2nd  R.  m,  636 ;  rep.  from 
Com.  and  3rd  R.,  698;   assent,  1430. 

(102)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  res- 
pecting the  Department  of  Secre- 
tary of  State.— *Sir>^.  Campbell. 

IstR.*,  488;  2nd  R  m,  536;  rep.  from 
Com.  and  .Srd  R.,  598 ;    assent,  1430. 

(103)  An  Act  respecting  the  Electoral 
Franchise. — Sir  A.  Campbell, 

1st  R.',  1168;  2nd  R.  m,  11941200;  Amt. 
(3  months'  hoint)  Mr.  Scott,  1200-06  ; 
debate,  1,206-53  ;  adj.  of  deb.,  1253; 
deb.  concluded',  1253-72;  2nd  R. 
carried  on  a  div.,  1272;  in  Com., 
1276-1287;  rep.  from  com.,  1287; 
.3rd  R.  m,  1329;  debate,  1329-44; 
Amt.  (exempting  Prince  Edward 
Island)  Mr.  Havthorne  m,  1330;  lost 
on  a  div.,  1340;  Amt.  (eztendmg 
manhood  suffrage  to  all  the  Pro- 
vinces) Mr.  Scott,  loBt  on  a  div., 
1341,  Amt.  (ezemptinff  Quebec  from 

Jnovisions  of  Act)  Mr.  Bellerose, 
ost  on  div«,  1342 ;  Amt.  (as  to  pre- 
paration of  voters'  lifts) ;  Amt.  (as  to 
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definition  of  ^'person")  Mr.  Power  and 
Mr.  DeBoucherville's  Amt.  thereto, 
]oet,ftc.,1343;Amt.(insertinff<'unIe8s 
he  be  a  Christian")  Mr.  DeSoucher- 
▼ille,  lost,  1343;  M.  for  3rd  B. 
carried  on  a  div.,  1344 ;  assent,  1430. 

(104)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Sections 
of  the  Act  therein  mentioned 
relating  to  the  constitution  of  the 
Treasury  Board. — Sir  A,  Campbell, 

Ist  and  2nd  R's,  914 ;  3rd  H.  m,  927 ;  as- 
sent, 1430. 

(105)  An  Act  respecting  the  Bank  of 
British  Columbia. — &r  A,  Camp- 
bell 

1st   R.*,  1047;    2nd  B,  m,  1054;    rep. 
froia  Com.  and  3rd  B.*,  1083 ;  assent, 
1430. 
(108)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  45 
Vic,  chap.  17,  to  encourage  the 
construction  of  Dry  Docks  — Sir 
A.  Campbell 
1st  R.*,  488;  2nd  R.  m,  613 ;  in  Com.,  rep. 
from  Com.,  and  3rd  R.,  622;  assent, 
814. 

(117)  An  Act  respecting  the  Commer- 
cial Bank  of  Windsor. — Sir  A, 
Campbell 

Ist  R.*,  1047 ;  2nd  R.  m,  1061 ;  rep.  from 
Com.  and  3rd  R.*,  1083;  assent, 
1430. 

(118)  An  Act  further  to  amend  the 
Acts  relating  to  Weights  and 
Measures. — Sir  A.  Campbell 

Ist  R.*,  931 ;  2nd  R.  m,  939 ;  in  com., 
1024;  rep.  from  com.  and  3rd  R.j 
1026;  assent,  1430. 

(119)  An  Act  further  to  amend  the 
Acts  respecting  the  inspection  of 
gas  and  gas  meters. — Sir  A. 
Campbell. 

1st  R.*,  1047;  2nd  R.%  1082;  in  com., 
1086;  rep.  from  com.  and  3rd  R., 
1086;  assent,  14S0. 

(122)  An  Act  respecting  Agricultural 
Fertilizers. — Sir  A,  Campbell 
1st  R*.,  1061 ;  2nd  R.  m,  1084 ;  in  com., 
rep.  from  com.  and  3rd  R.*,  1087 ; 
assent,  1430. 
(126)  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  fitting 
representation  of  Canada  at   the 
Colonial  and   Indian  Exhibition, 
to  be  held  in  London  in  the  year 
1886.— &> -4.  Campbell 
Ist  R.*,  1047;  2ndR.  m,  1062;  in  com., 
rep.  from  com.  and  3rd  R.,  1086; 
acsent,  1430. 
(133)  An  Act  further  to  amend   the 
Steamboat  Inspection  Act,  1882. — 
Sir  A.  Campbell. 


1st  R.*,  1047;  2nd  a*,  1082;  in  com., 
rep.  from  Com.  and  3rd  R.*,  1086 ; 
assent,  1430. 

(134)  An  Act  respecting  the  Liquor 
License  Act,  1883. — Sir  A,  Camp- 
bell 

let  R.*,  1122;  2nd  R.  m,  1171 ;  in  Com., 
rep.  from  Com.  and  3rd  R.*,  1272; 
assent,  1430. 

(135)  An  Act  further  to  amend  the 
General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  and 
the  Acts  amending  the  same. — 
Sir  A,  Campbell 

Ist  R.%  1088;  2nd  R.  m,  1090 ;  in  Com., 
1097-1108,  11194122;  rep.  from 
Com.  and  3rd  R.,  1122:  assent, 
1430. 

(139)  An   Act  to  amend   the  Act  in 
relation  to  the  Library  of  Parlia- 
ment.— Sir  A.  Campbell 
1st  R.*,  and  M.  for  2nd  R.,  1096 ;  2nd  R., 
1108;    in  Com.,  1168-71 ;    rep.  from 
com.  and    3rd   R.*,  1171  ;    assent, 
1430. 

(144)  An  Act  to  authorize  the  augmen- 
tation of  the  North-West  Mounted 
Police.— 5/V^.  Campbell 

1st  R.*,  1093 ;  2nd  R.  m,  1116 ;  3rd  R.*, 
1160;  assent,  1430. 

(145)  An  Act  to  authorize  the  raising 
by  way  of  loan  of  certain  sums  of 
money  for  the  public  service. — 
Sir  A,  Campbell 

1st  R.*,  1048;  2nd  R.  m,  1048;  debate, 
1048-61 ;  M.  agreed  to,  1061 ;  3rd  R. 
m,  1066;  debate,  10661082;  M. 
agreed  to,  1082;  assent,  1430. 

(146)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Consoli- 
dated Inland  Revenue  Act — Sir 
A,  Campbell 

Ist  R.M143;  2cd  R.M192;  in  Com., 
1293;  rep.  from  Com.,  1294;  3id  R. 
m,  1306;  assent,  1430. 

(147)  An  Act  to  authorize  the  grant  of 
certain  subsidies  in  land  for  the 
construction  of  the  railways  therein 
mentioned. — Sir  A,  Campbell 

1st  R.*,  1093;  M.  for  2nd  R.,  1093 ;  2nd 
R.  ffi,  1160;  in  Com.,  1176;  rep. 
from  Com.,  and  3rd  R.%  1177; 
assent,  1430. 

(148)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  res- 
pecting the  appointment  of  a 
Harbor  Master  at  the  port  of 
Halifax.— ^/r^.  Campbell 

1st  R.*,  1093;  2nd  R.  m,  1108 ;  in  Com. 
and  rep.  Irom  C«  m.,  1167;  3rd  R.  m, 
1168;  assent,  1430. 

{149)  An  Act  for  granting  to  Her 
Majesty  the  sum  of  $1,700,000, 
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required  for  defraying  certain 
expenses  in  connection  with  the 
troubles  in  the  North-West  Terri- 
tories.— Sir  A.  Campbell 
let  R.*,  Iu93 ;  2nd  R.  m,  1150 ;  3rd  R.  m, 
1168;  assent,  1430. 

(150)  An  Act  to  authorize  the  advance 
of  a  certain  sum  to  the  Harbor 
Commissioners  of  Three  Rivers. — 
Sir  A.  Campbell 
IstR.*,  1122;  2nd  R.  m,  1176;  in  Com. 
and  rep.  from  com.,  1193;  3rd  R,  m, 
1194;  assent,  1430. 

(152)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Consoli- 
dated Militia  Act,  1883.— 5/>  A. 
Campbell 

Ist  R*,  1193 ;  2nd  R.  m,  1273 ;  3rd  R.  7«, 
1287;  assent.  1430. 

(153)  An  Act  further  to  amend  the 
Acts  respecting  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  and  to  provide 
for  the  successful  completion  and 
operation  thereof. — Mr  Smith, 

let  R.',  153 ;  2nd  R.  m  (5ir  A.  Campbell) 
13051318;  debate,  13181328;  M. 
agreed  to,  1326;  in  Com.,  1344; 
Amt.  (terminus  in  British  Columbia 
to  be  at  Port  Mood;^)m,  1345 ;  debate 
1353-69;  Amt.  rejected  on  a  div., 
1369;  rep,  from  Com.,  1369;  on  3rd 
R.  Amt.  (insertion  of  certain  words) 
Sir  A,  Campbell  m,  agreed  to,  1369; 
deb.  on  3rd  R.,  1370;  Amt.  (lien  of 
Govt,  to  apply  to  English  Bay  exten- 
sion) Mr.  Power  m,  1379;  withdrawn, 
1385  ;  Amt.  (terminus  to  be  at  Port 
Moody)  Mr,  Mclnnes  m,  1385;  lost 
on  a  div,,  1386 ;  Amt.  (no  change  in 
terminus  for  ten  yearn)  m  Mr  Mclnnes, 
lost  on  a  div.',  1387 ;  Amt.  as  to 
harbor  at  English  Bay)  Mr.  Power, 
lost  on  a  division,  1387 ;  3rd  R.  of 
B.,  1388;  assent,  1430. 

(154)  An  Act  further  to  amend  the 
Act  relating  to  the  culling  and 
measuring  of  timber  in  the  Pro 
vinces  of  Ontario  and  Quebec. — 
Sir  A.  Campbell 

1st  R.*,  1193;  2nd  R.  m,  1294;  in  Com. 
and  rep.  from  Com.,  1326 ;  3rd  R.  m, 
1388;  assent,  1430. 

(155)  An  Act  for  the  final  settlement 
of  claims  made  by  the  Province  of 
Manitoba  upon  the  Dominion. - 
Sir  A.  Campbell 

Ist  R.%  119;H  ;  2nd  R.  i«,  1301 ;  in  Com., 
rep.  from  Com.  and  3rd  R.,  1329; 
assent,  1430. 

(156)  An  Act  to  restrict  and  regulate 
Chinese  immigration  into  Can- 
ada.—&>w*4.  Campbell 


1st  R*,  1193;  2nd  R,  m,  and  ref.  to  Com., 
1295;  deb,  1295-1300;  in  Com., 
1326  ;  Mr,  Almonds  Amt  withdrawn, 
1327;  Com  adjd,  1329;  .Srd  R.'. 
1410;  assent,  1430. 

(157)  An  Act  to  amend  the  several 
Acts  relating  to  Duties  of  Customs 
and  Excise. — Sir  A.  Campbell 

1st  R.*,  1397 ;  suspension  of  41st  rule  and 
2nd  and  3rd  R*s,  1414 ;  assent.  1430. 

(158)  An  Act  to  authorize  the  granting 
of  further  subsidies  to,  and  making 
further  provision  for,  the  construc- 
tion and  efficient  operation  of  the 
railways  therein  described — Sir 
A,  Campbell 

IstR.*,  1369;  2nd  R.  m,  1398;  debate, 
1398-1410;  2nd  R.,  on  a  div.,  1410; 
in  Com.,  1416;  Amt.  to  Ist  clnuse 
(Mr.  Trudel)  lost  on  a  div.,  1415; 
Amt.  to  same  clause  (Mr.  Bellerose} 
do. do ;  Amt, to  same  c\.  (Mr. Power) 
do.  do  ;  Bill  rep.  from  Com.,  1417  ; 
3rd  R.  m,  1417 ;  Amt.  as  to  route  of 
Short  Line)  Mr.  Power,  1417;  ruled 
out  of  order,  1418;  Amt.  (as  to 
clause  1)  ilfr.  Trudelm,  1418;  ruled 
out  of  order,  1419;  Amt.  (as  to  1st 
section),  Mr.  Belierose  m,  1419 ;  ruled 
out  of  order,  1420 ;  Amt.  (as  to  Short 
Line)  Mr.  Power  m,  1420;  ruled 
out  of  order,  1421 ;  3rd  R.  carried, 
1421 ;  assent,  1430. 

(159)  An  Act  for  facilitating  the  navi- 
gation of  the  St.  Lawrence  River 
in  and  near  the  harborof  Quebec. — 
Sir  A.  Campbell 

1st  R.*,  suspension  of  41st  rule,  and  2nd 
and  3rd  R's,  1429;  assent,  14.30. 

(160)  An  Act  to  authorize  grants  of 
land  to  members  of  the  Militia 
Force  lately  on  active  service  in 
the  North-West.— S'/r^.  Campbell 

1st  and  2nd  R's  1426;  3rd  R.,  1429; 
assent,  1430. 

(161)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  46 
Vic,  chap.  9,  intituled,  "An  Act  to 
provide  for  the  salaries  and  super- 
annuation and  travelling  allowances 
of  certain  Judges  of  certain  pro- 
vincial courts. — *S»  A.  Campbell 

1st  R*,  1397  ;  suspension  of  41st  rule  and 
2nd  and  3rd  R's,  1414;  assent,  1430. 

(162)  An  Act  to  provide  a  salary  for  an 
additional  County  Court  Judge  in 
the  Province  of  Manitoba. — Sir 
A,  Campbell. 

1st  R.*,  suspension  of  4l6t  rule,  and  2nd 
and  3rd  R's,  1429;  assent,  1430. 

(163)  An  Act  for  granting  to  Her 
Majesty    certain  sums  of  money 
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for  defraying  certain  expenses  of 
the  Public  Service,  for  the  finan- 
cial years  ending  respectively  the 
30th  June,  1885  and  the  30th 
June,  1886,  and  for  other  purposes 
relating  to  the  public  service. — 
St'rA.  Campbell 
Isi  R.* ;  suapension  of  41st  mle  m,  and 
2nd  and  3rd  R'e,  U13;  assent,  1430, 

(164)  An  Act  to  authorize  the  granting 
of  the  subsidies  therein  mentioned 
in  aid  of  the  construction  of  cer- 
tain railways. — Sir  A,  Campbell. 

IstK.*,  1422;  2nd  R.,  under  suspension 
of  rule,  1422 ;  3rd  R.  fn»  1424 ;  assent, 
1430. 

(165)  An  Act  to  continue  for  a  limited 
time  the  Act  therein  mentioned. — 
Sir  A.  Campbell, 

1st  R.*,  1412 ;  suRpeni«ion  of  4l8t  rule  and 
2nd  and  3Td  R's.  1413;    assent,  1430. 

Boot  and  Shoe  Industry  condition  of. 
See  Mr,  Macdonal(Ps  remarks,  136. 

Brantford,  Waterloo,  and  Lake  Erie  Rail- 
way Go's.  B.  (59). 

1st  R.*,  360 ;  2nd  R.  m,  382 ;  rep.  from 
Com.,  408 ;  concur  in  Amts.  and  3rd 
R.  911,  466  ;  assent,  814. 

Bridge,  Boom,  &c.  Construction  Act  Amt. 
B.  (loi) — Afr,  Macfarlane, 
Ist  R.*,  488 ;  2nd  R.  m,  636  ;   rep.  from 
Com.  and  3rd  R.,  698 ;  assent,  1430. 
British  Columbia,  Timber  Regulations  in. 
Motion  for  return ;   ]£r,  McInntB  and 
reply,  (jSir  A,  Oampbdl)  1369. 
British  Columbia,  White  Population  in. 

See  *'  White  Population.^' 
British    Medical    Acts,    Correspondence 
relating  to. 
M.  for  return  agreed  to,  (Jfr.  SuUivarO 

Building  Societies. 

See  «*  Insolvent  Corporations  Bill." 
Business,  Relative  State  of,  in  the  Senate 
and  House  of  Commons,  since  Con- 
federation. 
See  Sir  A.  CampbeWs  remarks,  653. 
Canada,  Perilous  Position  of. 

In  Debate  on  the  Address  (Mr.  Alex- 
ander,  10. 

Canada,  Representation  of,  at  Colonial 
Exhibition. 

See  "  Colonial  and  Indian  Exhibition 
Bill." 

Canada  and  France,  Steam  Communica- 
tion between,  Inauguration  of. 
Inquiry  (ifr,  PelUUer},  reply  CSirA. 
VQdl)f  664« 


Canada,  Increase  of  Indebtedness. 

See  Mr  SoHfs  remarks  on  Public  Loan 
B.,  1066,  and  also  Mr.  Power's,  1069. 

Canada    Congregational    Missionary  So- 
ciety's B.  {$4)— Mr.  Vidal. 
1st  R.*,  302  ;  2nd  R.  m,  369 ;   rep.  from 
Com.  and  3rd  R.  m,  408 ;  asi^ent,  814. 

Canada  Co-operative  Supply  Association 
B.  (81)— ilfr.  Ryan. 
1st   R.*,  429 ;  2nd  R.  m,  522 ;  rep.  from 
Com.  and  3rd  R.  m,699;  assent.  814. 

Canada  Southern  &  Erie  &  Niagara  Rail- 
way Co's.  B.  (9).— J/r.  Plumb. 
1st  R.*,  130;  2nd  R.  m,  178;   rep.  from 
Com.  and  3rd  R.  m,  331 ;  assent,  814. 

Canada  Temperance  Act,  Exemption  of 
Wine  and  Beer  from,  &c. 
Petition  presented  (Mr.  Smiik)  (937). 
Canada  Temperance  Act,  Petitions  con- 
cerning. 
Declaration  as  to  genuineness  of  sigpft' 
tures,   presented  (Jfr.  Seotf)^  §86; 
remarks  (Mr.  McMillan) y  989;  ex- 
planation (Mr.  McMillan),  1036. 
Canada    Temperance    Act,    Petition    of 
Presbyterian  Church  in  reference  to 
Amts.  H.  of  C 
Presented  (Mr.  Vidal),  1122 
Canada    Temperance    Act    and    Liquor 
License    Act    Amt.   B.    (92). — Afr. 
Vidal. 
1st  R.*,  687 ;  2nd  R.,  postponed,  622 ;  2nd 
R.  m,  666 ;  debate,  666-684 ;  deb  adj. 
m.  684;  deb.  cont'd,  687-706;  M.  in 
Amt.  (3  months'  hoist)    Mr.  Dickev 
696  ;  deb.  adj.,  706 ;  deb.  continued, 
711-723 ;  deb.  adj.,  723 ;  deb.  conclud- 
ed, 728-3.^;  Mr.  Dickey's  Amt.  with- 
drawn, 732;  2nd  R.,  733;  going  into 
com.    postponed,     790;     postponed 
again,  813;  Mr    Power's  M.  (three- 
fifths  of  votes  polled  to  be  required) 
862;    quest,   of   order    raised   (Mr. 
Vidal)  862,  and  Mr.  Botsford,  853 
Speaker  rules  M.  out  of  order,  864 
in  Com.,  866 ;  clause  2  amended, 866 
clause  3  amended,  867 ,  on  clause  6. 
Mr.  McMillan's  Amt.  (as  to  medical 
practitioners)    a^rreed  to,    869,868; 
further  Amt.,  869  70;   Mr.  Alnion's 
Amt.    (permitting    sale     of     light 
wines     and     beer)     moved,     873  ; 
debate,  873-98;  adopted  on  a  div., 
898 ;  rep.  trom  (3om.,  898 ;  on  concur 
in  Amts.,  Mr.  Vidal  moves  for  post- 
ponement, 914;  Mr.  Dickey's  amt. 
(that  the  Amts.    be  now  concurred 
in)  carried  on  a  div.,  918;  3rd  R. 
postponed,  923-27 ;  3rd  R.  postponed 
again,  932 ;  3rd  R.  m,  946 ;  deb.  946- 
987 ;  Mr.  Power's  Amt.  ^majority  of 
three-fifths  of  votes  polled  instead  of 
one-half  to  be  required)  rejected  on  a 
div.,  972;  Mr.  McMillaD's  Amt  (as 
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to  sale  by  medical  praotitionere)  car- 
ried 00  a  div.,  974;  B.  in  Com. 
again  and  rep.  from  Com .,975 ;  on  M. 
lor  3rd  R.  Mr.  Nelson's  Amt.  to  2nd 
section  lost  on  a  div.,  976;  Mr. 
Vidal's  Amt.  (to  strike  out  the  clause 
exempting  beer,  win*»,  &c,)  m,  976; 
adj.  of  deb.  m  (Mr.  Scott)  carried  on 
a  div.,  987;  deb.  cont'd,  9i?01011 ; 
Mr.  Vidal's  Amt.  rejected,  1011 ;  M. 
for  3rd  R.  carried  on  a  div.,  1011; 
messge  trom  H.  of  G.  as  to  Senate 
Amts.  reed.,  1095;  Amts.  of  the 
Senate  adhered  to,  115.31167. 

Cxnadian  Pacific  Railway — Construction 
of. 

In  debate  on  the  address  ;  (,Mr.  Alex- 
ander), 12. 

Canadian  Pacific  Railway — Western  Ter- 
minus of,  in  British  Columbia. 
M.  lor  Ret.  iMr.  Mclnnes),  1123-37; 
Remarks  (Mr.  Kaulbach),  1137 ;  {Sir 
A,  Campbell),  1137-40;  (ilfr  Power) 
1140  ;  (Mr.  Mclnnes),  1141 ;  Mr.  Mac- 
ilouald  1142;  motion  agreed  to,  1143. 

Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Employees  Re- 
lief Association  B.,  (75). — Mr.  Scott. 
Ist  R.*,  554 ;  placed  in  the  orders  m  (Mr. 
Scott)  596 ;  2nd  R.  m,  613 ;  rep.  trom 
Com.  and  3rd  R.  m,  640 ;  assent,  814. 

Canadian  Railway  Completion  B.,  (153). 
—Sir  A.  Campbell. 
Isl  R  •,  153 ;  2nd  R.  m  (Sir  A.  Campbell) 
13051318;  debate,  1318-1328;  M. 
agreed  10,  1.326  ;  in  Com.,  1344 ;  Amt. 
(terminus  in  British  Columbia  to  be 
at  Port  Moody)  M)  1345;  debate, 
1.S53-69;  Amt.  rejected  on  a  div., 
1369 ;  rep.  from  Com.,  1.369 ;  on  :ird 
K.  Amt,  (insertion  of  certain  words 
(Sir  A.  GampbeU)  m,  agreed  to,  1369 ; 
deb.  on  3rd  R.,  1370 ;  Amt.  (lien  of 
Govt,  to  apply  to  English  Bay  exten- 
pirn)  Mr.  rower  m^  1379 ;  withdrawn, 
1385 ;  Amt.  (terminus  to  be  at  Port 
Moody)  Mr.  Mclnnes  m,  1.385;  lost 
on  a  div.,  1386 ;  Ami.  (no  change  in 
terminus  for  ten  years)  m  Mr.  McLt.' 
neSj  lost  on  a  div.,  1387 ;  Amt.  (as  to 
harhor  at  English  Bay)  Mr.  Power, 
lost  on  a  div.,  1387 ;  3rd  R.  of  B., 
1388;  assent,  1430. 

Canadian  Pacific  Railway — Indebtedness 
of. 

See  Sir  A.  Campbell's  Remarks  (1207;. 
Canned  Goods  B.,  (U.).— *S/r  A.   Camp- 
dell. 
1st  R.*,  931 ;  2nd  R,  m.  942 ;  In  Com., 
1025;  rep.  from  Com.,  1029;  3rd  R. 
m.,  1033;  Amts.  of  House  of  Com- 
mons agreed  to,  1396 ;  assent  1430. 

Cape  Traverse  Branch  Railway — Cost  of 
Construction,  &c. 
M.  for  jfteturn  (Mr.  BoUford),  370$ 


Remarks  (Mr.  Dickey),  371;  (Mr. 
Hayihome),  372 ;  agreed  to  (Sir  A. 
Campbell),  373. 

Census  Taking — ^the  de  facto  and  dejure 
systems. 
See  Debate  on  the  2nd  R.  of  the  "  Mani- 
toba  Census  Bill,"  123,  Ac. 

Central  Bank  of  New  Brunswick  B.,  (40). 
— J/ir.  Wark. 

1st  R.*,  513;  2nd  R.  m,  636;  rep.  from 
Com. ;  concur  in  Amts.  and  3rd  R., 
m,  640 ;  assent,  814. 

Chapais — the  late  Senator. 

Tributes  of  Respect  to ;  (^ir  A.  Camp- 
bell) (Mr.  Seoit),  (Mr.  Trudd),  1389 ; 
(Mr.  mnt),  1390. 
Chinese — the   Exclusion   of,  from   other 
Provinces  than  British  Columbia. 
See  Debate  on  2nd  R.  of  Chinese  Immi- 
gration B.,  1295. 
Chinese     Commission — expenditure    in- 
curred in  connection  with. 
M.  for  Return  (Mr.  Power),  459 ;  agreed 
to  (Sir  A.  Campbell),  460. 

Chinese  Immigration,  Restriction  and 
Regulation  B.,  {is6).—StrA.  Camp- 
Mi. 

1st  R.*.  1193 ;  2nd  R.  m,  and  ref.  to  Com., 
1295 ;  deb.  1295-1300 ;  in  Com.  1326 
Mr.  Almon's  Amt.  withdrawn,  1327 
Con.,  adjd.,   1329;   3rd  R.%    1410 
assent,  1430. 
Chinese  Immigration  Restriction  Bill. 

Explanation  in  reference  to  3rd  B. 
(Mr.Almon),  1411. 

Chinese  Question,  Commission  of  Inquiry 
into :  , 

In  debate  on  the  Address  .  (Mr,  Mac 
donald,  B.  C.  6 ;  (Mr.  SulUvan)  8 ; 
(Mr.  Seoit)  16 ; 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amendment  and  Con- 
solidation B.:  Ui)—StrA.  Campbell. 
1st  B*,  760;  2nd  R.  m,  825;  deb.  825- 
839;  in  Com.,  898;  cl.  3  amended, 
899 ;  Mr,  Power^s  Amt.  to  cl.  8  with- 
drawn, 905;  on  cl.  346,  Mr,  Power^s 
Amt.  (nftmes  to  be  arranged  in  order 
of  merit)  lost  on  a  div.,  907;  rep. 
from  Com.  and  concur  in  amts.,  914; 
3rd  R.  m,  927-30 ;  3rd  amt.  disagreed 
to  in  H.  of  C.and  receded  from,  1046  ] 
assent,  1430. 

Civil  Service  Examination  Board,  cost  of. 
See   Debate   on   **  Civil    Service  Act 
Amts.  B." 

Civil  Service  Exammations,  and  Members 

of  the  Royal  Society. 

Inquiry  (Mr.  Trudel)  408 ;  reply  (Sir 

A.  Campbell)  409;  farther  remarks 

(Sir  A.  CampbeU)  428  {  (Mr.  Trudel) 

429. 
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Clothing  Industry,  condition  of. 

See  Mr.  Macdonald's  remarks,  138. 
Coal  Product  of  Canada. 

See  Mr.  Read^a  remarks,  468 
Colonial  and  Indian  Exhibition  B.  (126) 
Sir  A.  Campbell. 

let  R.*,  1047  ;  2nd  B.  m,  1052  ;  in  Com., 
rep.  fr(jm  Com.  and  .3rd  R.,  1086; 
aRsent,  1430. 

Commercial  Bank  of  Windsor  B.  (117) — 
Sir  A.  Campbell. 

let  R.*,  1047;  2nd  R.  w,  1051 ;  rep.  from 
Com.    and   3rd   R.*,    1083;    assent, 
1430. 
Commercial  Condition  of  Canada. 

See  « Industries  and  Maaufactures." 
Committees,  Sessional. 

Library;  Printing;  Banking  and  Com- 
merce; Railways,  Telegraphs  &  Hai^ 
bors;  Contingent  Accounts;   Stand- 
ing Orders  and  Private  Bills ;  Senate 
Debates ;  appointment  of ;  m(Sir  D  L 
Macpherson)  23. 
Competitive   Examinations   in   the  Civil 
Service. 
See  Debate  on    "  Civil  Service   Acts 
Consolidation  B." 
Confectionery  Manufactures  ccndition  of. 
See  Mr.  Macdonal<V8  remarks,  136. 

Consolidated  Inland  Revenue  Act  Arat. 
B.  (146)— 5/>^.  Campbell. 
IstR.*,  1143;  2ndB.M192;  In  Com  , 
1293  ,  Rep.  from  Com.,  1294  ;  3rd  R 
m,  1305  ;  assent,  1430. 

Consolidated    Insurance     Act    of    1877 

Modifying  B.  (20) — Sir  A.  Campbell. 

1st  R.%  1093;  2nd  R.  m,  1161 ;  In  Com. 

1177-118);   Rep.   from    Com.,   1181; 

3rd  R.  m,  1194;  assent,  1430. 

Consolidated  Militia  Act   1883  Amt.  B. 
(152)— 5/r^.   Campbell. 
Ist  R.*,  1193;  2nd  R.  m,  1273;  3rd  R. 
m,  1287  ;  assent,  1430. 

Consolidated  Railway  Act  1879  Amt.   B. 
{Q)—SirA.  Campbell. 
Ist  R.»,  649 ;  2nd  R.  m.,  686 ;  In  Com., 
733 ;  dropped,  990. 

Consolidation  of  Dominion  Statutes. 

See  **  Dominion  Statutes." 
Contingent  Accounts  Committee. 

List  cf  members  23  ;  Ipt  Rep.  (Reduc- 
tion of  quorum)  Mr.  Howlan,  29 ; 
2nd  Rep.  (Various  matters)  141.3. 

Cotton  Manufacture,  Development  of. 

See  Debate  on  the  '*  Industries  and 
Manufactures  of  Canada." 

Cox  Divorce  Case. 

Petition  of  George  B.  Cox,  presented 
and  reception  postponed,  26 ;  Petition 
read  and  received  on  M.  of  Mr.  Ogilvie 


31 ;  M.  tor  dispensing  with  72nd  Rule, 
Mr.  Ogilvie,  postponed  34;  Petition 
referred  back  to  (jom.  49. 

County  Court  Judge  in  Manitoba  B.  (162) 
— Sir  A.  Campbell 
1st  R.*,  Suspension  of  41st  Rule,  and 
2nd  and  .Hrd  R's.,  1429;  assent,  1430. 

Cox  Divorce  Bill.  (H)—Mr.  Read. 

Ist  R.  and  M.  for  2ud  R.,  106;  2ad  R. 
postponed,  405 ;  2nd  R.  further  post- 
poned, 513;  proof  of  service,  664 ;  2nd 
R.  and  rcf.  to  Com.  ?».  665 ;  re:p.  of 
Com.  and  3rd  R.,  736;  assent,  1430. 

Criminal  Cases,  Law  of  Evidence  in. 

See  "  Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases." 
Crossing  from  Prince  Edward  Island  to 
Mainland,  Perils  of. 
See  Debate  on  Mr.  Hay thorne's  Inquiry 
in  reference  to  "  Northern  Light." 

Customs  and  Excise  Acts  Amt.  B.  (157) 
— Sir  A.  Campbell. 
1st  R.*,  1397;  Suspension  of  4l8t  Rule, 
and  2nd  and  3ra  R's.,  1414;  asaent, 
1430. 

Davis  Divorce  Case. 

Petition  of  Amanda  E.  Davis,  read  and 
received  »i,  (Mr.  Ogilvie),  26. 

Davis  Divorce  Bill  (C)—Mr.  Ogilvie. 

1st  R.  and  M.  for  2nd  R.,  29;  2nd  R. 
postponed,  56;  2nd  R  (on  M.  of  Mr. 
Ogilvie),  103;  ref.  to  Select  Com.,m, 
103 ;  1st  rep.  of  Com.  adopted  (on  M. 
of  Mr.  Dickey),  104;  rep.  from  Com., 
Ill ;  rep.  adopted  (on  M.  of  Mr. 
Dickey),  on  a  division,  128;  3rd  R. 
(on  M.  of  Mr.  Read),  155;  message 
to  House  of  Commons,  156. 

Debates  of  the  Senate,  Extension  of  Cir- 
culation of. 
Remarks    {Mr.    Alexander)  24;    {Mr. 
Power),  26. 

Debates,  Report  of,  Expunging  of  Speeches 
from. 
See  under  **  Privilege." 
Deputy  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons 
B.  {26)^Sir  A.  Campbell. 
Ist  R.»,  108;  2nd  R.,  114;  Rep.  from 
Com,  without  amt.,  116;  3rd  R.,  1 22; 
assent,  814. 

Dewdney,  Lieut. -Governor,  Letters  from 
and  to,  as  to  North-West  Troubles. 
Motion  for  Return  {Mr.  Trudet),  644. 
Disputed  Territory  Justice  Administration 
B.  {16s)— Sir  A.  Campbell. 
let  R.*,  1412;  Suspension  of  4l8t  Rule, 
and  2nd  and  3rd  R's.,  1413;  aasent, 
1430. 

Divisions  : 

Canada  Temperance  Act  Arat.  B. 

On  3rd  R. ;  Mr.  Power's  Amt.  (major- 
ity of  three-fiflhs  of  votes  polled  in- 
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stead  of  one-half  to  be  remiired)  reject- 
ed on  a  divieioa;  C  23,  N.-C.  25, 972. 

Canada  Temperance  Act  Amt.  B. 

On  3rd  R  ;  Mr.  McMilIan'n  amt.  (as  to 
sale  of  liquors  by  medical  practition- 
ers) carried  on  a  div,;  C.  23,  N.-C. 
21,974 

Canada  Temperance  Act  Amt.  B. 

On  3rd  R. ;  M.  to  adj.  deb.  on  Mr. 
Vidal*8  Amt.  j  carried  on  a  div  ;  C. 
26,  N.-C.  22,  988. 

Canada  Temperance  Act  Amt.  B. 

3rd  R  of  B.  CHrried  on  a  div.;   C.  33, 
N.-C,  19,  1011. 
Canada  Temperance  Act  Amt.  B. 

On  M.  for  3rd  R.;  Mr,  Vidal's  amt.  (to 
strike  out  Clause  exempting  beer 
wine.  &c  )  rpjecled  ou  a  div. ;  C.  20, 
N.-C.  31,  1011. 

Canada    Temperance    Act    Amt.    B., 
Senate  Amts.  adhered  to. 
6th  amt.  (j»a]e  of  liquor  by  physiciaiifl) 
adhered  to  on  a  div  ;  C.  30,  N.-C.  13, 
1159. 

Canada  Tempernnce  Act  Amt.  B. 

lOih  anjt.  of  Senate  adh'^red  to  on  a 
div  ;  C.  30,  N.-C    13,1160. 

Cannda  Temperance  Act  Amt.  B. 

llih  amt.  (permittin^r  sale  of  wine, 
bfer.  <Vc.)  adhered  to  on  a  div.;  C 
30,  NC.  15,  1167;  Tith  amt.- the 
same — 1167. 

Canada  Temperance  Act  Amt.  B. 

In  Com.:  Mr.  McMillan's  amt.  to  clause 
6  (as  to  ^^ale  o<  liquor  by  medical 
prartitinners)  adopted  on  a  division  ; 
C.  35,  N-C.  16. 

Canada  Temperance  Act  Amt.  B. 

On  Concurr  in  Amts.  and  Mr.  Vidal's 
M.  for  posipnt. ;  Mr.  Dickey's  amt. 
(that  the  amts.  l»e  udw  concurred  in) 
carried  on  a  division  ;  C.  38,  NC. 
22,  918. 

Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Completion 
B. 

In  Com.:  Mr.  Mclnnes'  amt.  (Pacific 
terminus  to  be  at  Port  Moody)  lost 
on  a  div.  ;C.  12,  N-C.  28,  1369. 

Canadian  Pacific  RailwayCompletion  B. 

On  3rd  R. ;  Mr.  Mclnne.<*' amt.  (termin- 
us to  be  at  Port  Moody)  lost  on  a  div. 
C.  12,  N-C.  27,  1386. 

(Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Completion  B. 

On   3nl    R. ;   Mr.   McInne.M's  amt.  (no 

change  in   Pacific  terminus  for  ten 

▼ears)  lost  on  a  div. ;  C.  12,  N-C.  27, 

1387. 

Divorce  Cases — Every  motion  to  be  en- 
tered as  agreed  to  upon  a  Division. 
See  the  difiierent  casee. 
U3 


Electoral  Franchise  B.,  (103) 

On  M.  for  2nd  R. ;  Mr.  Seoifs  amt.  (3 
months*  hoist)  lost  on  a  div ;  C.  17, 
N-C.  .S3, 1272. 

Electoral  Franchise  Bill. 

On  3rd  R. ;  Mr.  ScotVs  amt.  (extending 
manhood  euffraee  to  all  the  Provin- 
ces) lost  on  a  (fiv ;  C.  12,  N-O.  31, 
1341. 

Electoral  Franchise  B. 

On  3rd  R;  Mr.  Haythome^s  amt.  fex- 
empting  Prince  Edward  Inland)  lost 
on  a  div.  ;C.  16,  N-C.  29,  1341. 

Electoral  Franchise  B. 

On  3rd  R. ;  Mr.  ReUeros^s  amt.  (ex- 
empt! n>r  Quebec  from  provisions  of 
the  Act)  lost  on  a  div.j  C.  16,  N-C. 
29, 1342. 

Electoral  Franchise  B. 

On  3rd  R. ;  Mr.  Beflerone'a  Amt.  (as  to 
preparation  ol  voters'  lists)  lust  on  a 
div  ;  C.  16,  N-C  29, 1342. 

Electoral  Franchise  B. 

On  3rd  K  ;  Mr.  DeBoucfferviVe*^  nmt. 
to  Mr.  Power's  amt.  (as  to  definition 
of  *•  pppBon  *')  lost  on  a  div. ;  C.  8, 
N  C.  29.  1343. 

Electoral  Franch  se  B. 

On  3rd  R. ;  Mr.  Power^s  amt,  fas  to 
definition  n\  **  per-on  ")  lost  on  ft 
div  ;  C.  13,  NC.  31,1343. 

Electoral  Franchise  B. 

On  3rd  R.;  Mr.  D''RoucherviiU'9  amt, 
(insertion  of*  words,  *'  unless  he  be  a 
Chri«tiafi,")  lost  on  div  ;C.  21,  N-C. 
25,  1.343. 

Evans  Divorce  B.,  (G). 

On  M.  for  3rd  R  ;  Mr.  Vi'fal'jf  amt. 
(that  the  3pd  clnuse  be  slnick  out) 
adopted  ;C.  19,  SO.  13   ,367 

M.  for  adjournment  (May  8-20). — Mr, 
BeUerose. 

C«rried  on  div. ;  P.  46.  N-C.  12.  922. 

Mr  Alezancfer's  }A  tor  a  Com.  to  in- 
qiiire  into  the  affairs  of  the  Bank  of 
Upper  Canada  rejected  on  a  div  ;  C. 
1,  N  C.  49,  70 

Offences  against  the  Person  B.,  (S). 
On  M.  to  Concur  in  Amt ;  Mr.  Dickey*8 
amt.  (as  to  evidence  ol  Wite  adopted) 
on  a  div.;  C.  21,  N  C.  12,  813. 

Offences  against  the  Person  B.,  (S). 
On  M.  for  3fd  R. ;  Mr.  Afmon'9  amt.  (3 
months'  hoist)  rejected  ;  C   23.  N-C. 
23;  M.  lor  3rd  R.  lost  on  div.;  C.  23, 
N-C.  24, 825. 

On  Mr.  Alexander's  M.  for  a  Com.  to  in- 
vestigate the  affairs  of  the  Bank  of 
Upper  Canada. 
C.  1,N-C.49j70. 
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Portrait  of    Sir    D.    L.    Macpherson, 
Removal  of. 
Mr.   Alexander's  M.  rejected;  (C,  1 ; 
N.-C,  62),  47. 

Real    Property   in    North-West    Terri- 
tories B.  (A). 
On  M.  to  Concur  in  amts. ;  Mr.  Seolfs 
M.  to  refer  B.  back  to  Com.  to  strike 
out  Siic.  8  rejected ;  C.  18;  N-C.  36, 
379. 

Divorce  Cases,  exclusion  of  persons  from 
the  Committee  Room. 
Remarks  vifr.  Plumb),  156. 
Divorce  Cases,  printing  of  evidence  taken 
in. 
Motion  (Sir    A.   Campbell),  322;    re- 
marks    {Mr,     Odeti),     323;      {The 
Speaker),  324;    (Mr.   Gowan),  {Mr. 
Power),    324;    (Mr.    Almon),    (Mr. 
Plumb),  325;  (Mr.  Ready,  326;  (Mr. 
O'Donohoe),    .S27:   (Mr.    Bellerose), 
(Mr.  Kuulbach),  (Mr.  Dever),  32H; 
(Mr.  Gowan),  (Mr.  Alexander),  Z29  i 
(Mr.  Flint),  (Mr.  Power),  330. 
Divorce    Cases,     procedure    in,    change 
adopted. 
Remarks  (The  speaker),  (Mr.  Dickei/), 
109  ;  (Sir  A.  Campbell),  110. 

Divorce  Cases,  proof  of  service  of  petition, 
importance  of. 
In  debate  on  "Hatzfeld    Divorce  Bill", 
32-34. 

Divorce  Committees,  distribution  of  evi- 
dence taken  before. 
Remarks  (Afr.  Power),  121  :  (Mr  Kaul- 
bach)    Mr.  (Turner).  (Mr.  Gowan), 
(Sir  A.  Campbell),  (Mr.  Dickey),l2l ; 
(Mr.  Plumb),  122. 

Divorce. 

See  "Cox  Divorce  Case  and  Bill," 
"Davis  Divorce  Case  and  Bill," 
"Smith  Divorce  Case  and  Bill," 
"Evans  Divorce  Case  and  Bill," 
"Terry  Divorce  Case  and  Bill," 
"  Hatzield  Divorce  Case  and  Bill," 

Dominion  Drainage  Co*s.  Incorp.  B  (28). 
—Mr.  Plumb. 
Isi   R.»,  1143;    2nd   R.  ti,  1192;   rep. 
from    Com.;    concnrr.  in  Amts.  and 
3rd  R.  w,  1193;   assent,  1430. 

Dominion  Grange  Mutual  Fire  Insurance 
Assn.  B.  (55). 

IstR.*,  650;  2nd  R.  m,  686;  rep.  from 
Com.  concnrr.  in  Amts.  and  3rd  B., 
841 ;  assent,  14.30. 

Dominion  Statutes,  Consolidation  of;  Re- 
ference of  Report  to  Com. 
M.  (Sir  A  Campbell)    postponed,   80; 
brought  forward  and  diHcussed  (Sir 
A.  Campbell),  302  ,  (Mr.  Alexander), 
321 ;  (Mr.  Wark),  322. 


Dry   Dock  Construction    Act,    Amt    B. 
(108). — Str  A .  Campbell. 
IstR.*,  488;    2nd  R.  tit,  513;    id  Com. 
rep.    from   Com,   and  3rd   R.,  622; 
assent,  814. 

Dynamite,  precautions  against  illegal  uses 
of 
See  "  Explosive  Substances  Bill. " 
Education,    superintendents    of,    in    the 
North-West. 

Inquiry  (Mr.  Sehultz),  reply  (Sir  A. 
Campbell),  199. 

Electoral  Franchise  B.  (103). — Sir  A. 
Campbell. 
1st  R.^,  1168  ;  2nd  R.  m,  1194-1200  ;  Amt. 
(3  months'  hoi.n)  Mr.  Scolt,  1200.06 ; 
debate,  1206-53;  adj.  of  deb.  1253; 
deb.  concluded,  1253-72;  2nd  R. 
carried  on  a  div.,  1272;  in  Com., 
1276-1287;  rep  from  Com.,  1287; 
3rd  R.  m,  1.329;  debate,  1.329  44; 
Amt.  (evempiing  Prince  Edward 
Islond)  Mr.  Haythornem,  1330;  lost 
on  a  div.,  1340;  Amt.  (extending 
manhood  suffrage  to  all  the  Pro- 
vinces) Mr.  Scott,  lost  on  a  div., 
1341,  Amt,  (exempting  Quebec  from 
provisions  of  Act;  Mr.  Bellerose,  lost 
on  div.,  1342;  Amt  (as  to  prepara- 
tion of  voters'  lints)  ;  Amt.  (as  to 
definition  of  "person")  Mr.  Power 
and  Mr,  DeBouchervill-'s  Amt. 
thereto,  lost,  Ac,  1.343;  Amt. 
(inserting  **unleps  he  be  a  Christian") 
Mr.  DeBoucherville,  lost,  1343;  M. 
for  3rd  R.  carried  on  a  div.,  1344; 
assent,  1430. 

Electoral  Franchise,  uniformity  in. 

In  debate  on  the  address  (Mr.  Scott), 
15. 

England,  commercial  condition  of. 

See  Mr.   Hayihornt^a  remarks,  228  et 
seq. 
English    Bay,    Extension    of    Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  to. 
Sop  "  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.'* 
Evangelical     Lutheran     Church     Synod 
Incorp.  B.  (60) — Afr.  McClelan. 
IstR.*,  488;    2nd   R.  fw,  5.S0;    rep.  from 
Com.  and  3rd  R.*,  705;    assent,  8U. 

Evans  Divorce  Case. 

Petiiion  preaent^d.  read,  and  received, 
on  M.  of  Mr.  Gowan.  29 

Evans  Divorce  Bill  (G) — Mr.  Gou^an. 

Ist  R.,  49;  proof  of  service,  112;  2nd 
R.,  113;  ref  to  Select  Com.,  114;  1st 
rfp,  (.f  Com.  adopted  (on  M.  of  Mr. 
Gowan).  122;  rep  from  Com,  198: 
rep.  of  Com.  adopted  and  M.  for  3rd 
R.,  2«0;  Amt.  adopted,  ,367 ;  3rd  R. 
wi.,  366,368;  assent,  814. 

Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  Act  Amt.  B. 
(6)— Mr.  Power, 
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let  R.*,  382;  2ncl  R  m,  665;  debate,  666- 
678;  M.  rejected  on   a  division,  678. 

Evidence  in  Divorce  Cases,  Printing  of 
Evidence  taken  in. 
See  **  Divorce  Cases." 
Exclusion  of  Persons  from    the    Senate 
Corridors. 
Remarks     (Mr,      Alexander),      (Mr. 
Dickey),  (The  Speaker),  106. 

Expenditure  by  Government,  Increase  in. 
See  Debate  on  3rd  R.  of  Public  Loan  B. 
1061  &c. 

Explosive    Substances    B.   (K) — Sir    A, 
Campbell. 
l8t  R.*.  179;  2nd  R.  w.  221 ;  In   Com., 
276  ;  rep,  from  Com.,  278 ;  3rd  R.,  m, 
280 ;  assent,  814. 
Federal  Bank  of  Canada  Bill  (\o)—Mr, 
Allan, 

Ist  R.*,  266;    2nd   R.  w,  268;    rep.  from 
Com.  and  3rd  R.,  350  ;  assent  814. 
Financial  Status  of  the  Dominion. 

In  Debate  on  the  Add  reap,  {Mr.  Mac- 
donald  B.  C.)  6  ;  {Mr.  Sullivan)  9. 
Fiscal  Policy  of  the  Dominion. 

In  Debate  on  the  Address.  Mr.  Mac- 
donald  (B.  a.)  6;  {Mr.  Sullivan)  9; 
{Mr.  Scott)  14 ;  {Mr.  Hayth'.rne)  20  ; 
Fishery  Clauses  of  Washington  Treaty. 

In  Debate  on  tlie  Address,  {Mr.  Scott) 
17;  {Mr.  Haythorne),  21. 
Fisheries  of  Canada,  Value  and  Importance 

of. 
See  Mr.  Rowlands  remarks  1100. 
Food,  Drugs,  and  Agricultural  Fertilizers 
Adulteration  B.  (W)— 5/r  A,  Camp- 
bell. 

1st  R.*,  931;    2nd   R  wi,  944;  in   Com., 
1039-1044;   clause  2  amended,  1 '39 ; 
rep.  from  Com.,  concurr.   in   Amts 
and  3rd  R..  1044;  concurr.  in  Amts. 
of    House  of  Commons,  1118-1167; 
assent,  1430. 
Fort  MacLeod  Ranch  Telegraph  Co's  In- 
cor.  B.  (So). — Mr.  Gtrard, 
Ist  R.*,  932  ;    2nd  R.  m,  945 ;    rep.  from 
Com.,    concurr.   in   Amts,  and   3rd 
R.,l046;  assent,  1430. 
Foundry  Business,  condition  of. 

See  ifr.  ifae(fona/d'«  remarks,  133. 

France  and  Canada,  steam  communication 
between. 
See  Canada. 
Fredericton     and     St.     Mary's    Railway 
Bridge   Co's  Incorp.   B.   (50) — Mr. 
Wark, 
1st  R  •,  488 ;    2nd  R.  »i,  623 ;    rep.  from 
Com.;  Concurr.  in  Amis,  and  3rd  R. 
m,  686;  assent,  814. 


Free-Trade  and  Protection,  relative  merits 

of. 
See    debate   oo    the    ''  Industries  and 
Manufactures  of  Canada.'' 
Frog  Lake  Massacre,  announcement  of. 

Sir  A.  CampbellytU 
Furniture  manufacture,  condition  of. 

See  Mr.Maodonald'a  remarks,  133. 
Gas  and  Gas  Meters,  inspection  Act  Amt 
B.  (iig),^ Sir  A.  Campbell. 
Ist  R.»,  1042 ;    2nd  R.*.  1082 ;  in   Com., 
I(i86 ;    rep.  from   Com.  and  3rd  R.. 
1086;    assent,  1430. 
General  Inspection   Act   1874,  Amt.   B. 
(i^^Y—SirA.  Campbell. 
1st  R.'.  1088 ;    2iid  R.  w,  lo90 ;    in  Com., 
109MI08, 1119  1112  ;  rep.  from  Com. 
and  3rd  R.,  1122 ;  assent,  1430. 
General   Miscellaneous    Industries,   con- 
dition of. 
See  ilfr.  Macdonald's  remarks,  139. 

Globe  correspondent  and  the  Senate. 

Inquiry  {Mr.  Alexander)^  468;   reply 
(6tr  A.  Campbell),  469. 
Globe  of  Toronto,   editorial   in,    reflect- 
ing upon  the  Senate. 
Eieferred  to  by  Mr.  Plumb  and  others, 
326. 
Grand  Trunk  Railway,  injustice  done  to, 
by  the  Government. 
In  debate  on  the  address  {Mr.  AlexMr 
der),  11, 
Great  Western  and  Lake  Ontario  Shore 
Junction  Railway  Co's  Acts  Amt.  B. 


(38).— J/r.  McMaster. 
1st  R.,  302  ;   2nd  R    m,  369  ;    rep.  from 
Com.  and  3rd  R.*,407;  assent,  814. 
Greater  Canada,  representation  of,  in  the 
Dominion  Cabinet. 
Inquiry  {Mr.  Schuliz),  167;  reply  {Sir 
A.  Campbell),  168. 
Half-Breed  claims  in  the  North-West,  in- 
structions to  commissioners,  etc 
M.  for  return    {Mr.  Alexander),  623; 
reply  {Sir  D.  Macpheraon),  626. 

Half-Breed  troubles  in  North-WesL 
See  "North-West." 

Halifax  Harbor  Masters  Act  Amt  B.  (148) 
— Sir  A.  Campbell. 
Ist  R,%  1093;  2nd  R.  i»,ll08;  in  Com, 
and  rep.  Irom  Com.,  lll>7  ;  3rd  R.  m, 
1168;  assent,  1430. 

Halifax  Liquor  Dealers  Petition. 

Read  at  length  on  M.  ot  Mr.  Almon,  616. 
Halifax  Volunteers,  Treatment  of. 

Remarks  (Mr.  Power),  (Mr.  Kaulbaeh) 
635;  {Mr.  Ogilvie),  (Sir  A.  Campbell) 
636  and  662;  {Afr,  Kaulbaeh),  (Mr. 
Dickey)  662 ;  (ilfr.  Bead)  663 ;  Ex- 
plaaatioD  {Mr.  Power)  603. 
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Hamilton,  Guelph,  and  Buffalo  Railway 

Go's.  Incorp.    B.   {'jj)--Mr,  Plumb, 

let  R.*,  564 ;  2Dd  R.  m,  612 ;  rep.  from 

Com.  and  3rd  R.,  684 ;    assent,  814. 

Hamilton  Provident  and  Loan  Society's 

Capital     Linaitation      B.     (J) — Mr, 

Turner, 

let  B.*,  178  ;  2nd  R  m,,  221 ;  rep.  from 
Com.i».,370;  3rd  R.,  390;  Amts.  of 
House  of  Commons  concurred  in,  m, 
728. 

Hatzfeld  Divorce  Case. 

Petition  of  George  L.  B.  Hatzfeld  read 
and  received,  on  M.  of  Mr,  Kaulbach 
32. 

Hatzfeld  Divorce  Bill  (D)— J/r.  Kaulbach, 
1st  R.*,  34;  proof  of  service.  116;  2nd 
R.,  117  ;  ref.  to  Select  Com.,  120 ;  Ifit 
7^ep.  of  Com.  adopted  (on  M.  o(  Kr, 
Kaulbach)^  120;  petition  of  wife  re- 
ceived and  ref.  to  Com.,  130;  rep, 
from  Com.(Jfr.  Kaulbach)^  198 ;  rep, 
of  Com.  adopted  on  a  division,  276 ; 
3rd  R.  on  a  division.  368 ;  assent,  814. 

House  of  Commons  and  Senate,  Relations 
between  in  reference  to  Business. 
See  "  Senate." 
Hudson's  Bay,  Export*?  from. 

Inquiry  CDr,  NcAuite)  199;  reply  (Sir 
A.  Campbell)  199. 
Hudson's  Bay,  Navigation  of. 

In  Debate  on  the  Address,  (Mr. 
SuUioan)  8;  (Jfr.  Scott)  17;  (Mr, 
Oirard)  19. 

Huron  and  Ontario  Ship  Canal  Company. 
Suspension  of  6Ut  Rule  in  relation  to 
Petition  recommended  157. 
Huron  and  Ontario  Ship  Canal  Company 
(6g)— Mr.  Vidal, 

1st  R.*,   654  ;  placed  on   the  Orders,  m, 

(Mr.  Vidal),  696  ;  2nd  R.  (Mr  Gowan 

m,  613;  rep.  from  Com.,  concurr.  in 

amts.  and  3rd  R.,  685 ;  assent,  814, 

Hydrographic  Surveys  in  the  North-West. 

See  "North- West." 
Imperial  Federation. 

Id  Debate  on  the  Address,  (Jfr.  Mac- 
donald  B.  C.)  6. 

Implement  Manufacture,  Condition  of. 
See  Mr.  Macdonald's  remarks,  134. 
Indebtedness  of  the  Dominion,  Increase  in. 

See  Mr,  Scotfi  remarks,  1066. 
Indians  in  the  North-West,  expenditure 
upon. 

See  Mr.  Bead's  remarks,  791,  Ac. 
Indians  in  the  Provinces,  extension  of  the 
Franchise  to. 

fcjee  "Electoral  Franchise  Bill." 
Indians  in  the  North-West,  food  supplied 
to. 
See  Mr.  Read^s  remarks,  794. 


Indians  in  the  North-West,  treaties  with. 
Inquiry  (Mr.  Read),  791-797  ;  remarks 
(Mr.  Ogilvie),  797  798  ;  ( JTr.  Flint), 
798;  (Jfr.  Bellerose),  801;  (Mr. 
Power),  802;  rei  ly  (<^ir  A.  Campbell) 
806;  (Mr.  Alexander),  S09. 

Indians  of  the  Canadian  North-West,  in- 
formation concerning. 
M.  for  return  (Mr.  SehtUtz),  687;  re- 
marks (Sir  A.  Campbell),  695;  (Mr. 
Alexander),  695;  M.  agreed  to,  696. 
Industries  and  Manufactures  of  Canada, 
circulation  of  report  of  Commission 
upon. 
Inquiry  (Mr,  Macdonald,  B.  C),  131- 
141 ;  debate  (Mr,  Scott).  141,164;  M. 
to  adj.  debate  (Sir  D.  Macphersum), 
164;    debate  resumed    (Sir  D*  Mac- 
pherson).  209-217;   M.  to  adj  debate 
(Mr.Hnythnme).2\l ;  debate  resumed 
{Mr.  Haythorne),2l2-2^^\  debate  adj. 
m.   (Mr,  Hovlan),  238:  debate  con- 
tinued (Mr,  Hofotnn),  280  289;  (Mr. 
Alexander).  289  291 ;  (Jfr.    Power), 
291-300;  (Mr,   Kaulbach),   .S00  3U2; 
debate  adj.  m.  302  ;  debate  contmned, 
(Mr.Kaufback),2S'A'ZS8',  debaieadj. 
m.,   3^8;  (Mr.   Kaulbach),  412  427; 
debate  ad,.,    427;    (Mr    Kaulbach), 
461-465;  adj    of  debate  (Mr.  Re*id), 
465;  debate  continued  (Mr    Read), 
467-474;  .(Mr.    Turner).   474;    (Jfr. 
Lewin),  477;    a«ij.   of   debate    (J^r. 
Flint),  4H0;  debate  continued  (Jfr. 
Flint),  6  a-545 ;  (Mr.  McClelan).t^45' 
554 ;  adj.  of  debate  m.  {Mr.McCleian), 
654;  further  adj.,   639;    acij     again, 
663;     debate    continued    (Mr,   Mc 
Glelan),  739-779;   (Mr.  Dever),  779- 
780;  (Mr.   Turner)     780;  (Jfr.  Jfoc- 
donald),  780  784;  (  Vr.  Plumb),  7»4; 
debate  concluded,  784, 
Infectious  or  contagious  diseases  affecting 
animals  B.  (41). — Sir  A.   Campbell. 
1st  R.*,   7.36 ;  2nd    R.  m,  790 ;  in  Com., 
839;  Rep.   from   Com.  and  3rd  R., 
840  ;  assent,  1430. 

Inquires,  debate  upon,  propriety  of  motioD 
to  adjourn. 
Discussion  and  ruling  of  Speaker,  154. 

Inquiries,  subjects  to  be  discussed  must 
be  clearly  set  forth. 
See  Speaker's  Decision,  819. 
Insolvency  Bill,  introduction  of. 

In  debate  on  the  addreso  (Mr  SuUivan), 
9 ;  (Jfr.  Scott),  16 ;  (Jfr.  Haythome), 
21. 

Insolvent  Banks,  Insurance  Companies, 
and  other  Corporations  Act  Amt  R 
(S).—Mr.  Scott. 

Ist  R.»,  4.'9;    2nd  R.*,  488;  In  Com., 
630 ;  rep  from  Com.  and  3rd  R ,  531. 
Insurance  Compaiiies. 

See  '«InaoiveDt  GorporationB  Bill/' 
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Insurance  Companies,  making  of  returns 
by. 
See  debate  on  ''Consolidated  Innurance 
Bill,"  1178  Ac. 
International  Coal   Go's   B.    (51). —  Mr, 
Ogiivie, 
let  R.%  360;   Placed  on  the  Orders  of 
the  Day,  m,  362  ;  2i)d  R  (on  M  of  Mr. 
Power),  382;  Rep.  from  Coin.,  407; 
concur  in    aniUj.   and   3rd   R.,  408; 
aeeent,  814. 
International  Exhibition  Antwerp. 

In  Debate  on  the  Ad(lre8P(ilfr.  Sullivan) 
9 ;  iMr.  Hcoit)  17 ;  iMr.  Baythome) 
21. 
Iron  Manufacture  Condition  of. 

See  Mr.  Macdonald'a  renoarks,  134. 
Joliette,  Baptisms,  Marriages  and   Burials 
in. 
Return  presented  (The  ^^^peaker),  663. 
Justices  and   Magistrates,  Summary  Pro- 
ceedings before. 
See  **  Sumnmry  Proceed ingfl  Bill." 
Knitting  Industry,  Condition  of. 

See  Mr  Macdonald's  remarks,  136. 

Lake  Erie,  Essex,  and  Detroit  River  R. 

R.  Co's.  Incorp.  B.  {24)— Mr,  Plumb. 

l6tR*,3i2;  2nd  R.  m,  411  ;  Rep.  from 

Com.  and  3rd  R.,  466 ;  aseent,  814. 

Laws  of  the  Dominion,  Consolidation  of. 

See  **  Dominion  Statutes." 

Land  Titles  Registration,  Introduction  of 
Torrens  System  into  the  North- West. 
See  Dt^bate  on  2n.|   R.  of  '•  Real  Pro- 
perly in  North  West  Territories  B." 

Leather,    Brush,    and    Broom    Indiistry, 
Condition  of. 
See  Mr,  Macdonald's  remarks,  135. 

Legislation  in  the  Senate,  Increase  of. 

See  **  Senate  and  House  of  Commons." 
Legislative    Work,    Increase    of,    in    the 
Senate. 
See  "  Senate." 
Library,  Joint  Committee  upon. 

List  of  member*!,  2'^ ;  1st  Rep.( Publica- 
tion ofDr,  Todd's  B»ok), adopted  on 
U,olM\  Flwnb,  l'd9B. 

Library  of  Parliament. 

Report  of  Acting  Librariai  presented, 
(  The  SpaiA:«r),  6. 

Library  of  Parliament  Act  AmL  B.  (139) 
—Sir  A.  Campbell, 

1st  R.*.  and  M  for  2nd  R..  1^96;  2nd 
R.,  1108;  in  Com.,  1168-71  ;  rep. 
from  Com.,  and  3rd  R,*,  1171  ; 
assent,  1430. 

Life  Saving  Service  at  Sable  Island. 
See  «<  Sable  bland/' 


Lionel  Graham's  Case. 

Inquiry  (Jtfr.  Haythorne)  3»9;    reply 

i^ir  A.  Campbell)  3S$. 

Liquor  License  Act  1883,  Amendment  of. 

See  "  Canada  Temperance  Act  Ami.  B.'' 

Liquor  License  Act  1883,  B.  (134) — St'r 

A,  Campbell, 

IstR.*,  1122;  2nd  R.  m,  1171;  in  Com., 
rep.  from  Com.  and  3rd  R.*,  1272 ; 
assent,  1430. 

Liquor,  Sale  of,  by  Medical  Practitioners 
and  Druggists. 
See  DeUite  on  *'  Canada  Temperance 
Act  Amt.  B." 

Liquor  Traffic,  Revenue  derived  from. 

M.  for  Return  (Jir,  Plumb),  agreed  to, 
109. 

Loan  Companies. 

See  **  Insolvent  Corporations'  Bill." 
London  Life  Insurance  Go's.  Amt.  B.  (76) 
—Mr,  Vidal, 

IstR.*,  932;  2nd  R.  m,  988;  rep.  from 
Com.  and  3rd  R.*,  1012 ;  assent,  1430. 

Machinery  Manufacture,  condition  of. 
See  Mr  MacdanaUTs  rem«rk- ,  134. 
Macpherson,  Sir  David  L,  portrait  of,  re- 
moval of. 
Motion  (Mr.  Alexander),  46;   rejected 
on  a  div.,  47. 

Manitoba  and  the  Dominion,  arrangement 
between. 
In  debate  on  the  address,  (Mr,  SeoU), 
15;  {Mr,  Girard),  18. 
Manitoba     and     North  West    Territories 
Census  B.  (21),— 5/r^.  Campbell, 
iHt  R.\    111;    2nd    R.,   123;    in   Com., 
279;   R.  from  Com,  280;  3rdR.,Jii, 
331:  aneent,  814. 

Manitoba    and    North- Western    Railway 
Co'.s  B.  (74).— il/r.  Girard, 
1ft  R.,  050;  2nd   R.  m,  686;  rep.  from 
Com.  and  3rd  R.*,  841 ;  assent,  1430. 

Manitoba    Claims,   Final    settlement  B. 

(iSS)^—^^^^'  Campbell, 
1st  R.*,  1193;  2nd  R.  m,  1:^01 ;   in  Com., 

rep.  from  Com.    and  3rd  R.y  1329; 

assent,  1430. 

Manitoba,  patent  for  lands  in. 

M.  for  return  {Mr.  Ovivremoni),  1046; 
agreed  to  (>ir  A,  Campbell),  1047. 
Manufactures  of  Canada. 

See  ''Industries  and  Manufactures." 
Marine    Department,    Instructions  given 
by,  to  "Noithern  Light." 
See  '•Northern  Light." 
Maritime  Court  of  Ontario,  Jurisdiction 
Extension  B.,  (11),- Sir  A,   Camp- 
bell, 

let  I'.*,  382;  2nd  R  m,  (Jfr.  Turner), 
612;    In  Com.,  531-636;    In    Com. 
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Eg  in,  634;  Ist  and  2nd  cianftes 
amended.  654;  rtp,  from  Com.,  664; 
3rd  R.  m,  664. 

Medical  Acts,  British. 

8ee«<Briti8h  Medical  Acts." 
Medical  Practitioners,  registration  of. 

M.  for  address  (Jfr.  Sullivan),  460;  re- 
ply (^«r^.  CampbeU),  i63. 

Messengers,  deficiency  of. 

Remarks    (Jfr.    Alexander),   (Sir   A. 
Campbell),  106 ;  The  Speaker,  106. 
Metal  Manufactures,  condition  oi. 

See  Mr,  MacdonalcTa  remarks,  1.S7. 
Militia  Force  Land  Grant  B.  (i6o).— 5/r 
j4.  Cam/fie//, 

Ist  and   2nd   R's,  1426;    3rd  R.,  1429; 
assent,  1430. 

Ministers,  presence  of,  at  Ottawa,  during 
1883  1884. 

M.  for  return  (Mr.  Power),  169-168; 
remarks  (Sir  A.  Campbell),  168-169; 
(Jfr.  Alexander),U9-\1U  (Mr.Hay- 
iharne),  171;  Mr.  Kaulbaeh),  172; 
(Mr,  Maedonald,  B.  C),  173;  (Jfr, 
Power)  M.  withdrawn.  173. 

Montreal  and   Moncton,  shortest  railway 
line  between. 
See  Jfr  Power'a  remarks  on  Short  Line 
Railway,  332,  Ac. 

Montreal  Bank  Annuity  and  Guarantee 
Funds  Society  B.,  {/fi).—Mr.  Ryan, 
Ist  R.*,  429;  2nd  R,  fit  622;   Rep.  from 
Com.  and  3rd  R.,  636  ;  assent,  814. 
See  Bill  (48). 

Morning  sitting  of  the  Senate. 

Motion  (Sir  A.  Campbell),  1386. 
Musical  Instruments  Industry,  condition 
of. 

See  Jfr.  Jfaafona2(f«  remarks,  137. 
National  Policy,  advantages  and  disadvan- 
tages of. 
See    debate    on    the  "Industries    and 
Manufactures  of  Canada,"  209. 

North    Shore    Railway,   Correspondence 
relating  to. 
M.  for  Return  (Jfr.  Btllero9e)%gT^ed  to, 
106. 

"  Northern  Light,"  Instructions  given  to 
by  Marine  Department. 
M.   for  Return   (Jfr.    Hayihomt)  84; 
Agreed  to  {Sir  A,  Campbell)  84. 

"Northern  Light,"   Insufficiency  of,  for 
the  Winter  service  to  Prince  Edward 
Island. 
Explanation  (Sfir  A,  Campbell)  106; 
remarks  (Jfr.  Haythome),  (Mr,  Bow- 
Ian  107. 

North- West,  Condition  of  Indians  in. 
See  *•  Indians." 


North- West,  Haif-breed  Troubles  in. 

Inquiry  (Jfr  Scott)  410;  reply  (Sir  A. 
Ocmipbell)  4n, 

North- West,    Hydrographic    Surveys    in, 
Prosecution  o£ 
Enquiry  (Jfr.  Schultt)  48 ;  reply  (Sir 
A.  Campbell)  iS. 
North-West,  Immigration  into. 

In  Debate  on  the  Address  (Jfr.  Jfac- 
donald  B.  C)  6;  (Jfr.  Sullivan)  8; 
(Mr.  Scott)  16. 

North-West   Mounted    Police    Force  B. 
{T)—SirA.  Cam^elL 
1st  R.*,  791 ;  2nd  R.  m.,  840  ;  rep,  from 
Com.  and  3rd  R.,  861 ;  assent  1430. 

North-West  Mounted  Police  Force  Aug- 
mentation B.  (144) — Sir  A.  Campbell. 
let  R.*,  1093;  2nd  R.  m,  1116;    3rd  R. 
1160:  assent,  1430. 

North-West,  Number,  Nationality  &c  of 
Government  employees  in. 
M.  for  Return  (Jfr.  Trudei:)  644. 

North  West  Rebellion,  Information  con- 
cerning. 
Inquiry  (Jfr.    Work)  639;  reply  (Sir 
A.  Campbell)  639. 

North-West  Rebellion,   Proclamation   to 
Rebels. 

Inquiry  (Jfr.  Haythome),  reply  (Sir  A. 
Campbell)  723. 
North-West  Rebellion,  Provision  for  families 
of  Volunteers. 
Inquiry  (Jfr.  Alexander)  937  ;  remarks 
(Jfr.  Scott)  938 ;  reply  (Sir  A.  Camp- 
bell) 939. 
North-West  Rebellion,  Letters  of  warning 
concerning. 
M.  for  Return  (Mr.  Alexander)  1012 ; 
remarks    (Jfr.    Flint)    1016;     (Jfr. 
Alexander)  1017 ;  (Jfr.  Power)  1017; 
(Jfr.  Kavlbach)   1020;   (Jfr.   Read) 
1021 ;  (Sir  D.  Macpherson)  1022  ;  M. 
agreed  to,  1024. 
North-West  Rebellion,  Official  Report  of 
General  Middle  ton. 
Presented  (Sir  A.  Campbell)  1168. 
North-West  Rebellion,  Crovemment  assist- 
ance to  sufferers. 
Inquiry  (Jfr.   Trudei)-,  reply  (Sir  A. 
Campbell)  1274. 
North-West  Rebellion,  Trial  of  offenders. 
Number  of  Jurors. 
Inquiry  (Jfr.  7Vttde01274;  reply  (iJtr 
A,  Campbell}  1274. 

North-West  Rebellion.     Vote  of  Thanks 

to  General   Middleton,  the   Militia, 

the  Mounted  Police,  &c.,  for  Services. 

Motion  and  remarks  (Str  A,  Campbell) 

1390  92 ;  (Jfr.  Scott)  1392 ;  (Jfr.i1//afi) 

1394;  (Jfr.  Trudei)  (Mr.  XaMaeh) 
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1396;  iMr,  Poirier)  {Mr.  BtlUrose) 
{Mr,  tower)  1396. 
North-West  Rebellion,   Investigation    by 
Government    into    Causes    of,   and 
Means  of  Repairing  Damage  done. 
Inquiry   {Mr    Truael)   reply    {Sir  A, 
CfampbeU)  1410. 
North-West      Rebellion      Expenses      B. 
(149) — Sir  A.  CampbelL 
Ut  B.*,  1093;  2nd  B.  m,  1150  ;  3rd  K.m, 
1168;  assent,  1430. 
North-West,   Superintendents   of   Educa- 
tion in. 

See  •'Education." 

North-West  Territories  Administration  of 

Justice  B.  {^).—SirA,  Campbell, 

let  B.*,  931;  2nd  B.  m,  942 ;    in  Com., 

1025;  r«p.  from  Com.,  1029;   3rd   R. 

/M,  1033;    Amis,  of  House  of  Com- 

moiis  agreed  to,  1396;  assent,  1430. 

North-West  Territories,  Lands  in.  Dispo- 
sition of. 
In.juiry  {Mr,  Work)  841 ;  repl v  {Sir  A. 
vampbetl  844 ;  remarks  {Mr.  Alex- 
mderMb\  {Mr,  Howlan)  845;  Mr, 
Kaulbach)  {Mr,  Power)  847 ;  {Mr. 
Plumb)  848;  {Mr.  Dickey)  {Mr. 
McLelan)  850 ;  {Mr.  Sutherland) 
851. 

North-West  Territories,  Protection  of 

iSep  Mr.  Haythorne's  remarks,  1116. 
North-West,  Treaties  with  Indians  in. 

See  "Indians." 
North-West  Troubles,  Correspondence  and 
Reports  Concerning. 
M.  for  return  {Mr,  Truder)^^^;  agreed 
to  {Sir  D.Macphersofi)  644  ;  remarks 
{Mr,   Alexander)   644;    Amt.    mude 
{Mr,  Scott)  646;    {Mr,  Power)   647; 
{Mr,  Kaulbach)  648 ;  {Mr,  Bell&rose) 
649. 

North-West  Troubles — Depredations  and 
Damages  Committed   by  Surveyors. 
Inquiry  {Mr,  Trudel);    reply  {Sir  A, 
Campbell)  1035. 

North-West  Troubles— Half-breed  Griev- 
ances— Lieut. -Governor     Dewdney's 
Report. 
M.    for   Bet.,   1029;     {Mr,  Alexander) 
1031 ;    renjark.**    {Mr.    Power,    {Mr. 
Scott)  {  Hr  A.  Campbell)  {Mr,  Trudel) 
1032. 

North-West     Troubles  —  Representation 
concerning  Half-breed  Claims. 
Inquiry    {Mr.    Trudel),    1034;     reply 
{Sir  A,  Campbell)  1035. 
North-West,  Withdrawal  of  Troops  from. 
L.quiry    {Mr.  Power)    reply    {Sir  A, 
Campbell)  1055. 

Oifences  against  the  Person  Act  Amt.  B. 
(F)— &>  A.  Camphill. 


Ist  B.  and  M.  for  2nd  B  ,  48;  2Dd  B.  m, 
57;  in  Com,  108;  3rd  B.,  481; 
assent,  1430. 

Offences  against  the  Person  Act  further 
Amt.  B.  i^),—Mr.  Gowan, 
Ist  B.*,  663;  2nd  B.  m,  725;  Amt.  (3 
uionths'  hoist)  Mr,  Almon^  lost  on 
division,  728;  in  Com.,  784  790; 
Amt.  to  Ist  clause  {Mr,  Oowan) 
adopted,  788;  Amt.  to  2nd  clause 
{Mr,  Kaulbach),  788 ;  Amt.  to  Amt. 
{Mr,  Power)  m,  789 ;  lost  and  Amt. 
carried,  790;  rep,  from  Com.,  790; 
on  concurr.  Mr,  Dickey^ a  Amt. 
adopted  on  a  division,  813;  3rd  B. 
9n,822;  Amt.  3  months'  hoist)  Mr, 
y4/mo7i,  823;  rejected  on  a  division, 
825;  M.  tur  3rd  B.  rejected  on  a 
(iivision,  825. 

Ontario  &  Pacific  Railway  Company's  B. 
(72).— il/r.  Fiumb, 

1st  B.*,  554 ;  2nd  B.  m,  598  ;  rep.  from 
Com.  and  3rd  B,  684;  assent, 814. 

Ontario    Central    Prison   Act    Amt.    B. 
(P).-  Sir  A.  Campbell. 
l8tR.*,523;    2nd   B.  m.  597;    in   Com., 
rep.   from    Com    and  3rd  B.,  615  ; 
assent,  1430. 

Ontario  Maritime  Court. 

Sep  "  Maritime  Court." 

Order,  Privilege,  &c. 

Censure,   Motion  of,   upon  Hon.  Mr. 
Alexander. 
See  ''Alexander." 

Procedure  in  Divorce  Cases,  Change  in. 
See  "  Divorce  Cases." 

Rules,  Suspension  of. 

See  *•  Bules  "  in  General  Index. 

Order,  Personal, 

Sir  A .  (fampbell  objects  to  Mr  Alexan- 
der Hpeakiuf?  twice  on  an  inquiry. 
The  Speaker  rules  Mr.  Alexander 
out  of  (trder,  44. 

Sir  A,  Campbell  objects  to  Mr.  Alex- 
onder's  remarks  as  irrelevant,  and 
the  Speaker  rules  them  out  of  order, 
46. 

Mr  Gowan  objicts  to  Mr.  Alexander's 
remarks  as  being  *<sbarpand  taxing" 
ami  the  Speaker  rules  them  out  of 
order,  60. 

Sir  A,  Camphc'll  ul-jccts  to  Mr.  Alex- 
ander's remarks  on  the  deficiency  of 
niessengers,  and  The  Speaker  rules 
tbem  out  of  order,  106. 

Mr,  Maodonald  (B.  C)  objects  to  relev- 
ancy of  Mr.  Power's  remarks  in  ref- 
erence to  the  presence  of  Ministers 
at  Ottawa;  and  The  Speaker  rules 
them  out  of  order,  167. 

Mr,  Macdonald  (B,  C.)  calls  Mr. 
Alexander  to  order  for  using  impor- 
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per  lan^iage.  7^«  Speaker  rules 
Blr.  Alexander  out  of  order,  171. 

Sir  A,  Campbell  moveo  a  vote  o^  cen- 
fiure  upon  Mr  Alexander,  which  is 
wiihdr.  upon  Mr.  Ah xander  making 
au  apology,  219 

Sir  A.  Campbell  calls  Mr.  Alexander 
to  order  for  improper  languajreand 
The  Speaker  ruleB  Mr.  Alexander  to 
be  out  of  order,  242. 

Mr,  Haythome  otjecta  to  Mr.  Kaul- 
bach  introducing  KngUsh  politics  in- 
to his  iemarkA,420. 

Mr  Plvmb  ohj«'CtH  to  Mr.  Alexandpr's 
reniarkn  on  M.  tor  adjounimcni,  455. 

Sir  A,  Campbell  ol»j«c(f»  (oMr.  Ah-x- 
ander'8  reinarkH  upun  M.for  ailjuum- 
nient  and  The  Speaker  rules  them 
out  of  order.  466 

Mr.  Power  calls  Mr.  Plumb  to  order 
for  remarks  upon  Mr.  Alexander 
reading  hi^  speech,  456. 

Sir  A,  Campbe  I  calls  Mr.  Alexander  to 
order  for  making  untrue  statements, 
458. 

Sir  A.  Campbell  calls  Mr.  Alexander  to 
order  for  referring  tnwhat  took  place 
with  closed  doorn,  459. 

Sir  A.  Campbell  calls  Mr.  Alexander  to 
order  tor  irrelevant  remarks,  517. 

Mr.  I  lumb  calls  Mr.  Alexund^^r  to 
order  for  a  personal  allusion,  616. 

Mr.  Power  calls  Mr.  Flint  to  order  for 
referring  to  Mr.  ;^  lexau  ler  as  a 
crank,  615. 

Mr.  Dickey  calls  Mr.  Alexander  to 
order  for  niaking  two  motions  upon 
the  same  subject,  and  a  Ueb.  eusues, 
699. 

The  Speaker  rules  Mr  .Alexander  out  of 
order,  618. 

Sir  A,  Catnpbdl  objects  to  Mr,  A  lexan- 
der'e  reierriiig  to  a  past  debate,  ^c  , 
645. 

Mr.  Power  calls  Mr.  Kaulbach  to  order 
for  using  the  word  "conlempiible"  in 
reference  to  him,  6 19. 

Sir  A.  Campbell  cails  Mr.  Alexander  to 
order  twice  for  unparliamentary 
language,  7'*7. 

Mr.  Kaulbach  call  Mr.  Dever  to  order 
for  speaking  twice  on  the  same  sub- 
ject, 784. 

Sir  A.  OampheU  callx  Mr.  Alexander 
and  Mr.  Macdonald  to  order  for 
speaking  on  an  inquiry  alter  the  re- 
ply han  been  given, 809. 

Sir  A,  Campbell  objects  to  Mr.  Alexan- 
der's inquiry  on  the  *•  Public  affair- 
of  the  Dominion"  as  being  out  of 
order,  and  The  Speaker  rules  that  it 
is  Mo,  817. 

Mr  Power  calls  Mr.  Dever  to  order  for 
personal  references  to  .Mr.  Alexander 
in  debate  on  the  Canada  Temperance 
Act,  881. 

Mr.  Kaulbach,  in  Com.  on  Civil  Service 
Act  Consolidation  Amt  B.,  objects  to 
Mr.    Alexander     referring     to    the 


appoinment  of  Librarian  ;  the  Chair- 
man suf^tains  the  objecti<in,  912« 

Mr.  Phimb  calls  Mr.  Alexan«ler  to 
order  lt»r  reading  his  speech,  1012; 
Mr.  Botsfurd  al^o  does  so  1016;  The 
Speakers  ruling  1013  and  1015. 

Sir  A.  Campbell  calls  Mr.  Alexander 
to  order  for  accusing  the  Govt,  of 
corruption;  'I he  Speaker  rules  Mr. 
Alexander  out  of  order,  1016. 

Sir  A.  Campbell  calln  M r.  A lexander  to 
order  for  bringing  accusations  against 
the  Govt.  10b9. 

Mr.  BeUerose  calls  Mr  Plumb  to  order 
lor  criticising;  the  decision  of  the 
Speaker;  The  speaker  rules  Mr. 
I'lunib  in  order,  1221. 

Mr.  Dickey  raise-  point  of  order  as  to 
diHcu*<Mi»n  on  Mr  UaythomeV  Amt. 
to  Fianchise  Bill;  Speaker  rules 
discu-^siiin  in  onler   1M39. 

Mr.  Plumb  calls  Mr.  Mclnnes  to  order 
for  speaking  se\eral  times  on  the 
same  question,  1364. 

JUr.  Power  calU  Mr.  Macdonald  to  order 
fcr  irrelevant  rtniaiks.  1,365. 

Mr.  P{/wer  calls  Mr.  Plumh  lo  order  lor 
qnesti'  niiig  the  ccuracy  of  his  state- 
meiits:  The  Speaker  rules  Mr.  Plumb 
to  be  in  order,  1H75. 

Mr.  Haythome cslW^  Mr  Plumb  toorder 
for  criticising  the  conduct  of  members 
of  the  House  of  Commons;  The 
Speaker  rules  Mr.  Plumb  in  order, 
1376. 

Sir  A.  Campbell  calls  Mr.  P(»wer  to 
order  for  imputing  nu 'lives  to  mem- 
bers o(  the  House  of  Commons;  The 
Speaker  rules  that  Mr.  Power  is  not 
out  ol  order,  1402. 

Mr.  Plumb  calls  Mr.  Power  to  order  for 
attacking  members  of  the  House  of 
Commons;  The  Speaker  rules  Mr. 
Power  in  order,  1403. 

Ordkr,  Procedure. 

M*-.  Vvial  and  Mr.  Botsford^  on  M.  to 
go  into  Com  on  Canada  Temperance 
Act  Amt.  B.  (92),  o'ject  to  Mr. 
I  ower's  M.  in  Amt.  as  being  out  of 
Order.  The  Speaker  rules  it  out  of 
order,  852  54. 

Privilege,  Personal. 

Mr.  Alexander  calls  attention  to  in- 
structions having  been  given  to  ex- 
punge one  of  his  speeclien  from  the 
debates.  2:^9;  remaiks  (Jfr.  Vtdo/\ 
239;  {Mr.  DeBouchervilU),  240,  (Mr. 
Power),  240;  (Sir  A.  Campbell),2Al ; 
doors  closed,  242. 

Privilege,  Question  of,  as  to  debate 
on  adjournment. 
Remarks  (Mr    Haylhorne).  (Speaker), 
(Sir  A.   (JumpOefl),  (^Mr.  Kaulbach), 
466. 

Privilege,  Question  of,  as  to  article  in 
Toronto  Mat'L 
Remarks  (Mr.  Alexander),  480.  * 
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Privilege,  Question  of,  as  to  accuracy 
of  a  statement. 
Remarks  (,Mr,   Power),  iMr,   Plumb), 

1083. 
Mr.  Botsford  calU  the  Speaker's  atten- 
tion to  the  presence  of  strangers  in 
the  Senate,  and  the  doors  are  closed, 
242. 
Paper  Manufacture,  Condition  of. 

See  Mr  Macdonald*s  remarks,  137. 
Parliamentary  Returns,  Bringing  down  of. 
Inquiry    (^Mr.   Power),  reply  (6*tr  A. 
Campbell) . 
Parliamentary  Returns,    Number   of,  &c. 
M.  for  return  (Mr.  Flint)  614;  remarks 
(Mr.   Bellero8e)    574;    {Mr,    Read), 
(Mr.  Plumb)  516 ;  (Sir  A.  Campbell) 
516;  (Mr.  Alexander)  bil. 

Pawnbrokers  Further  Provision  B.  (R). — 
Mr,  Goutan. 
Ist  R.*,  663 ;  2nd  R.  m.,  723 ;  In  Com., 
736-738 ;  rep.  from  Com.  and  3rd  R. 
m.,  738 ;  assent.  1430. 
Penitentiary  of  St.  Vincent  de  Paul,  Investi- 
gation into. 

See  "  St.  Vincent  de  Paul." 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills. 

Time  for  receiving    extended,  on   M.    of 
Sir  A.  Campbell,^!, 
Poirier,  Senator. 

Added   to    the    Library,    and    Standing 
Orders  and  Private   Bills  Com.,  362. 

Pontiac  &  Pacific  Junction  Railway  Com- 
pany. 

M.  for   Return  Mr,  Trudel)  1092 ;    agreed 
to  (Sir  A.  Campbell)  1093. 

Pontiac  &  Pacific  Junction  Railway,  Cost 
per  Mile  of. 

M.  for  Return   (Mr.   Trudel)  agreed  to> 
1411. 

Port  Moody  as  the  Western  Terminus  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 
See  "  Canadian  Pacific  Railway." 

Port  Moody,  Railway  Engine  House  at. 
Building  of. 

Inquiry  (Mr.  Mclnnes,  B.C.),  reply  (Sir 
A.  Campbell,  1047. 

Portrait  of  Sir  David  L  Macpherson. 
See  **  Macpherson  .*' 

Practice. 

Inquiries — The  subject  of  the   Inquiry 
must  be  specifically  stated. 
See  Speaker's  ruling  as  to  Mr.  Alex- 
ander's Inquiry. 
Usage    in   the    Senate  of    permitting 
speeches  upon  inquiries  and  motions, 

Preservation  of  Peace  near  Public  Works 
Act  Amt.  B.  {Oy—Sir  A,  Campbell. 
V3 


Ist  R*,  623;  2nd  R.  m.,  696  ;  In  Com., 
rep.  from  Com.  and  3rd  R.,  62H  ; 
assent,  1430. 

Prince  Edward  Island,  Accident  to  Ice- 
Boats,  &c. 

Inquiry  (Mr.  Haythorne)  28;    reply   (Sir 
A.  Campbell)  28. 

Prince  Edward  Island,  exclusion  of  fromi 
operation  of  Franchise  Bill. 
See  Mr.  Haythom^s  Amt.  on  3rJ  R.y 
1330. 

Prince  Edward  Island,  winter  communi- 
cation with. 

In  debate  on  the  address  (Mr.  Hay^ 
thorne),  22. 

Prince  Edward  Island,  winter  communi- 
cation   with,  provision    for   by    the 
Govt. 
Inquiry  (Mr.    Haythorne),  81 ;    reply 
(Sir  A.  Campbell),  84. 

Prince  Edward  Island,  winter  communi- 
cation with,  intentions  of  the  Govt 
Inquiry  (Mr.  Haythorne),  86  and  102  ; 
remarks  (Mr.  MeFarlane),90i  (Mr. 
Howlan).  91 ;  (Mr.  Power),  94;  (Mr. 
Kaulbach),  97  ;  (Mr.  Oowan),  99 ; 
(Sir  A.  Campbell),  100. 

Prince  Edward  Island,  tunnel  communi- 
cation with. 
Inquiry  (Mr.  Howlan),  489-604;  re- 
marks (Mr.  Haythorne)  604-606; 
Mr.  Kaulbach),  606 ;  (Mr.  Botaford). 
(Mr.  Belleroee),  607;  (Mr.  Work), 
608;  (Mr.  Oailvie),  508;  (Mr.  Fer- 
Her),  609 :  (Mr.  Power),  610 ;  (Sir 
A.  Campbell),  611. 

Printing,  Joint  Committee  upon. 
List  of  members,  23. 
1st    rqf>.  (reduction  of   quorum)  (Mr. 

Read),Zl. 
2nd  rep.  consideration  postponed,  49; 

2nd  rep,  adopted,  104. 
3rd  and  4th  reps,  adopted,  130. 
6th   rep.  (documents  printed),  368. 
6th  rep.  (increase  of  salary),  612. 
7lh  rep.   (documents  to  be    printed).^ 

1024. 
8th  rq>.  consideration  postponed,  1263;. 
9th   rep.  (documents  to  be   printed),. 

1292. 
10th  rep.  (printing,  officials,  kc.)  1397.. 

Prisoners    Employment   Act   Incorp.    B.. 

(S^).—S^rA.  Campbell. 
Ist  R.*,  898 ;  2nd  R.  m,  931  ;  3rd  R.  m,  932 ; 
assent,  1430. 

Private  Bills  Com. 

See  "Standing  Orders," 

Private  Bills,  extension  of  time  for  receiv- 
ing. 

On  8th  rep.  of  Standing  Orders  Com., 
79. 
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Private  Bills,  initiation  of  in  the  Senate. 
See    "Senate,  increase  of  Legislation 
in." 

Procedure. 

Adjournments,  practice  as  to  motions 

for. 
See  Mr.  Alexander's  remarke,  464. 

Conference  between  Senate  and  House 
of  Commons  in  event  of  a  disagree- 
ment, rules  concerning. 
See  discusfiion  on  Canada  Temperance 
Act,  pp  1164,  Ac. 
Private  Bills,  difference  of  procedure  as 
to,  in  the  British  and  Canadian  Par- 
liaments. 
See  Mr.  Plumb's  remarks,  430. 
Prohibition,  effect  of  its  adoption   upon 
the  prosperity  of  the  country. 
See  Mr.  Smith's  remarks  on  Canada 
Temperance  Act,  711. 
Prohibition  Legislation,  practical  success 

of. 

See  debate  on  2nd  R.  of  <*  Canada  Tem- 
perance Act  Amt.  B." 
Prohibitory  Liquor  Law,  adoption  of  by 
the  Provinces. 
Petition  presented (ifr,  Ha^ihame),%l6. 

Proof  of  entries  in  Crown  Account  Books 
B.  (M)— 5/r  A.  Campbell 
Ist  R.*,  362 ;  2nd  R.  m,  407  ;  In  Com., 
rep.  from  Com.  and  3rd  R.,  412 ;  con- 
sideration of  Amts.  of  House  of  Com- 
mons, 1047 ;  Amts  concurred  in, 
1082 ;  assent,  1430. 

Prorogation. 

Bills  assented  to,  1430;  Speech  from 
the  Throne,  1431 ;    Prorogation  by 
Speaker,  14^2. 
Protection  and  Free  Trade,  relative  merits 
of. 
See  Debate  on   the   ''Industries    and 
Manufactures  of  Canada." 

Provinces,  Advances  to,  from  the  Dominion 
Government. 
See  "  Advances  to  the  Provinces." 

Provinces,  Representation  of,  in  the  Privy 
Council. 
See  "  Representation." 

Provincial  Courts  Judges  Act  Amt.    B. 
(i6i)— 5/>^.  Campbell, 
1st  R.*,  1397  ;  Suspension  of  4lst  Rule, 
and  2nd  and  3ra  R's.,  1414 ;  assent, 
1430. 

Provincial  Rights,  Placing  of,  on  a  proper 
basis. 

In  Debate  on  the  address,  (ifr.  Scoif) 
18;  i^Mr.  Hayihome),  21. 


Provincial  Statutes,   Different  Consolida- 
tions of. 
See  Sir  A.  CampbelPs  remarks,  303. 

Public  affairs  of  the  Dominion. 

Inquiry— JIfr.  Alexander,  postponed, 
614 ;  Further  postpmts.555;  707,  735, 
proceeded  with  817 ;  Quest,  of  order 
raised  (Sir  A.  Campbell)  \  remarks 
(Jlfr.  Power')  818 ;  decision  of  Speaker 
819 ;  Inquiry  ruled  out  of  order,  822. 

Public  Loan  Bill  (i45)— •^''''  ^-  Campbell. 
Ist  R.*,  1048;  2nd  R.  m,  1048;  debate, 
1048-51 ;  M.  agreed  to,  1051 ;  3rd  R. 
m,     1055;    debate,    1056-1082;    M. 
agreed  to,  1082  ;  as&ent,  1430. 
Public  Works,  preservation  of  peace  in 
vicinity  of. 
See  **  Preservation  of  Peace  &c." 

Qu'Appelle   Diocese  Synod    Incorp.    B. 

(39)— ilfr.  Plumb. 

Ist  R.*,  302 ;  2nd  R.  m,  411  ;  Elep.  from 

Com.  and  3rd  R.,m,  465  ;  assent,  814. 

Railways,  Act  relating  to—Sir  A.  Campbell. 

Ist  R.%  6. 
Railways,  encouragement  of,  in  the  North- 
west Territories. 
In  debate  on  the  address,  iMr.  Scott) 
16;  {Mr.  Girard)l9. 
Railway  Land  Subsidies  B.  (147)— &>  A. 
Campbell. 

1st  R.',  1093  ;  M.  for  2nd  R.,  1093  ;  2nd 

R.  m,  1150;  In  Com.,  1175;  Rep.  from 

Com.,  and  3rd  R.*,  1177;  assent,  1430. 

Railway     Subsidies    B.     (158) — Sir   A. 

Campbell. 

1st  K.»,  1369;  2nd  R.  m,  1398;  debate, 

1398-1410;  2nd  R.,  on  a  div,,  1410; 

in  Com.,  1415;  Amt.  to  Ist  clause 

CMr.    Trvdet)  lost  on   a  div„  1415; 

Amt.  to  same  clause  (Mr.  BeUerose) 

do.  do ;  Amt.  to  same  cl.  (Mr.  Power) 

do.  do. ;  Bill  rep.  from  Com.,  1417; 

3rd  R.  m,  1417  ;  Amt.  (as  to  route  of 

Short  Line)  Jfr.  Power,  1417;  ruled 

out    of  order,    1418;    Amt.    (as   to 

clause  1)  Mr.  Trudel  m,  1418;  ruled 

out  of  order,  1419;   Amt.  (as   to  Ut 

section),  Mr.  BeUerose  m,  1419 ;  ruled 

out  of  order,  1420 ;  Amt.  (as  to  Short 

Line)  Mr.  Power  m,  1420 ;  ruled  out 

of  order,  1421 ;  3rd  R.  cnrried,  1421 ; 

assent,  1430. 

Railway    Subsidies    B.     (164) — Sir    A. 

Campbell. 

1st  k.*,  1422;  2ud  R.,  under  suspension 

of  rule,  1422  ;  3rd  R.  m,  1424 ;  assent, 

1430. 

Railways,  Government  aid  to. 

See  *'  Debate  on  3rd  R.  of  Public  Loan 
B.,  1067,  Ac. 
Railways,  Telegraphs  and  Harbors'  Com. 
1st  Rep.  (Reduction  of  Quorum)  Mr. 
Dickey,  28. 
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Real  property  in    North-West  Territories 
B.  (A),—SirA.  Campbell 
let  R.*,22;2n(iR.M.,  70;  Debate  adjourn- 
ed 79;   Debate   continued,  1T3-178; 
Debate  adjourned  (on  M.of  SirD,  L. 
Maepherson)  178;  Debate  continued, 
179-198;  Debate  adjourned,  (onM.  of 
Mr.  Alexander)  1 98 ;  Debate  resumed, 
199  209;   2nd  R.  agreed  to,  209;  in 
Com.,  242-256 ;  Amt,  to  12th  clause 
{Sir    A.      Campbell),     268  ;     22nd 
clause  amended,  263;    32nd   clause 
amended,  268;  72nd  clause  amended, 
274;  108th  clause  amended,  275;  in 
Com.  acrain,  352-365;    127th    clause 
amended,  365;  in  Com.  again,  373; 
rep.  from  Com.,  374;  on  M  for  Con - 
curr.  in  Amts.,  Mr.  Scott's  Amt  (to 
strike  out  clause  8)  rejected  on  divi- 
sion, 374;  Mr.  TrudeVs  3  Amts.  re- 
jected, 380;    Mr.  Dickey's  Amt.  (to 
leave   out  clause  91)   rejected,  381 ; 
Mr.    Powers    Amt.    (to    leave    out 
clause    11),    rejected,   381  ;    rep.  of 
Com.,  Concurr.  in,  and  3rd  R,  382. 

Red  River,  Dredging  of  the  Mouth  of. 

Inquiry  (Mr.  Schultz) ;  Reply  (Sir  A' 
Campbell) ;  256. 

Registration  of  Medical  Practitioners. 
See  "  Medical  Practitioners." 

Representation  of  the  Provinces  and  Ter- 
ritories in  the  Privy  Council. 
Mr.  Mclnnes'  M.  withdrawn,  1388. 

Revenue  from  Liquor  Traffic. 

See  •*  Liquor  Traffic." 
Revising    Barristers — Appointment     and 
Powers  of. 
See  «  Electoral  Franchise  Bill.'' 

*Rigby  Judge — Charges  Against. 

Petition  for  investigation  presented  and 
withdrawn  (Mr.  Almon),  108. 

Richelieu  &  Ontario  Navigation  Co's  In- 
corp.  Act  Amt.  B.  (6i). — Mr.  Pelk- 
tier. 
l8tR.%  760;  2nd   R.   wi,  810;  rep.   from 
Com.  and  3rd  R.,  841 ;  ai^sent,  1430. 

River  St.  Clair  Railway  Bridge  and  Tun- 
nel Cb's.  B.  (8).— J/r.  Plumb. 
let  R.*,  HI;  2nd  R.  m,  127;  rep.  from 
Com.  and  3rd  R.  m,  331 ,  assent,  814. 

Royal  Canadian  Insurance  B.  (43). — Mr* 
Ryan. 
Ist  R.',  488 ;  2nd  R.  m,  622;  Rep.  from 
Com.  and  3rd  R.  m,  587 ;  assent,  814. 

Royal    Society — Members    of,    and    the 
Civil  Service  Examinations. 
See"  Civil  Service  Ezaminatione." 

Rules : 

lith  RuIe-^Suspension  of,  on  M.  to  ad- 
journ (Sir  A.  Oampbill),  94^. 


14th  Rule— Suspended  un  Mr.  Belle- 
ros^s  M.  for  adjournment,  1033. 

2l8t  Rule— Invoked  by  Sir  A.  Campbell 
upon  Mr    Alexander's  proposed  In- 

auiry  into  the  Public  AflTairs  of  the 
^oniinion,  817. 
41st    Rule— Suspended  on   2nd  R.  of 
Public  Loan   B.  (145);  M.  (Sir  A. 
Campbell)  agreed  to,  1048. 
41st   Rule— Suspension  of,  to    permit 
passage  ot  Bill  (165).    Motion   (Sir 
A.  Campbell),  1413. 
4l6t  Rule— Suspension    of,   to  permit 
passage  of  Supply  Bill.    Motion  (Sir 
A.  Campbell),  1413. 
41st  Rule— Suspension  of,  on  2nd  and 
3rd  R's.of  Bill  (161).    Motion  (5*r 
A.  Campbell),  1414. 
41st  Rule— Suspension  of,  on  2nd  and 
3rd  R's.  of  Customs  and  Excise  Bill* 
Motion  (Sir  A.  Campbell),  1414. 
41st  Rule— Suspension  of,  to   permit 
passage    of    Bills  (169)   and    (162). 
Motion  (Sir  A.  Campbell),  1429. 
Rice  Lake  and  Saskatchewan  R.  R.  and 
Navigation  Company. 
Petition  for  leave  to  present  a  petition 
(Mr.  Dickey),  130. 
Rush    Lake  and  Saskatchewan   Railway 
and  Navigation  Co's  Incorp.  B.  (79). 
—  Mr.  Girard. 
1st  R.«,  649;  2nd  K.  m,  686;  rep.  from 
Com.,  816;  concurr.   in  Amts.  and 
3rd  R.,  840 ;  assent,  1430. 
Sable  Island,  Life-Saving  Service  at,  im- 
provement in. 
Inquiry   (Mr.   Almon),  641;    remarks 
(Mr.  Kaulbach),  642  ;  reply   (Sir  A. 
Campbell),  643. 
St.  Lawrence  River  Navigation  Facilitation 
B.  {iS9).—StrA.  Campbell. 
Ist  R.*,  suspension  of  4l8t  rule,  and  2nd 
and  3rd  frs,  1429 ;  assent,  1430. 
St.  Vincent  de  Paul  Penitentiary,  Investi- 
gation into  the  affairs  of. 
M.  for  return  (Mr.  BeUerose),  566;  re- 
marks (Sir  A.  Campbell),  561 ;  (Mr. 
Kaulbach),  561 ;  M.  agreed  to,  662. 
Sault  Ste  Marie  Bridge  Co's  B.  (52).— il/r. 
Poufer. 
Ist  R.*,  302 ;  2nd  R.,  m,  368;  Rep.  from. 
Com.  and  3rd  R.,  407 ;  assent,  814. 
Scott  Act,  majorities  in  favor  of,  in  the- 
Provinces. 

See  Mr.  VidaVs  remarks,  668,  Ac. 
Secretary  of  State  Department  Acts  Amt. 
B.  (102). 
1st  R.*,  488 ;  2nd  R.  m,  636 ;  rep.  from 
Com.  and  3rd  R.,  698  ;  assent,  1430. 

Senate,  The. 

Building,  Sewerage  and  Ventilation  of* 

Remarks     (Mr.    Bnoer)    1044;    (Mr* 

Flumbf  Mr.  Kaulbach,  Mr.  Macdonr 
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aid,  Mr,  Boisford,  Mr.  Dever,  Mr, 
McInneSf  Sir  A,  Campbell^,  1046. 

Debates  Committee. 

List  of  members,  24;  Remarks  upon 
{Mr.  Alexander')  24;  {Mr.  Power) 
25 ;  Ist  rep.  adopted  on  M.  of  Mr. 
DeBoncherville,  735 ;  2nd  rep. 
(increase  of  reporters'  remuneration, 
1293. 

Increase  of  Legislative  Work  in.  M. 
for  Committee. — Afr.  Plumb. 
M.  postponed,  80;  postponed  again,  179 ; 
debate  {Mr.  Plumb)  430-444  ;  (Mr. 
Scott)  444-448;  {Mr.  Power)  448; 
(Mr.  Katdbach)  449  ;  adj.  of  deb.  m, 
(Mr.  Dickey)  450 ;  deb.  postponed, 
697 ;  deb.  continued  (Mr.  Dickey) 
603-612 ;  adj.  of  deb.  m,(Mr.McClelan) 
612;  deb.  continued  (Mr,  McClelan, 
623;  (Mr.  Robitaille)  630:  (Mr. 
Almon  (632 ;  (Mr.  Power,  Mr.  Robi- 
taille)  633;  (Mr.  Haythome)  633- 
639,  650-653  ;  (Sir  A.  Campbelt) 
653-658;  (Mr.  Bellerose)  658;  (Mr. 
Plumb)  659  ;  (Sir  A.  Campbell)  662  ; 
(Mr.  Scott)  663. 

Membership  of. 

See  Mr.  Plumb's  remarks,  437. 
Committees  sitting  during  adjournment, 

The  Speaker's  ruhng,  61. 
French  Language — not  used  by  either 
the  mover  or  seconder  of  the  Address. 

See  Mr.  Bellerose* s  remarks,  19. 
French  Minister  in  the. 

Mr.  Bellerose  calls  attention  to  there 
being  none,  19. 

Reading  Speeches  in  the. 

Mr.  Speaker  ruled  it  out  of  order, 
1013. 

Robitaille,     Hon.      Mr.,     manner     of 
appointment  of  condemned. 
In  debate  on  the  address  (Mr.  Bellerose) 
20. 
Senate  and  House  of  Commons,  Rela- 
tions between  in  regard  to  despatch 
of  business. 
M.  for  joint  com.  (Sir  A.  Campbell)  705 ; 
remarks  (Mr,  Plumbs  Mr.  Alexander) 
706  ;  (Mr.Botsford)^!;  (Mr.  Belle- 
rose 710;  (Mr.  Dickey)  711  ;  M.  agreed 
to,  711. 
Senator,  New  (Pascal  Poirier). 

Summoned,  239;  introduced,  269. 
Senators,  New. 

Summoned — Messrs,  William  McDon- 
ald, JoHeph  Bolduo,  Theodore  Ro- 
bitaille, Michael  Sullivan,  James  R. 
Gowan,  3. 
Introduced — Messrs.  McDonald,  Bolduc 
and  Robitaille,  3  ;  Mr.  Gowan,  22. 

Sessional  Committees. 
See  "  Committee!^." 


Sewerage  and  Ventilation  of  Senate  Build- 
ing. 
See  Senate  Building. 
Short  Line  Railway,  application  of  subsidy 
voted  for  &c. 

Inquiry   (Mr.   Power),  1143-48;  reply 
(Sir  A.  Campbell),  1149. 
Short  Line  Railway,  Reports  of  Surveys. 
M.  for  Return,  (Mr.  Power),  332-44 ; 
debate    (Mr.    Bellerose^    344;    (Mr. 
Trudel),    345;    (Mr.    Baillargeon), 
.346;    (Mr.    Alexander),    347;    (Mr. 
Kaulbach),  348 ;  (Mr.  Power),  348 ; 
(Sir  A.  Campbell),  350. 
Short  Line  Railway,  Survey  of  Central  or 
Richmond  Route. 
M.for  Return  (Mr.  Power),  1182-89; 
remarks,  (Mr.  Kaulbach),  1189-91: 
(Mr.  Plumb),  1191;  (Mr.  Bellerose), 
1192;   M.  agreed  to,  (Sir  A.  Camp- 
belt),  1192. 
Simpson,  Hon.  B.  D. 

Death  ol,  announced,  (Sir  A . Campbell), 

427;  remarks  (Mr.   McCUlan),  m. 

Sisters  of  Charity  in  North-West  Territories 

Incorp.  B.  (I) — Afr.  Girard. 

1st  R.',  131  ;  2nd  R  m.,  268;  rep.  from 

Com.  and  3rd  R..  407;  assent, 814. 

Smith  Divorce  Case. 

Petition    of   Charles  Smith  read  and 
received  m,  (Mr.  Read),  27. 
Smith  Divorce  Bill  (B)— /T/r.  /^ead. 

1st  R.  and  M.  for  2nd  R.,  29 ;  2nd  R. 
on  a  division,  51 ;  ref.  to  select  Com. 
m.  carried  on  division,  54;  let  rep. 
of  Com  adopted  (on  M  of  Mr.  Gowan) 
111 ;  rep.  against  by  Com.,  266;  rep. 
of  Com.  adopted,  368 ;  refund  of  teei«, 
m.,  1276. 
Smuggling  produced  by  Prohibitorv  Laws, 

See  Mr.  Haythome' s  remarks,  717. 
South  Saskatchewan  Valley  Railway  Cos. 
Incorp.  Act  Amt.  6.(37)— it/r.  P/uml>. 
let  R.*,  406 ;  2nd  R.  m,  411 ;  Rep.  Irom  Com. 

and  3rd  R.,  466  ;  assent,  814. 
South  Western   Railway,  Construction  of. 
Inquiry  (Mr.  Reesor),i09',  reply  (Sir 
A.  Campbell),  A\0. 

Speech  from  the  Throne. 

Delivered  by  Bis  Excellency  the  Gov. 
ernor-General,  3;  reported  and  read, 
6  ;  M.  for  consideration  (Sir  A.  Oamp- 
bell),  6;  for  address  in  reply  see 
"  address." 
Speech  from  ♦^he  Throne  on  Prorogation. 

1431. 
Statutes,  Consolidation  of.  Joint  Committee 
upon. 
M.    (Sir  A.    CampbeU),  302^21;  re- 
marks   (Mr.    Alexander),    321^)22; 
(Mr.  Wark),  322 ;  M.  agreed  to,  322, 
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Steam  communication  between  France  and 
Canada. 
See  "  Canada." 
Steamboat   Inspection   Act   (1882)  AmL 
B-»  (133).— Sir  A.  Campbell, 
let  R.*,  1047;  2Dd  R.',  1082;  in    Com., 
rep.  from  Com.  and  3rd  R.*,  1085 ; 
aspent,  1430. 
Standing     Orders     and     Private      Bills 
Com. 

List  of  members,  24. 
Ist  rep.  (Reduction   of  Quorum),  Mr. 

Bead,  28. 
2nd  rep.  (Time  limited   for  receiving 
Petitions  for  PrivateBills),  Mr.  Read, 
28. 
3rd   rep.    (Davis  and   Smith   Divorce 

Cases),  Mr.  Read,  28. 
2nd  rej).  (extension  of  time  for  receiving 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills),  Mr.  Lor 
coste,  31. 
4th  rep.  (Evans,  Terrj  and  Haizfeld 

Divorce  Cases),  Mr.  Laeoste,  34. 
6th  rep.  (as  to  Private  Bills),  Mr.  La- 
eoste, 34. 
8th  Rep.  (as  to  Private  Bills),  Mr.  La- 
eoste, 79. 
9th  and  10th  reps.  (Jfr.  Read),  157. 
12th  rei>.  {Mr  Laeoste),  239. 
13th,  14th  and  loth  reps.  (Mr.  Read), 
332, 

Subsidies  to  Railways. 

Amounts  voted  in  1882  and  following 
years;  see  "  Mr.  Scot fs  Remarks," 
1057. 

Sugar  Manufacture,  Development  of 

See  deb.  on  the  "  Industries  and  Manu- 
factures of  Canada." 

Summary  Proceedings  —  Further  Pro- 
vision B.,  (L). — Mr.  Gowan. 
1st  R.',  331 ;  2nd  R.  m ,  390 ;  Debate 
thereon,  390-405 ;  M.  for  6  months' 
hoist  {Mr.  O^Donohoe)  lost  on  divi- 
sion, 405;  [n  Com.,  481  ;  2nd  clause 
amended,  4S1 ;  4tli  clause  amended, 
484  ;  6th  clause  amended,  487  ;  In 
Com.  again.  525;  2nd  clause  amend- 
ed, 525  ;  rep.  from  Com.,  529  :  3rd  R. 
m,  5H6. 

Tariff,  Inequitable  operation  of. 

See  Mr.  ScotVs  remarks  in  deb.  on  the 
"  Industries  of  Canada,"  144  et  seq. ; 
also  Sir  David  Macpherson^s,  209. 

Temperance    Legislation,    Compensation 
of  those  affected  by. 
Petition  presented  {Mr.  Almon)^  578. 
Territories,  representation  of  in  the  Privy 
Council. 

See  "Representation." 
Terry  Divorce  Case. 

Petition  presented,  read,  and  received 
(on  M.  of  Mr.  Read),  30. 


Terry  Divorce  Bill  (E)  —Mk  Read. 

Ist  R.*,  34;  proof  ot  service,  110;  2nd 
R.  and  ref  to  Select  Com.,  Ill ;  1st 
re^.  of  Com.  adopted  (on  M.  of  Mr. 
Oadl),  111 ;  r«p.  from  Com.  {Mr. 
Odell),  238;  rep.  of  Com.  adopted, 
276  ;  3rd  R.  m.,  331 ;  assent,  814. 

The  Supply  Bill,  (163).  — 5/>  A.Campbell. 

lat  K.*,  suspension  of  4l8t  rale  m,  and 

'2nd  and  3rd  R's,  1413  ;  assent,  1430. 

Three   Rivers  Harbor   Commissioners  B. 

(150). — Sir  A.  Campbell. 

1st  R.»,  1122;  2nd  R.  m,  1175;  in  Com. 

and  Rep.  from  Com.,  1193 ;  3rd  R.  m, 

1194;  assent,  1430. 

Tidal  observations  on   Dominion   Coast, 
taking  of. 
Petition    of   Royal    Society   presented 
{Mr.  Dickey),  352. 

Timber  Culling  and  Measuring  Acts  Amt. 
B.  (154).— 5/r^.  Campbell. 
Ist  R.%  1193  ;  2nd  R.  m,  1294;  in  Com. 
and  rep.  from  Com.,  1326  ;  3rd  K.  fn, 
1388;  assent,  1430. 

Timber  Regulations  in  British  Columbia. 

See»*Briti8h  Columbia." 
Tobacco  and  Cigar  Manufacture,  condi- 
tion of. 
See  Mr.  Macdonald*s  remarks. 
Torrens  System  ot  Land  Transfer,  intro- 
duction of,  into  the  North-West. 
In  debate  on  the  address  {Mr.  Scott), 
14. 

Torrens  System  of  Land  Titles  Registra- 
tion. 
See  "Lands  Title  <fec." 
Tracadie  Harbor,  Improvements  at. 

Inquiry   {Mr.  Haythome),  517  ;   reply 
{Sir  A.  Campbell),  518. 
Trading  Corporations. 

See -'Insolvent  Corporations  Hill." 
Treasury  Board  Constitution  Acts   Amt. 
B.  (104). — Sir  A.  Campbell. 
1st  and  2nd   R's,  914;  3rd   R.  m,  927 ; 
assent,  1430. 

Treaties  with  Indians  in  the  North-West. 

See  "Indians," 
Tunnel   Communication  between    Prince 
Edward  Island  and  the  Mainland. 
Inquiry   {Mr.   Hoipfan),  488;   debate, 
504-512. 

Upper  Canada  Bank. 

See  "Bank  of  Upper  Canada." 
Veterans  of  the  War  of  1812. 

Petitions  from,  presented  {Mr.  Belle- 
rose),  1274. 

Volunteers  from   Halifax,  Transportation 
of. 
See  "  Halifax  Volunteere." 
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Volunteers  from  the   North- West,  Assis- 
tance to  Families  of. 
See  "  North- West  Rebellion." 
Weights    and    Measures    Act   Amt.    B. 
(ii8).— 5i>^.  Campbell, 
Ist  R.*,  931 ;  2Dd  R.  m,  939 ;    in  Com., 
1024:    rep.  from  com.  and  3rd   R.» 
1026 ;  assent,  1430. 

West  Ontario  Pacific  Railway  Go's  Incorp. 
B.  (94).— il/r.  Plumb, 
let  R.,  711;    2ndR.  m,  736;    rep.  from 
Com.,  815;    concurr  in  Amt9.  and 
3rd  R.,  840;  assent,  1430. 
Western  Terminus  of  the  Canadian  Paci- 
fic Railway. 

See  debate  on  Mr.  Mclnnes'  motion,21123. 
White  population  in  British^Columbia. 

Explanation  as  to  mis-statement  (ilfr. 
Alexander)  22. 

Wife,  Admission  of,  as  a  Witness  against 
her  Husband. 
See  debate  on  Offences  Against  the 
Person  B.,  126,  kc. 

Wine,   Beer,    &c..   Exemption    of,   from 
Canada  Temperance  Act. 
See  "  Canada  Temperance  Act.'' 

Winnipeg  and  Prince  Albert  Railway  Co's 
Incorp.  B.  (91). — Mr.  Girard, 
let  R.*,  650 ;  2nd  R.  m,  728;  rep.  from 
Com.,  815;  concurr.  in  Amts,  and 
3rd  R.,  816;  assent,  1430. 


Winter  Communication  with  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island. 
Statement  as  to  progress  made  {Sir  A* 

Campbell,  410. 
See  «*  Prince  Edward  Island." 

Woman  Suffrage  opposed. 

See  Mr.  Bellerose's  remarks,  1211,  Ac. 

Wood   Mountain  &  Qu'Appelle  Railway 

Co's  Incorp.  Act  Amt  B.  (23). — Afr, 

Plumb. 

1st  B.*,  302;  2nd  R.  m,  369;  Rep.  from 

Com.  and  3rd  R.  m,  466 ;  assent,  814. 

Wood  Manufactures,  Condition  o£ 

See  Mr.  Macdonald's  remarks,  136. 
Woollen  Manufactures,  Condition  of. 

See  Mr.  Macdonald's  remarks,  136. 
Work  of  the  Session,  Progress  made  in. 
Inquiry  {Sr,  Wark)  1033;    reply  (Sir 
A.  Canq>bell),  1034. 

York    Station,    Prince     Edward    Island 

Railway,  Closing  o£ 

Inquiry  CMr.  Haythome)  519;    reply 

(Sir  A.  CampbeU)  521 ;  explanation 

(Sir   A.    Campbell)   565;    remarks 

{Mr.  Haythome,  Mr.  Wark),  566. 

York    Station,    Prince    Edward    Island 
Railway,  Establishment  and   Aboli- 
tion of. 
M.  for  return  ( Jfr.  Haythome,  619 ;  Sir 
A,  Campbell)  621. 
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